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PER CURI AM *

Restitution Revival Church (“Restitution Revival”) appeals
the dismssal of its 42 U S.C. § 1983 | awsuit agai nst WAco
| ndependent School District (“WSD’), asserting violations of the
First, Fifth, and Fourteenth Amendnents, as well as a violation
of the Texas Religious Freedom Act arising out of WSD s
acqui sition through state condemmati on proceedi ngs of three
tracts of | and adjacent to and owned by Restitution Revival.

W SD asserts that dism ssal was proper, renewing its argunent

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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that Restitution Revival’s clains are not ripe and are barred by
res judicata.

Al t hough neither party addresses the issue, we find that
Restitution Revival’s lawsuit, by which it seeks to collaterally
attack the state-court judgnent in the condemati on proceedi ngs,

is barred by the Rooker-Feldnman™ doctrine. See Liedtke v. State

Bar of Texas, 18 F.3d 315, 317 (5th Cr. 1994); see also Msley

v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th Gr. 1987). Restitution

Revi val ' s proper renmedy was to seek certiorari fromthe Suprene
Court after the Texas Suprene Court denied reviewin the
condemati on proceedings, not file suit in federal district

court. See Liedtke, 18 F.3d at 317. The district court’s

dism ssal of the |lawsuit i s AFFI RVED. See Doody v. Aneriquest

Mort gage Co., 242 F.3d 286, 289 (5th Gr. 2001).

AFFI RVED.

See Rooker v. Fidelity Trust Co., 263 U S. 413 (1923)
and District of Colunbia Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U. S.
462 (1983).




