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

No. 97-20422
Summary Cal endar

NI KKI - MARI E JONES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

LISA A MLLARD, T. WAYNE HARRI S; REGQ NALD
A. H RSCH GAE C. PRESTON, DAVID S. WACHTEL;
G LBERT J. CORCORAN;, HARRI' S COUNTY, TEX ;
GEORGE W BUSH, Jr., Governor; DAN MORALES,
Attorney General,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 96- CV- 3895

Cct ober 29, 1997
Before JOLLY, BENAVI DES and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Ni kki - Marie Jones, a Texas citizen, noves to proceed

in forma pauperis (“IFP") fromthe district court’s dismssal of

her conpl aint pursuant to the Rooker/Feldman doctrine. |In her

conplaint, purportedly filed pursuant to federal civil rights

provi si ons, Jones sued her former fiancé (the father of her

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 97-20422
-2 .

daughter) and several Texas state officials in the aftermath of a
custody battle in Harris County (Tex.) famly court. She alleged
that they violated several of her constitutional rights during

t hose proceedings. The district court was correct in determning
that Jones’ lawsuit anounted to little nore than a coll atera
attack on on the famly-court judgnent and that, under the

Rooker/ Fel dnman doctrine, it |acked jurisdiction over the action.

See Liedtke v. State Bar of Texas, 18 F.3d 315, 317 (5th Gr.

1994). Because Jones’ appeal of the denial of the conplaint is
frivol ous, she fails to present a nonfrivolous issue for appeal.
Her notion to proceed IFP is therefore DENIED. See FED. R APP.

P. 24(a); Carson v. Polley, 689 F.2d 562, 586 (5th Cr. 1982).

Jones’ appeal is DISM SSED as frivolous. 5THCR R 42.2.

| FP DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED



