UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

NO. 93-3776

ROY A. EDWARDS,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
NESTLE BEVERAGE CO., ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

NO. 94-30039

ROY A. EDWARDS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
NESTLE BEVERAGE CO., and LOCAL 270
| NTERNATI ONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS,
CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSEMEN AND HELPERS
OF AMVERI CA, AFL-CI O

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
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ROY A. EDWARDS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
NESTLE HI LLS BROTHERS CO., | NC.
WLLIAM E. MOHVE, and NESTLE BEVERAGE
CO (erroneously referred to as Nestle
Hlls Brothers Co., Inc.),

Def endant s- Appel | ees.



Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Loui siana

(CA-92-1455 "D' c/w 92-1631 "D")
(Decenber 20, 1994)
Bef ore REYNALDO G GARZA, DeMOSS, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

These rel ated cases i nvol ve a series of allegations consisting
of race and sex discrimnation, retaliatory and wongful discharge,
violation of a collective bargai ning agreenent, and viol ation of
Local 270's duty of fair representation. After a summary judgnment
in favor of the defendants, the district court awarded costs and
attorney fees to the defendants. Appel lant now brings this
consol i dated appeal before this Court. After having read the
record and the briefs and having heard oral argunent we find
Appel lant's argunments to be without nerit as the court did not
commt any error of fact or of |aw

AFFI RVED.

“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 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.



