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PER CURIAM:

Gradillas Court Reporters, Inc., appeals the district court’s order accepting the
recommendation of the magistrate judge and granting summary judgment in favor of
Cherry Bekaert, LLP on Gradillas’ claims of breach of contract and professional
negligence. We ordered supplemental briefing on the issue of whether complete diversity
existed between the parties such that the district court had subject matter jurisdiction under
28 U.S.C. § 1332 (2018), and this briefing has now been completed.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1653 (2018), jurisdictional pleading defects may be cured
in the district court or on appeal. In accordance with this statute, Cherry Bekaert has
moved to supplement the record with affidavits attesting to the citizenship of its partners
and to amend the notice of removal to reflect this information. After reviewing the parties’
submissions relative to this motion, we grant Cherry Bekaert’s motion to supplement
the record and motion to amend the notice of removal.

We have reviewed the record as supplemented and find neither a jurisdictional
defect in the record nor any reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated
by the district court. Gradillas Court Reporters, Inc. v. Cherry Bekaert, LLP, No. 2:17-cv-
00597-RBS-RJK (E.D. Va. Dec. 17, 2018). 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



