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

No. 98-60461
Conf er ence Cal endar

MAURI CE WESTRI DGE
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
MO SE STEEG JR.; RANDY OPOTOANBKY;
?EBQQBD BERI NS; THOVAS H. KI NGSM LL,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:98-CV-250-LN

August 27, 1999

Before KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Maurice Westridge appeals the district court’s dism ssal of
a conpl aint he brought against Mise Steeg, Jr., Randy QOpot owsky,
Bernard Berins, and Bankruptcy Judge Thomas H. Kingsmll.
Westridge has failed to brief whether the district court erred in
di sm ssing his conplaint due to | ack of personal jurisdiction,
i nproper venue, and judicial imunity; he asserts sinply that

diversity jurisdiction was proper.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Ceneral argunents that do not cite to specific errors are

insufficient to preserve issues for appeal. See Brinknmann v.

Dall as County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Gr.

1987). “Failure to provide any legal or factual analysis results

in waiver.” Anerican States Ins. Co. v. Bailey, 133 F.3d 363,

372 (5th Gr. 1998). Failure to present any authority in support
of an argunent results in an abandonnent of the issue. United

States v. Heacock, 31 F.3d 249, 258 (5th Cr. 1994). Even

construing Westridge's brief liberally, we find the brief to be
insufficient. Because Westridge has not provided this court with
any | egal or factual analysis, we DISM SS the appeal as

frivolous. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Cr. 1993);

5th Gr. R 42. 2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED



