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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. G 03-CV-316

Before H G3d NBOTHAM EM LIO M GARZA, and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~

Keith O Irby, a Texas resident, filed this pro se civil
action on behalf of his conpany, Medi-Equip Sales & Rentals,

agai nst the captioned defendants, seeking to recover mllions of

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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dollars fromthe defendants for nedical - equi pnent sal es that
he all eges were | ost because the defendants fraudul ently caused
himto be prosecuted and convicted for nmail fraud in 1989.
The district court dismssed the action sua sponte pursuant to an
August 23, 2002, sanction order in Irby’s crimnal case, No. 88-
CR-308-ALL, which prevented himfromfiling in the district court
for the Southern District of Texas any action that “relates to
his crimnal case.”

The district court did not abuse its discretion in
dism ssing the instant |awsuit pursuant to the sanction order.

See CGelabert v. Lynaugh, 894 F.2d 746, 747-48 (5th Gr. 1990).

Irby has alleged in this action that the allegedly fraudul ent
conviction directly caused the harmfor which he seeks redress.
The action is thus directly related to his crimnal action.

Irby’s “Answer to Request for Corporate Counsel,” construed
as a request on behalf of Medi-Equip to proceed without a
licensed attorney, is DENI ED as unnecessary.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



