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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF UTAH, CENTRALDIVISION

FRANCOIS COEUR
ORDER ADOPTING REPORT AND
Plaintiff, RECOMMENDATION

and

V. DESIGNATING PLAINTIFF A
RESTRICTED FILER STATUS
LAURA SCOTT,

Defendant Case No0.2:17<cv-0087-CW-PMW

Judge Clark Waddoups

This case was assigned to United States District Court Judge ClarloMgadavho then
referred it toChief MagistrateJudgePaul M. Warner pursuant 8 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(B)On
March 9, 2018, Cilef Magistrate Judge Warner issued a Report and Rerpendation
recommending that the case be dismissed for lack of suhpgter jurisdictionunderthe
Rooker-Feldman doctrine. Plaintiff Francois Coeur filed no objection to the Report and
Recommendation.

Plaintiffs Complaint challenges dismissal of his state court caBegause tbse state
proceedings hasended, application of tHeooker-Feldman doctrine is appropriate in this case.
Accordingly, the court hereby APPROSBEAND ADOPTS Chief Magistrate JudgVarneis
Rooker-Feldman analysisand DISMISSES tis case WITHOUT PREJUDICE.Due to the
court’s lack of subjeetnatter jurisdiction, it does not reach the immunity question.

RESTRICTED FILER STATUS

Chief Magistrate Judge Warner further recommended that Plaintiff be deslgaate
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restricted filer in this court. In addition to beiagprolific filer in the state court, Plaintiff has
filed seven casem two years in this courtOf those cases that have been decid#dacked
merit. This is consistent with tleitcomeof the cases Plaintiff has filed in staigurt. Because
Plaintiff has a pattern of vexatious litigation, the coADOPTS Chief Magistrate Judge
Warnets recommendatioand designated?laintiff a restricted fier. All new civil complaints
filed by Plaintiff shall besubject to the following conditions:
1. Any new civil complaint that Plaintiff sends to this court will be collected by the
Clerk of the Court and sent to a Magistrate Judge for review.
2. The Magistrative Judge will then review the complaint to determine whether it is
meritorious and should be filed, or whetitas meritless, duplicative, or frivolous.
3. If the Magistrate Judge determinestttiee complaint is meritless, duplicative, or
frivolous, the Magistrate Judge will formchthe complaint to the Chief District Judge for
further review.
4. Only with the consent of the Chief District Judge will the complaint be filed.
5. Plaintiff' s pleadings must be certified as provided in Rule 11 of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedures.

CONCLUSION

Forthe reasons stated above, the c&lDOPTSthe Report and Recommendatissued
by Chief Magistrate Judge Warn€ECF No. 17), and DISMISSES this caseWITHOUT
PREJUDICE Each party shall bear dseown costs. The court further ADOPTS the
recommendation talesignatePlaintiff Franois Coeuras a restricted filer. Any new civil
complaints filed by Plaintiff shall be subject to the conditions stated ab®te courtnow

directs the Clerk o€ourt toclose this case.



SO ORDEREDhis 13" day of April, 2018.

BY THE COURT:

Clark Waddoups
United States District Judge



