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Before DeMOSS, DENNI'S, and PRADO, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Carolyn and Murrell Foster appeal the dismssal of their
42 U.S.C. § 1983 suit pursuant to FeEp. R Qv. P. 12(b)(6) for
failure to state a claim W dismss the appeal as frivol ous.
Judge Moye is absolutely inmmune fromliability. See

Bri nkmann v. Johnston, 793 F.2d 111, 112 (5th Gr. 1986). The

Fosters’ challenge to Judge Moye’'s credentials is a question for

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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the Texas courts and does not affect his immunity fromsuit.

Hol  oway v. Wl ker, 765 F.2d 517, 523-24 (5th Gr. 1985).

The Fosters’ allegation that defendant Capshaw, a private
party, is |iable because he conspired with Judge Mye, a state
actor, to deprive themof their rights to access the courts is
concl usional and therefore insufficient to survive Rule 12(b)(6)

dismssal. See Lynch v. Cannatella, 810 F.2d 1363, 1369-70 (5th

Cr. 1987).
This appeal is without arguable nerit and is therefore

di sm ssed. See 5th CGr. R 42.2; Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215,

219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). The Fosters’ pleadings contain several
unflattering references to the district judge and opposi ng
counsel. The Fosters are cautioned that the use of abusive
| anguage in future pleadings will not be tolerated and wll be

stricken. See Theriault v. Silber, 579 F.2d 302, 302 (5th Gr.

1978) .
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