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PER CURIAM:
Premier Bank, Inc., appeals from the district court’s order affirming the bankruptcy
court’s order disallowing a portion of Premier’s proof of claim for attorneys’ fees and
expenses. Premier contends that the bankruptcy court construed the language of its loan
documents too narrowly and that the court erred in determining that it was not entitled to
reimbursement for portions of the claimed attorneys’ fees and expenses.
“In reviewing the judgment of a district court sitting in review of a bankruptcy court,
we apply the same standard of review that was applied by the district court.” Copley v.
United States, 959 F.3d 118, 121 (4th Cir. 2020). Thus, “we review the bankruptcy court’s
legal conclusions de novo, its factual findings for clear error, and any discretionary
decisions for abuse of discretion.” Id. With these standards in mind, we have reviewed
the record submitted on appeal and the arguments of the parties and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the district court. Premier Bank, Inc. v.
Emerald Grande, LLC, No. 1:19-cv-00143-IMK (N.D.W. Va. Sept. 30, 2020).

We

dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional
process.
AFFIRMED
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