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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Armando Despaigne Zulveta, Appellant Pro Se. Charles Daniel Barrett, BARRETT LAW
FIRM, Clemmons, North Carolina; Ann Cox Rowe, DAVIS & HAMRICK, LLP, Winston-
Salem, North Carolina; R. Scott Brown, William John Cathcart, Jr., BROWN, CRUMP,
VANORE & TIERNEY, Raleigh, North Carolina; Andrew Garrison Pinto, PINTO,
COATES, KYRE & BOWERS, PLLC, Greensbhoro, North Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.



PER CURIAM:

Armando Despaigne Zulveta appeals the district court’s order dismissing his civil
complaint without prejudice for lack of subject matter jurisdiction. We have reviewed the
record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, although we grant leave to proceed in
forma pauperis, we deny Zulveta’s motion to expedite decision and affirm for the reasons
stated by the district court. Zulveta v. The Barrett Law Firm, No. 1:19-cv-00978-CCE-
JLW (M.D.N.C. Mar. 2, 2020). 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



