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

No. 98-30503
Conf er ence Cal endar

TOBY | HLI,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
WLLI AM J. CUTRERA; E. WOCDY THOMPSON,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Louisiana

USDC No. 97-CV-2361

February 10, 1999
Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **

Toby Ihli argues that the district court failed to apply
correctly the standards for dism ssing a conplaint under FED. R
GQv. P. 12(b)(6). Ihli asserts that there are conceivable facts
under his allegations which, if proved, would support his civil
rights suit against the defendants, a state-court judge and a
private attorney who had represented Ihli’s ex-wife in prior

state-court proceedings. W have carefully read the argunents

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

Pursuant to 5THGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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and the appellate record. W independently conclude that the
district court did not err inits Rule 12(b)(6) determ nation
because the state-court judge is entitled to absol ute judicial
imunity and because Ihli’s conplaint fails to allege the

deprivation of a federal right. See Wrd of Faith Wrld Qutreach

G&r. Church v. Sawyer, 90 F.3d 118, 124 (5th Cr. 1996); Boyd v.

Bi ggers, 31 F.3d 279, 284 (5th Gr. 1994); Daniel v. Ferguson,

839 F.2d 1124, 1128 (5th Cr. 1988).

I hl'i challenges the district court’s sanction order by
arguing that FeEp. R CQv. P. 11 sanctions cannot be inposed
against pro se litigants. Sanctions nmay be inposed on pro se

litigants. See Wittington v. Lynaugh, 842 F.2d 818, 820-21 (5th

Cir. 1988).

This appeal is without arguable nerit and is thus di sm ssed
as frivolous. See 5THCOR R 42.2.

Thonpson suggests the propriety of sanction against |hli.
We decline to inpose sanctions pursuant to FED. R App. P. 38.
However, I hli is warned that future frivol ous appeals will invite
the inposition of sanctions. |hli should review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise frivol ous argunents.

Dl SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. REQUEST FOR SANCTI ONS DEN ED.
SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED



