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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Appellants Karla Andrea Thomas and Robert Brent Miller appeal
from a district court order that dismissed their civil action under Fed.
R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6). Appellants alleged that their employment with the
Cherokee Indian Tribal Casino was terminated because they are non-
Indians and that such racial discrimination violated federal and state
law. Because we agree with the district court's conclusion that the
tribal entities are immune from such a suit, we affirm.

We review adistrict court's dismissal for failureto state aclaim

under Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(6) de novo. See Mylan Labs., Inc. v.
Matkari, 7 F.3d 1130, 1134 (4th Cir. 1993). A motion to dismiss for
failure to state a claim should not be granted unlessiit appears that the
plaintiffs can prove no set of facts which would support their claim
and entitle them to relief. See id. (citations omitted). The court should
accept al well pleaded allegations as true and view the complaint in
the light most favorable to the plaintiffs. Seeid.

An Indian tribeis specifically excluded from the definition of "em-
ployer" under 42 U.S.C. § 2000e(b) (1994). Therefore, the district
court properly held that Appellants' Title VII claimsfail for that rea-
son. Moreover, the district court properly found that Indian tribes gen-
erally enjoy acommon law immunity from suit. See Hardin v. White
Mountain Apache Tribe, 779 F.2d 476, 478-79 (9th Cir. 1985). Tribal
entities and individual tribal officers acting within their representative
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capacity within the scope of their authority are also shielded by sover-
eign immunity. Seeid. at 479; see also Merrion v. Jicarilla Apache
Tribe, 455 U.S. 130 (1982) (discussing tribal sovereign authority to
tax). Indian tribes are "quasi-sovereign nations which, by government
structure, culture, and source of sovereignty are in many ways foreign
to the constitutional institutions of the Federal and State Govern-
ments." Santa Clara Pueblo v. Martinez, 436 U.S. 49, 71 (1978).
Thus, the district court correctly dismissed Appellants federal claims
on grounds of sovereign immunity. Because Appellants federal
claims were properly dismissed, so were the remaining state law
claims. See 28 U.S.C. § 1367(c)(3) (1994).

For these reasons, we affirm the district court's order. We previ-
ously granted the parties' motion to submit this appeal on the briefs
without oral argument because the facts and legal issues are ade-
quately presented in the materials before the Court and argument
would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



