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PER CURI AM

Becky L. Lukosus appeals the district court’s judgnment
granting the Appellees’ notion to dismss for failing to state a
claim Lukosus filed a notion for judgnment in state court charging
First Tennessee Bank National Association, First Tennessee Bank,
First Horizon Hone Loans and JC Johnson City with various common
| aw offenses based on their failure to provide proper flood
certification in accordance with the National Flood |Insurance Act
(“NFIA"), 42 U.S.C. 88 4001-4129 (2000). The Appel |l ees renoved t he
notion for judgnent to federal district court claimng diversity
jurisdiction.

We review a notion to di smss de novo. See M/l an Labs.,

Inc. v. Matkari, 7 F.3d 1130, 1134 (4th Gr. 1993). D sm ssa

under Rul e 12(b)(6) is inappropriate unless it appears beyond doubt
that the plaintiff can prove no set of facts to support his

al l egations. Revene v. Charles County Commirs, 882 F.2d 870, 872

(4th Gr. 1989) (citations omtted). Thus, when considering the
propriety of a dism ssal, we accept the factual allegations in the
conplaint as true and afford the plaintiff the benefit of all
reasonabl e inferences that can be drawn from those allegations.

Myl an Labs., 7 F.3d at 1134.

W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opinion and find that Lukosus has failed to state a claim

Accordingly, we affirmthe district court’s judgnment. W dispense
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with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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