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Parvi n Lal ehparvaran Hossei ni appeals the district court’s
j udgnent granting defendant Sharp’s notion to dism ss Hosseini’s 42
U S C § 1983 conplaint with prejudice for failure to state a claim
pursuant to FeED. R Qv. P. 12(b)(6). Hosseini argues that her
al | egations that Judge Sharp was not acting in a judicial capacity
when he gave her | egal advice were sufficient to survive a notion
to dismss based on judicial inmmnity. She argues that the
magi strate judge was bi ased because she and the defendant had once
been | aw cl erks together and that the district court’s disregard

for the |law i ndi cates that bias.

" Pursuant to 5THQOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THQR R 47.5. 4.
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Judicial officers are entitled to absolute inmmnity from
damages in 8 1983 actions arising out of all acts perfornmed in the

exercise of their judicial functions. Krueger v. Reiner, 66 F.3d

75, 77 (5th Gr. 1995). Hosseini’s conplaint alleged that Judge
Sharp spoke with Hosseini in his chanbers in connection with her
brother’s interdiction proceedi ngs over which the judge was

presi ding and advi sed her as to what action could be taken to
express her objections to the manner in which the interdiction
proceedi ngs were being handled. The judge's actions were clearly
judicial in nature and did not reflect that Judge Sharp was acting
in the capacity of |legal counsel for Hosseini. The judge' s rulings
in the interdiction proceedings were also judicial in nature. Even
if the judge’s rulings were in error or were the result of a
mal i ci ous intent, Judge Sharp was not deprived of his imunity

because the acts were all judicial in nature. See Mays V.

Sudderth, 97 F.3d 107, 110-11 (5th Gr. 1996). In light of Judge
Sharp’s entitlenent to absolute inmunity, the district court did
not err in determning that Hosseini’s conplaint failed to state a
claim

Hossei ni has not made any showi ng that the nagistrate judge’s
reconmmendation or the district court’s dismssal of the conplaint

were the result of personal bias. See United States v. Couch, 896

F.2d 78, 81 (5th Gir. 1990).
AFFI RVED.



