
This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent    *

except as provided by 9th Cir. R. 36-3.

The panel unanimously finds this case suitable for decision without    **

oral argument.  See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).  Accordingly, we deny appellants’

request for oral argument.
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 FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

GEORGE M. PAPA, husband; DEBRA JO

PAPA, wife,

                    Plaintiffs - Appellants,

   v.

STATE OF ARIZONA; et al.,

                    Defendants - Appellees.

No. 07-16407

D.C. No. CV-06-03060-PHX-

MHM

MEMORANDUM  
*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Arizona

Mary H. Murguia, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted January 13, 2009**  

Before: O’SCANNLAIN, BYBEE, and CALLAHAN, Circuit Judges.

George M. Papa and Debra Jo Papa appeal pro se from the district court’s 
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judgment dismissing for lack of subject matter jurisdiction their civil rights action

challenging allegedly erroneous state court decisions.  We have jurisdiction under

28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo, Noel v. Hall, 341 F.3d 1148, 1154 (9th Cir.

2003), and we affirm.

The district court properly concluded that the Rooker-Feldman doctrine

barred the Papas’ action because it is a “de facto appeal” of state court decisions,

and raises constitutional claims that are “inextricably intertwined” with those prior

state court decisions.  See Reusser v. Wachovia Bank, N.A., 525 F.3d 855, 859 (9th

Cir. 2008) (explaining that a federal action is barred if adjudication of the federal

claims would undermine the state ruling or require the district court to review the

application of state laws or procedural rules).

The clerk shall file the documents received on September 13, 2007;

February 12, 2008; June 5, 2008; June 9, 2008; and June 12, 2008.

All pending motions are denied.  

AFFIRMED.


