CASE STUDIES IN EMERGENCY ELECTION LITIGATION

Refusal to Interfere with State-Court Litigation
Over Control of a Minor Party

Essenberg v. Berman
(Thomas J. McAvoy, N.D.N.Y. 1:00-cv-317)

Applying the Rooker-Feldman doctrine, in light of pending state-
court litigation over control of a minor party, the district judge
dismissed a complaint challenging the exclusion of a candidate
from the party’s primary election. The court of appeals dismissed as
moot an appeal filed after the election.

Subject: Getting on the ballot. Topics: Getting on the ballot;
matters for state courts; primary election; party procedures.

Supporters of Donald Trump filed a federal complaint in the Northern Dis-
trict of New York on February 22, 2000, seeking an order placing Trump on
the Independence Party ballot for the March 7 presidential primary election.'

The Independence Party, the name for the Reform Party in New York,
was experiencing internal conflict between supporters of Trump and sup-
porters of Pat Buchanan.?

Judge Thomas J. McAvoy dismissed the complaint on March 2.> Under
the Rooker-Feldman doctrine, among federal courts only the Supreme Court
has appellate jurisdiction over state-court proceedings.*

The court of appeals dismissed the appeal, which was filed on April 10,
2000, as moot.
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