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PER CURIAM: 

Naja T. Zahir appeals the district court’s order denying her requests to remove 

state criminal and traffic charges to federal court and denying her requests for an 

emergency injunction.  “Generally, a district court’s order remanding a removed case to a 

state court is not appealable.”  Dominion Energy, Inc. v. City of Warren Police & Fire 

Ret. Sys., __ F.3d __, __, No. 18-1844, 2019 WL 2707584, at *4 (4th Cir. June 28, 2019) 

(citing 28 U.S.C. § 1447(d) (2012)).  And on appeal, we confine our review to the issues 

raised in the Appellant’s briefs.  See 4th Cir. R. 34(b).  Because Zahir’s informal briefs 

do not challenge the district court’s dispositive rulings regarding her claims for injunctive 

relief, Zahir has forfeited appellate review of that portion of the court’s order.  See 

Jackson v. Lightsey, 775 F.3d 170, 177 (4th Cir. 2014) (“The informal brief is an 

important document; under Fourth Circuit rules, our review is limited to issues preserved 

in that brief.”).  Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal as to the remand claims and affirm 

the district court’s judgment as to the injunction claims.  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. 

DISMISSED IN PART, 
AFFIRMED IN PART 

 

 


