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ORDER AND JUDGMENT"

Before BACHARACH, McHUGH, and CARSON, Circuit Judges.

Ms. Karen M. Fusilier sued for “Crimes which the State (Allegedly)
Commits Against Us in the Family Courts.” R. at. 16—-22. In the complaint,

Ms. Fusilier invoked federal criminal statutes, federal employment

*

Oral argument would not help us decide the appeal, so we have
decided the appeal based on the record and the briefing. See Fed. R. App.
P. 34(a)(2)(C); 10th Cir. R. 34.1(G).

This order and judgment does not constitute binding precedent except
under the doctrines of law of the case, res judicata, and collateral estoppel.
But the order and judgment may be cited for its persuasive value if
otherwise appropriate. See Fed. R. App. P. 32.1(a); 10th Cir. R. 32.1(A).
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statutes, and state laws, stating that she had suffered a “loss of property”
and a “loss of freedom.” [Id. at 13. But the complaint did not say what each
defendant had done or how he or she had violated the law.

The district court dismissed the complaint, reasoning that
Ms. Fusilier had failed to

o allege subject-matter jurisdiction or

. provide a short and plain statement showing a right to relief.

Ms. Fusilier appeals. Because she is pro se, we must liberally
construe the complaint and her appeal brief. Garrett v. Selby Connor
Maddux & Janer, 425 F.3d 836, 840 (10th Cir. 2005). But even pro se
parties must comply with the procedural rules applicable to other litigants.
See id. These rules require an appellant to explain why the district court’s
reasoning was wrong. See Nixon v. City & Cnty. of Denver, 784 F.3d 1364,
1369 (10th Cir. 2015) (affirming the dismissal of a claim when the
appellant’s opening brief had failed to challenge the basis for the district
court’s ruling).

Ms. Fusilier hasn’t explained why the district court was wrong in
concluding that she hadn’t

o alleged subject matter jurisdiction or

o provided a short and plain statement showing a right to relief.
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So we affirm the dismissal.’

Entered for the Court

Robert E. Bacharach
Circuit Judge

! We grant Ms. Fusilier’s motion for leave to proceed in forma

pauperis.



