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

No. 00-21042
Summary Cal endar

RUSSELL EUGENE GALER, 11,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
LARRY G MASSANARI, ET AL.,
Def endant s,
LARRY G MASSANARI, ACTI NG COW SSI ONER
OF SOCI AL SECURI TY ADM NI STRATI ON,;
GARY JOHNSON; VERNON ARRELL,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99- CV-458

* November 7, 2001
Bef ore DAVI S, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Russel|l Eugene Galer Il, Texas state prisoner # 315395,
appeals fromthe dismssal of his civil rights conplaint against
then Director of the Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice (TDCQJ),

Gary L. Johnson, ™ TDCJ, Vernon Arrell, Conm ssioner of the Texas

Rehabilitati on Comm ssion (TRC), and the TRC. Galer has

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.

" The current Director of the Texas Departnent of Crim nal
Justice is Janie Cockrell.
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abandoned any issues pertaining to the dismssal for failure to
exhaust adm nistrative renedies of his clains against Larry G
Massanari, Acting Comm ssioner of the Social Security

Adm ni stration (SSA), and the SSA by failing to brief themon
appeal. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th G
1993) .

Gal er argues that the district court erred in dismssing his
cl ai ns agai nst Johnson, TDCJ, Arrell, and TRC for failure to
state a claim He contends that the appellees conspired to
deprive himof his social security disability benefits. The
district court did not err in dismssing Galer’s official-

capacity clains under Fed. R Gv. P. 12(b)(6). WII v. Mchigan

Dep’t of State Police, 491 U S. 58, 70-71 (1989) (barring

of ficial-capacity clains for noney danmages under the El eventh

Amendnent); see Babb v. Dorman, 33 F.3d 472, 476 (5th Cr. 1994)

(hol di ng that concl usional allegations of conspiracy fail to
state a civil rights claim. The district court also did not err
in dismssing Galer’s individual -capacity cl ai ns because Gl er

al | eged no personal involvenent by Johnson or Arrell in the

events giving rise to the cause of action. See Lozano v. Smth,
718 F.2d 756, 768 (5th Gr. 1983).

Galer’s notion to disqualify United States Attorney Alice
Burns is DENIED. His notion for the appointnent of appellate
counsel also is DEN ED

AFFI RVED.



