United States Court of Appeals

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

No. 01-5008 September Term, 2003
Filed On: September 22, 2003 [773129]
Securities and Exchange Commission, et d.,
Appdlees

V.

Paul A. Bilzerian,
Appdlant

Consolidated with 01-5242, 01-5264, 02-5033, 02-5060

Appeds from the United States Digtrict Court
for the Didrict of Columbia
(No. 89cv01854)

Before: GINSBURG, Chief Judge, and SENTELLE, Circuit Judge, and WILLIAMS, Senior
Circuit Judge.

JUDGMENT

This cause was consdered on the record from the United States District Court for the Didtrict
of Columbiaand on the briefsfiled by the parties. Itis

ORDERED and ADJUDGED thet the judgment of the digtrict court be affirmed.

Appedlant Paul A. Bilzerian asksthis court to find that he has satisfied a disgorgement judgment
as amatter of law, to reverse two civil contempt orders entered againgt him in connection with previous
efforts to compe satisfaction of this judgment, to vacate a court order gppointing areceiver, and to
vacae an injunction barring him from commencing any proceeding in any court without the prior
permission of the U.S. didtrict court for the Didrict of Columbia.



None of Bilzerian's arguments has merit. The only claim that raises any subgtantid legd issueis
his contention that the July 5, 2001 injunction, which barred him from commencing court proceedings
without prior permission of the digtrict court, was invaid because the court entered the injunction
without the notice and hearing required by Rule 65 of the Federa Rules of Civil Procedure. The
receiver’smain response is that Rule 65 does not apply to injunctions issued pursuant to the All Writs
Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1651 — a pogition Bilzerian assarts is incongstent with our decision in In re Powell,
851 F.2d 427 (D.C. Cir. 1988), and would violate the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment.
We need not resolve thislegd question because, as the receiver points out, Bilzerian was given until
July 12 to respond to the July 5 injunction, he did in fact respond through counsd, and his response
raised no procedural or substantive objections at all.

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published.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 rehearing en banc. See Fed. R. App. P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. Rule 41.

FOR THE COURT:
Mark J. Langer, Clerk

BY:

Deputy Clerk



