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Philip Brady appeals, pro se, the sunmary judgnment di sm ssal
of his action agai nst Randall Gelino. Brady contends that Gelino’' s
defense to the action is nullified because he was inproperly
represented by governnent attorneys. However, neither Kentucky v.
Graham 473 U.S. 159 (1985), nor 28 C.F.R § 50.15 bar governnent
representation of governnent enployees sued in their individual

capacity. “We doubt in any event that the rules regarding

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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



representation by the governnment of its enpl oyees are i ntended for

the protection of opposing litigants.... Bont kowski v. Smth, 305
F.3d 757, 760 (7th Cr. 2002).

AFFI RVED



