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

No. 98-31375
Conf er ence Cal endar

MARY ANN BI DDLE LOVELL, successor, heir, executor,
adm nistrator, attorney, |legal representative & authorized
t axpayer, on behalf of Meaker d over White Estate, Ms.

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
CLYDE C. H GHTONER, C ai borne Parish Assessor
RALPH W LLI AVS, President, Peoples Bank & Trust, M nden;
PEOPLES BANK & TRUST COVPANY; DAVI D NEWELL; NEWELL & NEWELL;
JUSTI CES OF SECOND JUDI Cl AL DI STRI CT COURT,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 98- CV-633

August 27, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Mary Ann Lovell appeals the district court’s dism ssal of
her conplaint for failure to state a claimpursuant to Fed. R
Cv. P. 12(b)(6). She argues that the judges of the Second
Judicial District are guilty of fraud, deceit, and participation

in “Wiite Collar Crinmes” in connection with their handling of the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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succession of Ms. Meaker d over White. She also argues that the

tax assessor “tainted” many of the estate records and “pl ayed

out” the allegedly fal se succession proceedi ng. She makes no
appel | at e argunent concerning the renaini ng def endants;
therefore, her clains against such defendants are deened

abandoned. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th G

1993) .

This court reviews de novo a district court's dism ssal for

failure to state a claimunder Rule 12(b)(6). Blackburn v. Gty

of Marshall, 42 F.3d 925, 931 (5th Gr. 1995). Lovell’s factual

all egations are accepted as true, and the dismssal wll not be
affirmed unless it appears beyond doubt that Lovell can prove no
set of facts in support of her claimwhich would entitle her to
relief. See id.

A review of the record and Lovell’s brief reveals that the
district court properly dism ssed Lovell’s conplaint for failure

to state a claim See Blackburn, 42 F.3d at 931. The appeal is

frivolous and is thus DISM SSED. See 5THQOR R 42.2. Lovell is
WARNED t hat future frivolous filings will be net with sanctions.
To avoi d sanctions, Lovell should review any pending appeals to
ensure that they do not raise argunents that are frivol ous.

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



