No. 99-10324
-1-

IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-10324
Summary Cal endar

JAMVES WATSON RAMSEY,

Pl ai ntiff-Counter Defendant-Appell ant,
ver sus

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; ROBERT RUBI N, Secretary of
Treasury; JOHN MAGRAW Director of ATF, LES MARTZ, Speci al
Agent in Charge of ATF;, JERRY LLOYD, ATF Agent;

JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County; BOB KNOALES, Assi stant
Chi ef Deputy; JOHN DOE, Captain of Lew Sterrett Justice
Center Central Intake Division; JOHN DOE, Lieutenant in Charge
of Detention (3 PM Shift); JOHN DCE, Lieutenant in Charge of
Detention (11 PM Shift); JOHN DOE, Lieutenant in Charge of
Detention (7 AM Shift); JOHN DOE, Sergeant in Charge of
Detention (3 PM Shift); JOHN DOE, Sergeant in Charge of
Detention (11 PM Shift); JOHN DOE, Sergeant in Charge of
Detention (7 AM Shift); KATHLEEN HAWK, Director of

Bureau of Prisons; GEORCE E. KILLINGER, Warden FCI Ft. Worth;
HASS, Assistant Warden FMC Fort Worth; JOHN DCE, Head of

| nt ake Screening at FMC Fort Worth; MAC EASLEY, dinic
Supervi sor at FMC Fort Wrth; M ANDUJAR, Pharnmacist at FMC
Fort Worth; M KE SHARP, Chief Psychol ogi st FMC Fort Wbrth;
DEBORAH M TCHELL, Psychol ogi st FMC Fort Wbrth; JAN WOCD,

Case Manager FMC Fort Worth; P. SHANKS, Case Manager FMC Fort
Worth; HEMM NGMY, U.S. Public Health Therapi st FMC Fort
Worth; FLYCZAK, U.S. Public Health Therapist FMC Fort Wbrth;
ANNETTE CURRI ER, Uilization Review Manager FMC Fort Wort h;
MELVI N, Qutside “Jobst” Contractor for U S. Public Health
Service FMC Fort Worth,

Def endant s- Appel | ees,
and

MARK HOWELL, Gty of Carrollton Arson Investigator; D. WGNALL,
City of Carrollton Assistant Fire Chief; BRUCE VARNER, City
of Carrollton Fire Chief,

Def endant s- Count er C ai mant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:96-CV-3358-G
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February 10, 2000
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM DeMOSS, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Janes Wat son Ransey, federal prisoner #28081-077, appeals
fromthe district court’s dismssal of his civil rights conplaint

filed pursuant to 42 U S.C. § 1983 and Bivens v. Six Unknown

Naned Agents, 403 U. S. 388 (1971). He argues that he shoul d have

been allowed to sue the federal defendants pursuant to 42 U S. C
§ 1983 and that the federal defendants were not entitled to
qualified imunity; that his clains agai nst defendants Wgnall,
Varner, Bow es, and Know es shoul d not have been di sm ssed
pursuant to Fed. R CGv. P. 12(b)(6); and that the district court
erred by granting summary judgnent in favor of defendant Howell.
We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.

Because Ransey failed to exhaust his adm nistrative renedies
prior to filing suit, the district court did not err by

dism ssing his clains against the United States. See Flory v.

United States, 138 F.3d 157, 159 (5th G r. 1998). Further,

Ransey has failed to show how defendants Wgnall, Varner, Bow es,
or Know es were personally involved in any alleged constitutional

violations. See Thonpkins v. Belt, 828 F.2d 298, 304 (5th G

1987). Finally, because Ransey’ s clains against Howell and the
i ndi vi dual federal defendants are not adequately briefed, these

clains are deened abandoned on appeal and will not be addressed

Pursuant to 5" CR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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by the court. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Cr.

1993). Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is
AFFI RMED. Ransey’s notion to file three individual reply briefs
i s DEN ED.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DENI ED.



