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PER CURIAM:*

Reviewing the record de novo, we affirm the district court’s dismissal of Armant’s

suit for the following reasons:

*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not be published and is not precedent except under the limited circumstances set forth in
S5THCIR. R. 47.5.4.
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The Rooker-Feldman doctrine establishes that lower federal courts lack
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).
Unsuccessful partiesin a state court cannot reconstitute their cases as Section 1983
claimsto sidestep thisrule. Liedtke v. The State Bar of Texas, 18 F.3d 315, 318
(5th Cir. 1994).

In their Section 1983 suit, the Armants hope afederal court will find that the
appellees engaged in illegal conduct in their effort to enforce Judge Giarrusso’s
judgment. However, it isimpossible to reach this conclusion without first
establishing that Judge Giarrusso’ s judgment was deficient. That issue has already
been addressed by the Louisiana s Fourth Circuit and Supreme Court. The bottom
line is that these two issues are inextricably intertwined.

Affirmed.
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