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

No. 01-30621
Conf er ence Cal endar

DANNY W LLI AVS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
UNI TED PARCEL SERVI CE, | NC.
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 00-CV-2216
February 21, 2002
Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Danny Wl lians appeals the district court’s grant of summary
judgnent for defendant United Parcel Service, Inc., as to his
state-law clains alleging wongful termnation and defanmati on.
The district court held that WIllians’ clains were preenpted
under 8§ 301 of the Labor Managenent Rel ations Act.

Pro se briefs nust be liberally construed, see Haines V.

Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 520 (1972), but pro se parties are stil
required to brief their argunents in order to preserve them See

Price v. Digital Equipnent Corp., 846 F.2d 1026, 1028 (5th Gr.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



No. 01-30621
-2

1988). WIllianms’ argunents on appeal are conclusory, and the two
| egal authorities cited by Wllians are not relevant to the
i nstant case because they involve federal -law clains rather than
state-law clains. WIIlians has cited no relevant authority and
has not briefed the only appeal able issue, i.e., whether the
district court properly denied his clainms as preenpted under
8§ 301 of the Labor Managenent Rel ations Act.

Accordingly, we find no error in the district court’s
di sposition of his instant clains.

AFFI RVED.



