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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Wisconsin dismissed Sarah Beil’s pro se
lawsuit seeking a stay of ongoing Pierce County family-court custody proceedings. The court held that
federal intervention was unavailable under Younger abstention principles and directed the clerk to
enter judgment and close the case.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff proceeding pro se filed a federal action seeking a stay of
ongoing Pierce County family-court child-custody proceedings. The
district court screened the paid complaint and dismissed the case.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court screened the complaint to determine whether it stated a
claim for which relief could be afforded and whether it was frivolous.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the federal district court could intervene in and stay ongoing state family-court child-custody
proceedings.

2. Whether the pro se plaintiff should be granted leave to amend before dismissal.

HOLDINGS

1. The federal court cannot intervene in ongoing state family-court proceedings involving a contested
child-custody dispute and therefore cannot grant the requested stay.

2. Leave to amend is unnecessary when the plaintiff cannot amend the complaint to obtain the relief sought
because the requested federal intervention is unavailable.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“I will dismiss this case because this federal court cannot grant Beil the relief that she seeks; this federal
court cannot intervene in ongoing state family-court proceedings.”

“Beil’s recourse is in the state-court system, whether by seeking relief in the Pierce County circuit court or in
the court of appeals.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sarah Beil sought a federal stay of ongoing Pierce County family-court proceedings concerning child custody.
She alleged that the state court had lost competency because of a purported structural sequence error and a
coordinated effort to block her access to the court. The federal court determined that the requested intervention
was unavailable.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Beil filed this action while Pierce County family-court cases involving child custody were ongoing. Although
she paid the filing fee, the district court exercised its inherent authority to screen the complaint, concluded that it
could not grant the requested relief because federal courts may not intervene in ongoing state family-court
proceedings, and dismissed the case without granting leave to amend.

DISPOSITION
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