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PER CURI AM *

Ellis Mann appeals the dism ssal for |ack of subject matter
jurisdiction of his 42 U S.C. 8 1983 |lawsuit seeking to have
custody of his daughter restored to him He argues that the
di sm ssal was erroneous because the district court had
jurisdiction under 42 U . S.C. 8 1983 and under 28 U S.C. § 1332 as
he has recently noved to California.

The district court |acked the authority to assune

jurisdiction over Mann’s attenpt to nodify the terns of a state-

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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court child custody order. See Rykers v. Alford, 832 F.2d 895,

900 (5th Gr. 1987); see also Chrissy F. by Medley v. Mss. Dept.

of Public Welfare, 995 F.2d 595, 599 (5th G r. 1993). The appeal

is without arguable nerit and is DI SM SSED as frivol ous. See 5TH

CGR R 42.2; Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr.

1983). W caution Mann that the filing of frivol ous appeal s and
motions will invite the inposition of a sanction.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



