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PER CURIAM:

Tigress Sydney Acute McDaniel appeals the district court’s order granting
McDaniel’s request to proceed in forma pauperis, reviewing her civil complaint pursuant
to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B), and dismissing the complaint for want of subject matter
jurisdiction. Questions concerning subject matter jurisdiction may be raised at any time by
the parties or sua sponte by the court. Brickwood Contractors, Inc. v. Datanet Eng’g, Inc.,
369 F.3d 385, 390 (4th Cir. 2004). We review questions of subject matter jurisdiction de
novo. Rich v. United States, 811 F.3d 140, 144 (4th Cir. 2015) (providing standard of
review).

Upon review, we discern no error in the district court’s conclusion that it lacked
subject matter jurisdiction over McDaniel’s complaint. Accordingly, we affirm the district
court’s dismissal order.” McDaniel v. Charlotte Mecklenburg Black Pol. Caucus of
Charlotte, No. 3:22-cv-00236-MOC-DSC (W.D.N.C. June 22, 2022). 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

" In response to the arguments advanced in McDaniel’s informal brief, we observe
that (a) because the district court dismissed without prejudice, McDaniel may amend and
refile her complaint to add whatever claims she believes would restore the court’s
jurisdiction; and (b) our review of the record revealed no basis on which to question Judge
Cogburn’s impartiality in this matter.



