United States Court of Appeals
Fifth Circuit

FILED

July 11, 2003

| N THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
Charles R. Fulbruge llI
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCU T Clerk

No. 02-21274
Summary Cal endar

ANTHONY RI CARDO BELK,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(H 01- CV-4516)

Before DAVIS, WENER, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Anthony Ri cardo Bel k, proceeding pro se,
appeals from the district court’s dismssal of his action with
prejudice. At the heart of that court’s two-phase dism ssal of the
multiple clains asserted by Belk is his protracted failure to

conply with the court’s two orders that Bel k anend his conplaint to

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



state grounds on which relief could be granted. Despite Belk’s
numer ous accusati ons agai nst defendants, defense counsel, and even
the district court, the only i ssue cogni zable on this appeal is the
court’s orders of dismssal, which we review for abuse of
di scretion.

We have painstakingly reviewed the record on appeal and the
assertions of the parties in their appellate briefs. As a result,
we are firmy convinced that the district court conmtted no | egal
error and did not abuse its discretion in dismssing Bel k’s clains.
We therefore affirmthe rulings appeal ed by Bel k.

Furthernore, we have observed with concern the essentially
concl usi onal accusations leveled by Belk at, anong others, the
district court. Although that court was exceedingly tol erant of
this pro se litigant’s vituperative and —to our satisfaction —
unfounded attacks on the court’s notives and integrity, we are | ess
tol erant. Belk’s largely unsupported accusations and their
vituperative tenor seriously approach —and |ikely cross —the
i ne separating vigorous advocacy and sancti onabl e behavior. W
caution Belk that any further displays of this nature wll expose
himto the full panoply of sanctions at the disposal of the courts,
i ncl udi ng cont enpt.

AFFI RMED at Appel l ant’ s cost.
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