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PER CURIAM:

San Jose Water Conservation Corporation and Michael P.
Schroll (collectively, “Appellants”) appeal a judgment in favor
of AvalonBay Communities, Inc., 1in AvalonBay'’s action arising
out of a fraudulent scheme executed by Schroll and San Jose.

Appellants argue that the district court erred in denying
their motion to stay the case during the criminal investigation
of the case’s underlying facts and in not joining alleged co-
tortfeasor James Willden as a defendant. We disagree for the

reasons stated by the district court. See AvalonBay Comtys.,

Inc. v. San Jose Water Conservation Corp., 2007 WL 2481291 (E.D.

Va. 2007) (denial of motion to stay); J.A. 663-64 (denial of
Schroll’s motion for reconsideration). Appellants also argue
that the district court erred in drawing adverse inferences from
Schroll’s invocation of his Fifth Amendment rights and in
piercing San Jose’s corporate veil. However, as the district
court explained, it took neither of those actions.

We therefore affirm the district court’s judgment. We
dispense with oral argument Dbecause the facts and 1legal
conclusions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



