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

No. 96-40997
Summary Cal endar

EDDI E TYLER

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
WAYNE SCOTT, Director
Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice,
Institutional D vision; L. WOODS, Warden;
D. STARK, Doctor; O Cl SNERCS; L. EASON

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. GC-96-CV-347

August 8, 1997
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, KING and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Texas prisoner Eddie Tyler, No. 535926, appeals the
dism ssal of his suit pursuant to 28 U. S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(i).
Tyl er argues that the defendants were deliberately indifferent to
his serious nedical need and that they conspired to retaliate

against him W have reviewed the record and Tyler’s brief and

find no evidence of deliberate indifference to a serious nedical

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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need. See Mendoza v. Lynaugh, 989 F.2d 191, 193-94 (5th Cr

1993); Jackson v. Cain, 864 F.2d 1235, 1246 (5th Gr. 1989).

Tyl er’s conclusional allegations that the defendants conspired to
retaliate against himfail to state a clai munder 42 U S. C

§ 1983. Babb v. Dorman, 33 F.3d 472, 476 (5th Cr. 1994).

Tyl er has noved the court for a prelimnary injunction;
filed four notions to supplenent his appellate brief; and
requested that the court appoint appellate counsel, order entry
of his exhibits, and allow “final argunents.” He asks that a
panel of the court review his x-rays, and he has filed a notion
concerning jurisdiction which does not request any form of
relief. The foregoing notions are DEN ED

AFFI RVED.  MOTI ONS DENI ED



