IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 02-30435
Conf er ence Cal endar

LI NDA J. REEVES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
LEON CANNI ZZARO, Etc.; ET AL.,
Def endant s,
LEON CANNI ZZARO, Judge, Cri m nal
District Court for the Parish
of Orleans, individually and in

his official capacity,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-2672

Cct ober 30, 2002
Bef ore DeMOSS, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Linda J. Reeves argues that the district court erred in
granting the defendant Judge Cannizzaro's notion to dism ss and
di sm ssing her civil rights conplaint based on absolute imunity.

Reeves’ notion to file a supplenental brief is denied.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



No. 02-30435
-2

Reeves argues that Judge Canni zzaro was not absol utely
i mune fromsuit because her case was no | onger pending at the
time that he had her incarcerated for nmental health treatnent.
Reeves cannot overcone the bar of absolute imunity because
the alleged acts of Judge Cannizzaro were judicial in nature and
the action was not taken in the conpl ete absence of subject

matter jurisdiction. See Malina v. Gonzales, 994 F.2d 1121, 1124

(5th Gr. 1993). The judgnent of the district court granting the
defendant’s notion to dismss for failure to state a claimand

di sm ssing the conplaint is AFFIRMED. All outstandi ng notions
are DENI ED.



