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

No. 93-3396
Conf er ence Cal endar

ROBERT LYNN

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
BOB DOCLEY et al.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA-91-380-A-M
(Novenber 1, 1993)
Before PCLI TZ, Chief Judge, and SM TH and WENER, Ci rcuit judges.
PER CURI AM *
"Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(4) requires that the appellant's

argunent contain the reasons he deserves the requested relief
"with citation to the authorities, statutes and parts of the

record relied on. Weaver v. Puckett, 896 F.2d 126, 128 (5th

Cr.), cert. denied, 498 U S. 966 (1990) (citations omtted).
"Although we liberally construe the briefs of pro se appellants,
we also require that argunents nust be briefed to be preserved."”

Price v. Digital Equip. Corp., 846 F.2d 1026, 1027-28 (5th G r.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Lynn does not address the appropriateness of the sunmary
judgnent or the dismssal for failure to prosecute. Gven his
fairly undevel oped pleadings in the district court, it is
unlikely Lynn is capable of presenting any nore fully devel oped
argunent on appeal. This Court, however, would be hard-pressed
to give neaningful reviewto his argunents on appeal given his
failure to refute any of the summary judgnent evi dence presented
by the defendants. Therefore, Lynn's fleeting references in his
appellate brief to his clainmed errors, wthout analysis or
supporting authorities, have not preserved his issues on appeal,
and thus, they are deened abandoned. See Price, 846 F.2d at
1027-28. Lynn's appeal is DISM SSED as frivol ous. See
5th Gr. R 42.2.



