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

No. 96-11108
Summary Cal endar

JAMES W GREEN,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JOHN HSU, Trustee, ET AL.,

Def endant s,

TRAVELERS | NSURANCE COVPANY;
COMVERCI AL CREDI T CORPORATI ON,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:91-CVv-2726-T

, “June 10, 1998
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Janes W G een appeals fromthe dism ssal of his suit
brought under the Enpl oyee Retirenment |Inconme Security Act (ERI SA)
follow ng remand. W have revi ewed each i ssue he has properly

raised. The district court did not err in granting summary

judgnent in favor of the defendants with respect to Geen’s claim

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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under § 502(a)(1l)(B) of ERISA. See Duhon v. Texaco, Inc., 15

F.3d 1302, 1305 (5th Cr. 1994). The district court did not
abuse its discretion in denying Geen’s recusal notions. See

Liteky v. United States, 510 U S. 540, 554-56 (1994). The “l aw

of the case” precludes the reexamnation of Geen’ s 8§ 510 claim
under ERISA. Geen’s other issues are beyond the scope of renmand

and are not addressed. See Burroughs v. FFP Operating Partners,

70 F.3d 31, 33 (5th Gr. 1996).
The judgnent is AFFIRVED. Al outstanding notions are

DENI ED.



