
United States Court of Appeals
FOR THE D ISTRICT OF COLUMBIA C IRCUIT

____________

No. 10-7157 September Term 2010

1:10-cv-01842-UNA

Filed On: February 18, 2011

Antonio Colbert,

Appellant

v.

Department of Human Resources,

Appellee

ON APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

BEFORE: Sentelle, Chief Judge, and Ginsburg and Griffith, Circuit Judges

J U D G M E N T

This appeal was considered on the record from the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia and on the brief filed by the appellant.  See Fed. R. App. P.
34(a)(2); D.C. Cir. Rule 34(j).  It is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the district court’s order filed October 28,
2010, be affirmed.  Appellant’s complaint alleges harassment, discrimination, and
deprivation of benefits by an agency of the District of Columbia, and the cover sheet
cites 42 U.S.C. § 1983 as the civil statute under which the cause of action was filed. 
That statute has a “jurisdictional counterpart,” Best v. Kelly, 39 F.3d 328, 330 (D.C. Cir.
1994):  28 U.S.C. § 1343 gives the district court jurisdiction over civil actions to redress
civil rights violations and treats the District of Columbia as a state.  Nevertheless,
dismissal of the complaint was proper under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6)
because it failed to state a claim upon which relief could be granted.  The one-
paragraph complaint did not allege sufficient facts to support a claim of discrimination or
other unlawful conduct.  See Atherton v. D.C. Office of the Mayor, 567 F.3d 672, 681-
82 (D.C. Cir. 2009) (“A complaint must give the defendants notice of the claims and the
grounds upon which they rest. . . . [E]ven a pro se complainant must plead ‘factual
matter’ that permits the court to infer ‘more than the mere possibility of misconduct.’”)
(quoting Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 129 S. Ct. 1937, 1950 (2009)).
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Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published.  The Clerk
is directed to withhold issuance of the mandate herein until seven days after resolution
of any timely petition for rehearing or petition for rehearing en banc.  See Fed. R. App.
P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. Rule 41.

Per Curiam
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