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

No. 96-21054
Summary Cal endar

PARK NATI ONAL BANK OF HOUSTON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DOV AVNI KAM NETZKY, ET AL
Def endant s
DOV AVNI KAM NETZKY,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 96- CV-495
Decenber 2, 1998
Bef ore KING BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Dov Avni Kam net zky’ s appeal brief is not in conpliance with
Fed. R App. P. 28. Although the court construes pro se briefs

l'iberally, argunments nmust be briefed to be preserved. Price v.

Digital Equipnment Corp., 846 F.2d 1026, 1028 (5th G r. 1988).

Kam net zky has failed to brief any argunents and has failed to
address in any neani ngful way any error on the part of the

district court pertaining to the sanction order. See Fed. R

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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App. P. 28(a)(6). Park National Bank of Houston’s notion to
di sm ss the appeal is GRANTED, and the appeal is DI SM SSED as

frivolous as for failure generally to conply with Fed. R App. P.
28.

DI SM SSED.



