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Bef ore WDENER, WLLIAMS, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Gail W Godwin, Skye Godwi n, Appellants Pro Se. Pet er Robert
Messitt, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRGA NIA, Ri chnond,
Virginia; WIIliam DeLaney Bayliss, Janes Scott Kulp, WLLIAMS,
MULLEN, CLARK & DOBBI NS, Richrmond, Virginia, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Gai | Godwi n and Skye Godwi n appeal the district court’s order
denying relief on their conplaint under 42 U S.C. 88 1983, 1985
(2000). We have reviewed the record and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially for the reasons stated by the

district court.” See Godwin v. Virginia Child Support Enforcenent

D vision, No. CA-0-421 (E.D. Va. Aug. 30, 2002). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

To the extent that Gail Godwi n has standi ng based on her
claims of humliation, enbarrassnment, and nental and enotiona
stress, her clains fail for the sane reasons as Skye's, as set
forth in the district court’s opinion. Further, as to Plaintiffs’
cl ai mon appeal that Defendant Canella shoul d be considered a state
actor because he conspired with state actors, their claimis
unsupported and thus nmust fail. See Phillips v. Mashburn, 746 F. 2d
782, 785 (11th Cir. 1984).




