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Before JOLLY, JONES, and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Kel vin Bernard Stephens, federal prisoner #48329-019,
appeals fromthe district court’s dismssal of his civil-rights
lawsuit, in which Stephens alleged clains under the Privacy Act,

t he Freedom of Informati on Act, Bivens!, the Federal Tort d ains

Pursuant to 5THGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.

1 Bivens v. Six Unknown Naned Agents of Federal Bureau of
Nar cotics, 403 U. S. 388 (1971).
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Act (“FTCA"), and 42 U.S.C. 88 1983, 1985, 1985(3), and 1986. n
appeal , Stephens has briefed only his challenge to the di sm ssal
of his FTCA and Bivens clai ns seeking nonetary danmages for
failure to state a clai mupon which relief may be granted. He
has therefore abandoned any challenge to the dism ssal of his

other clains. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th

CGr. 1993).

St ephens sought nonetary damages in his FTCA and Bivens
clains to conpensate himfor alleged nental suffering he
attributed to the defendants’ actions. As he did not allege a
physical injury, his clains were barred by 42 U S.C. 8§ 1997e(e).
Hi s challenged clainms were therefore properly dismssed for
failure to state a clai mupon which relief could be granted. See

Harris v. Hegmann, 198 F.3d 153, 156 (5th Cr. 1999).

The district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



