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PER CURI AM

Walter Lee Wight appeals the order of the district court
denying relief on his claimfiled under 28 U S. C § 2254 (2000).
Wight's claimbefore the district court sought to challenge the
judgnent of a Maryland state court denying relief on an earlier
civil rights conplaint filed by Wight in that court. The wit of
habeas corpus is available for those alleging they are “in custody
in violation of the Constitution or laws or treaties of the United
States.” 8§ 2254(a). Moreover, the district court does not have

jurisdiction over the judgnments of state courts. See District of

Colunbia Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U.S. 462 (1983); Rooker

v. Fidelity Trust Co., 263 US. 413 (1923) (noting exclusive

jurisdiction over state court actionis in the Suprene Court of the
United States). Accordingly, because the relief sought by Wi ght
was unavail abl e under 8§ 2254, and because the district court did
not have jurisdiction to consider the claim we find no error in
the district court’s order of dismssal. W therefore deny a
certificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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