
*  After examining appellant’s brief and the appellate record, this panel has
determined unanimously that oral argument would not materially assist the
determination of this appeal.  See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2) and 10th Cir. R.
34.1(G).  The case is therefore ordered submitted without oral argument.  This
order and judgment is not binding precedent except under the doctrines of law of
the case, res judicata and collateral estoppel.  It may be cited, however, for its
persuasive value consistent with Fed. R. App. P. 32.1 and 10th Cir. R. 32.1.
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Based on our independent review of the record in this case, and for

substantially the same reasons set forth by the district court, we affirm that

court’s judgment.  With the dismissal of his complaint as malicious under 28

U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(i), Mr. Custard has now earned at least three strikes under

§ 1915(g); accordingly, he may bring no more civil actions or appeals under

§ 1915 unless he is under imminent danger of serious physical injury.  See 28

U.S.C. § 1915(g).  We warn Mr. Custard that any future frivolous, malicious, or

abusive filings will put him at the risk of sanctions, including possible filing

restrictions.
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