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Before SHEDD, DUNCAN, and DIAZ, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.



PER CURIAM:

In these consolidated appeals, Ross A. Fiorani, Jr., seeks
to appeal the district court’s order dismissing his civil
complaint and denying his challenge to the removal of the action
from state court.” We have reviewed the record and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, although we grant Ileave to
proceed in forma pauperis, we affirm for the reasons stated by

the district court. Fiorani v. Navy Fed. Credit Union, No.

1:15-cv-00667-LO-JFA (E.D. Va. June 19, 2015). We dispense with
oral argument because the facts and Ilegal contentions are
adequately presented i1n the materials before this court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED

* In Appeal No. 15-1680, Fiorani does not identify the order
he seeks to appeal. In fact, we found no entry of any order
prior to the filing of his notice of appeal. In his notice of
appeal, Fiorani generally objected to the removal of his action
to TfTederal district court, a claim addressed iIn the district
court’s final order, the subject of Appeal No. 15-1717.



