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

No. 98-41199
Conf er ence Cal endar

DAVI D L. KI NSER

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
D. MATT LI VI NGSTON,
County Court at Law Judge,
Hender son County, Texas,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:98-CV-212

August 25, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

David L. Kinser appeals fromthe district court’s grant of
summary judgnent for the defendant in Kinser’s civil rights suit.
Ki nser argues that the district court erred by determ ning that
t he defendant was absolutely i mmune fromsuit pursuant to the
doctrine of judicial imunity. W have reviewed the record and
find no reversible error. Judicial officers are entitled to

absolute imunity from danages in civil actions arising out of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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acts perforned in the exercise of their judicial functions.

Gaves v. Hanpton, 1 F.3d 315, 317 (5th Cr. 1993).

Kinser’s appeal is wthout arguable nerit and, thus,

frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr

1983). Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DI SM SSED. See
5th CGr. R 42.2. Kinser is warned that pursuing future

frivol ous appeals will invite the inposition of sanctions.



