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PER CURIAM:

Jason Cox pled guilty to one count of conspiracy to
commit bank fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 88 371, 1344
(2006), one count of bank fraud and airding and abetting such
fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 88 1344(2) & 2 (2006), and one
count of identity theft, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 8§ 1028A(a)(1)
(2006) . He was sentenced to twenty-three months” imprisonment
for the two bank fraud convictions and a consecutive two-year
statutory sentence for the 1identity theft conviction. He was
also sentenced to a three year term of supervised release for
the conspiracy conviction, a Tive year term of supervised
release for the substantive bank fraud conviction and a one year
term of supervised release for the identity theft conviction,
all running concurrently. In addition, Cox was ordered to pay
restitution iIn the amount of $97,869.39, pursuant to 18 U.S.C.
8§ 3663A (2006). Counsel filed a brief pursuant to Anders v.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), certifying there were no
meritorious 1issues fTor appeal. Cox was 1informed of the
opportunity to file a pro se supplemental brief, but did not do
so. The Government did not file a brief. We affirm.

We find no error with the plea agreement or the Rule
11 colloquy. Cox appeared competent to plead guilty and was

aware of the charges against him, the possible penalties and the



assorted rights he was waiving or losing by virtue of his pleas
and his convictions. Accordingly, we affirm his convictions.

We also conclude there was no error at sentencing.
There were no objections to the properly calculated Sentencing
Guidelines. The district court was aware that the Guidelines
were advisory and that it should consider the sentencing factors
under 18 U.S.C. 8§ 3553(a).- It was clear the court considered
counsel’s arguments for a sentence at the Ilow end of the
Guidelines and for a three year term of supervised release. The

within Guidelines sentence is reasonable. See United States v.

Allen, 491 F.3d 178, 193 (4th Cir. 2007).

In accordance with Anders, we have reviewed the record
in this case and have found no meritorious issues for appeal.
We therefore affirm Cox’s convictions and sentence. This court
requires that counsel inform Cox, in writing, of the right to
petition the Supreme Court of the United States for Tfurther
review. IT Cox requests that a petition be filed, but counsel
believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then counsel
may  move in this court for leave to withdraw from
representation. Counsel’s motion must state that a copy thereof
was served on Cox. We dispense with oral argument because the

facts and legal contentions are adequately presented iIn the



materials before the court and argument would not aid the
decisional process.

AFFIRMED



