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PER CURI AM

El i zabet h Cof f ey appeal s her convi cti ons and twenty-seven
mont h sentence for conspiracy to commt bank fraud and mail theft,
in violation of 18 U . S.C. 88 1344, 371 (2000), and bank fraud and
aiding and abetting bank fraud, in violation of 18 U S.C. 88 2,
1344 (2000). Counsel for Coffey has filed a brief in accordance

wth Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), in which he states

there are no neritorious issues for appeal. Coffey was inforned of
her right to file a pro se supplenental brief, but she has not done
so. Counsel presents two issues for this Court’s review. Finding
no error, we affirm

First, Coffey argues that the district court erred in
cal culating the anobunt of loss attributable to her. The district
court’s determ nation of the amount of loss is a factual matter

reviewed for clear error. United States v. Castner, 50 F.3d 1267,

1274 (4th Gir. 1995). Based on our review of the testinony
presented at trial, we conclude that the district court did not
clearly err.

Next, Coffey asserts that district court erred in
appl yi ng an enhancenent for use of a mnor in the conm ssion of the
crime. The district court’s finding that Coffey used a mnor is a

factual finding reviewed for clear error. United States v. Mirphy,

254 F.3d 511, 513 (4th Cr. 2001). W conclude that the district



court did not clearly err in relying on the trial testinony that
Coffey used a mnor to commt her crinmne.

Accordingly, we affirmCoffey’s convicti ons and sent ence.
I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire record in
this case and find no other neritorious issues for appeal. This
court requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of her
right to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for
further review |If the client requests such a petition be filed,
but counsel believes that such a petition would be frivol ous, then
counsel nmay nove in this court for leave to wthdraw from
representation. Counsel’s notion nust state that a copy thereof
was served on the client. W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and |legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunment would not aid the
deci si onal process.
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