United States Court of Appeals

Fifth Circuit
FILED
IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH CIRCUI T March 16, 2006

Charles R. Fulbruge llI
Clerk

No. 05-30829

CI NDY L. LACAZE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

W W GRAINGER, | NC.,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
(5:03-CV-2202)

Bef ore JONES, Chief Judge, and WENER and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant G ndy L. Lacaze, who suffers fromnuscul ar
dystrophy, brought this action against Defendant-Appellee W W
Grainger, Inc., alleging disability discrimnationandretaliation.
Wth the assi stance of her brother who was an enpl oyee of G ai nger,
Lacaze —an enployee of Kelly Tenporary Services (“KTS’) —was
furnished to Gainger to fill a tenmporary vacancy when Jonat han
WIllians, a permanent G ainger enployee, was shifted on an interim

basis to cover a vacancy at a different G ainger |ocation. Wen

" Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



that assignnment was over and WIllians returned to the G ainger
| ocati on where Lacaze was filling in for him he was reinstated in
that job and, because her services were no |longer needed in that
position and no other suitable vacancies existed there, Lacaze’'s
services as a KTS “tenp” at this G ainger |ocation cane to an end.

The district court granted Gainger’s notion for sunmary
judgnent and dism ssed Lacaze’s action in its entirety, thereby
di sposing of all her state and federal clains with prejudice. This
appeal foll owed.

We have carefully reviewed the conprehensive opinion of the
district court, as well as the record on appeal and the appellate
briefs of the parties. As a result, we are satisfied that the
district court’s summary judgnent in favor of G ainger was properly
granted on all clains. Essentially for the reasons set forth by
the district court, sunmary judgnent fromwhich Lacaze appeal s is,
in all respects,

AFFI RVED.



