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

No. 00-30774
Summary Cal endar

JUSTI N KYLE KEATON;, ET AL,
Plaintiffs,
JUSTI N KYLE KEATON,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
vVer sus
WAYNE SUMVERS; ET AL,
Def endant s,
THE STATE OF LQOUI S| ANA,
t hrough the Departnment of Public Safety

and Corrections,

Def endant - Appel |l ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 99-Cv-1192-L

June 14, 2001
Before DAVIS, JONES, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Justin Kyle Keaton, a mnor in the custody of the
Loui si ana Departnment of Public Safety and Corrections (DPSC), was
assaulted by Florida Parishes Juvenile Detention Center

Superintendent Wayne Summers. Sumers is a fornmer DPSC
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adm ni strative enpl oyee. Keaton sought damages fromthe State of
Loui siana, through the DPSC, on the theory that DPSC enpl oyees
recommended Summers for the superintendent position wthout
informng the Florida Parishes Juvenile Justice D strict that
Summers had a prior felony conviction for possession of marijuana.
The district court granted the State’'s notion for judgnent as a
matter of |aw, and Keaton has appeal ed.

It is undisputed that nenbers of the Florida Parishes
Juvenil e Justice District had actual know edge of Summers’ felony
conviction for possession of marijuana prior to offering him
enpl oynent . Because Keaton cannot establish that the harm he
suffered was caused by the all eged om ssions by DPSC enpl oyees, he
has failed to state a cause of action under Louisiana |aw. Parner

V. Suse, 657 So. 2d 666, 669 (La. Ct. App. 1995); see Mart v. HlI,

505 So.2d 1120, 1122 (La. 1987). The grant of judgnent as a matter
of lawis AFFI RVED. Reeves v. Sanderson Pl unbing Prods, Inc., 530

U S. 133, 150-51 (2000).

In light of the foregoing, we pretermt consideration of
Keaton’s argunents concerning the district court’s denial of a
mstrial.

AFFI RVED.



