UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
for the Fifth Crcuit

No. 93-2284
Summary Cal endar

W NNl E LEA JONES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
HOUSTON | NDEPENDENT SCHOOL DI STRI CT, ET AL,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA-H91-3872)

(January 6, 1994)
Before DAVIS, JONES, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Appel l ant appeals the district court's grant of sumary
j udgnment di sm ssing her race and age di scrim nation clainms agai nst
her fornmer enployer the Houston | ndependent School District.

Al t hough pl eadi ngs of pro selitigants are entitled to a broad
and generous readi ng, the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure and
the procedures of this Court require that a brief give not only the
party's contentions but also citations to the authorities and

statutes relied upon and parts of the record which support the

! Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



party's position. Fed. R App. P. 28; Local Rule 28. Appellant's
brief is devoid of such references and this failure is ground for

di sm ssal of the appeal. More v. FDIC, 993 F.2d 106, 107 (5th

Cr. 1993); Haugen v. Sutherlin, 804 F.2d 490 (8th Cr. 1986).

Rat her than dism ss this appeal, however, we have consi dered
it on the nerits. The record as a whole nmekes it clear that
Appellant has not raised an issue of material fact that the
managenent deci si ons of which she conplains were the result of age
or racial bias. In fact, nuch of her own evidence shows that
discrimnatory factors were not involved in the enploynent
deci sions affecting her. Accordingly, the judgnent of the district
court is

AFFI RVED.



