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

No. 99-50901
Summary Cal endar

GLADYS |. MCDOW
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

KENNETH S. APFEL
COWMM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W 98- CV-199

~ August 16, 2000
Before DAVIS, JONES and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

d adys |I. McDow, pro se, appeals fromthe district court’s
judgnent affirm ng the application of the offset provision of 42
US C 8 402(e) to her surviving spouse benefit. She al so has
filed a notion to suppl enent the record on appeal.

McDow argues that the Social Security Act unconstitutionally

di scrim nates agai nst surviving spouses who are fornmer governnent

wor kers by applying the offset provisions of 8§ 402(e), thereby

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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reducing their benefits by two-thirds the anount that they
receive in their governnent pensions.

However, MDow has failed to cite to any relevant authority
to support her position as required by the Federal Rul es of
Appel | ate Procedure. Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(9)(a). Although we
apply less stringent standards to parties proceeding pro se than
to parties represented by counsel and liberally construe briefs

of pro se litigants, pro se parties nust still brief the issues.

Gant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Cr. 1995). Failure to
present any authority in support of an argunent constitutes an

abandonnent of the issue. United States v. Heacock, 31 F.3d 249,

258 (5th Gir. 1994): Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th
Gir. 1993).

As McDow has abandoned the only issue properly before this
court, her appeal is DI SM SSED. MDow al so noves this court to
suppl enent the record on appeal. Since we do not generally
enl arge the record on appeal to include evidence that was not

before the district court, this notion is DEN ED. See Trinity

| ndustries, Inc. v. Martin, 963 F.2d 795, 799 (5th Cr. 1992).




