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PER CURIAM:

Larry Klayman appeals the district court’s order granting Thomas Fitton’s motion
to dismiss Klayman’s complaint, in which Klayman relied on diversity jurisdiction to raise
state law claims for tortious interference and defamation, as well as its order denying
Klayman’s motions for reconsideration and to amend his complaint. We have reviewed
the record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, although we affirm for the reasons
stated by the district court, see Klayman v. Fitton, No. 1:20-cv-00135-LMB-IDD (E.D. Va.
Apr. 28, 2020; June 17, 2020), we modify the district court’s judgment to reflect that the
action is dismissed without prejudice, see S. Walk at Broadlands Homeowner’s Ass’n, Inc.
v. OpenBand at Broadlands, LLC, 713 F.3d 175, 185 (4th Cir. 2013) (explaining that when
a court “lacks jurisdiction [it] has no power to adjudicate and dispose of a claim on the
merits”); see also Intera Corp. v. Henderson, 428 F.3d 605, 621 (6th Cir. 2005) (“[U]pon
a determination that personal jurisdiction is lacking, a court should not dismiss a case on
the merits.”). 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 AS MODIFIED



