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

No. 98-10389
Summary Cal endar

ANTHONY LI ONEL G BSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
Bl LL LONG ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:97-CV-1384-H

Septenber 14, 1998
Before JOLLY, SM TH, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ant hony Lionel G bson, Texas prisoner #695684, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C § 1983 conplaint with
prejudi ce under 42 U.S. C. § 1915(e) as frivol ous. W have revi ewed
the record and G bson's brief, and find no reversible error.
Al t hough couched in ternms of civil rights violations, Gbson’s
claimarises fromhis state court habeas proceedings. Under the

Rooker - Fel dman! doctrine, he nmay not attenpt to invalidate his

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 CR R 47.5. 4.

1See Rooker v. Fidelity Trust Co., 263 U S. 413 (1923), and
District of Colunbia Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U.S. 462
(1983).




state court judgnent in federal court. See Liedtke v. State Bar of

Texas, 18 F.3d 315, 317 (5th cir. 1994). Furthernore, G bson’s
chall enge to a specific state habeas proceeding fails to raise a
constitutional question cognizable in federal habeas corpus

proceedi ngs. See N chols v. Scott, 69 F.3d 1255, 1275 (5th Gr.

1995) . Accordingly, the district court did not abuse its
di scretion by dismssing G bson’s conplaint as frivol ous, and the

judgnent is AFFI RMED. See Sojourner T v. Edwards, 974 F.2d 27, 30

(5th Gr. 1992) (court may affirmjudgnent on any basis supported
by the record).
AFFI RME D



