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PER CURIAM:

Alice Annette Howell and Burl Anderson Howell appeal the district court’s order
denying their motions and dismissing their appeal of the bankruptcy court’s October 20,
2017 and October 27, 2017 orders.” “Where, as here, a district court acts as a bankruptcy
appellate court, our review of [its] decision is plenary.” SG Homes Assoc. v. Marinucci,
718 F.3d 327, 334 (4th Cir. 2013) (internal quotation marks and citation omitted). We
review the bankruptcy court’s decision independently, reviewing its factual findings for
clear error and its legal conclusions de novo. Id. (citations omitted). We also limit our
review to the issues raised in the informal brief. See 4th Cir. R. 34(b).

With these principles in mind, we have reviewed the bankruptcy court’s orders
that were appealed by Appellants, and we find no reversible error. Accordingly, we
affirm the district court’s order. We grant Appellants leave to proceed in forma pauperis
and deny their other pending motions. 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

* On appeal, Appellants contend they also provided sufficient notice of their intent
to appeal the bankruptcy court’s November 22, 2017 order. We have reviewed the record
and find this contention without merit. Moreover, the district court affirmed the rulings
in the November 22, 2017 order, and Appellants do not show any error in the rulings.



