
* Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion
should not be published and is not precedent except under the limited
circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.4.
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PER CURIAM:*

Raymond Simmons appeals the dismissal of his civil rights action under
42 U.S.C. § 1983.  The district court dismissed Simmons’s complaint as barred
by the Rooker/Feldman doctrine.  See Rooker v. Fidelity Trust Co., 263 U.S. 413
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(1923); District of Columbia Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U.S. 462 (1983).
Under the Rooker/Feldman doctrine, “lower federal courts lack [subject-matter]
jurisdiction to review state court judgments when the constitutional claims are
‘inextricably intertwined’ with [a] challenged state court judgment.”  Richard v.

Hoechst Celanese Chem. Group, Inc., 355 F.3d 345, 350 (5th Cir. 2003) (citing
Feldman, 460 U.S. at 483 n.16).  

On appeal, Simmons does not address the dismissal of his case under the
Rooker/Feldman doctrine. When an appellant fails to identify any error in the
district court’s analysis, it is the same as if the appellant had not appealed that
issue.  Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th
Cir. 1987).  Simmons’s appeal is without arguable merit and is frivolous.  See

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cir. 1983).  Because the appeal is
frivolous, it is DISMISSED.  See 5TH  CIR. R. 42.2.  

Simmons’s motion for an expedited decision is DENIED.


