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PER CURI AM *

WIllie G DeBose appeals the district court’s dismssal of
his petition for lack of subject matter jurisdiction. See
28 U.S.C. 88 1331, 1332. He asserts that the state court’s
rejection of his legal mal practice claimviolated his
constitutional rights. This is an insufficient basis for
federal -question jurisdiction and DeBose has suggested no ot her

jurisdictional basis. See Liedtke v. State Bar of Texas, 18 F. 3d

315, 317 (5th Cr. 1994). As the parties are not diverse, see

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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28 U S.C. 8§ 1332, the district court did not err in dismssing
DeBose’s petition for |lack of subject matter jurisdiction.
DeBose has failed to raise an issue of arguable nerit. H's

appeal is therefore dism ssed as frivolous. See Howard v. King,

707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). The filing of frivol ous
appeals in the future could subject DeBose to sanctions.

DeBose’s notion to accept for filing exhibits to his brief
i s hereby DEN ED

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



