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PER CURI AM

Jojena Adkins appeals her conviction and one-year
sentence for commtting perjury in front of a grand jury, in
violation of 18 U S.C. 8§ 1623 (2000). Adkins' attorney has filed

a brief in accordance with Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738

(1967), challenging the district court’s refusal of her request
that she serve her sentence under hone confinenent, but stating
that he finds no neritorious grounds for appeal. Adki ns was
notified of her opportunity to file a pro se supplenental brief but
has not done so. Finding no reversible error, we affirm

At sentencing, Adkins w thdrew her objections to the PSR
and consented that the applicable guidelines range was twelve to

ei ghteen nonths. | n accordance with United States v. Booker, 125

S.C. 738, 764-65 (2005), the district court treated the CGuidelines
as advisory and, after considering the factors set forth in 18
U S. C 8§ 3553 (2000), inposed a sentence at the low end of the
appl i cabl e CGui deli nes range. Accordi ngly, we conclude that the
sentence i nposed was reasonable. [d.

I n accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the entire
record in this case and have found no neritorious issues for
appeal . W, therefore, affirm Adkins’ conviction and sentence.
This court requires that counsel informhis client, in witing, of
his right to petition the Suprene Court of the United States for

further review |If the client requests that a petition be filed,



but counsel believes that such 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 argument would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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