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

No. 93-2956

Summary Cal endar

DI ANNE LANE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer sus
CONRCE | NDEPENDENT SCHOOL DI STRI CT, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA H 93 1358)

(August 2, 1994)
Bef ore GARWOOD, HI G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Dianne Lane alleges that she was retaliated against for
exercising First Amendnent rights. Her speech addressed only
speci fic aspects of the cheerl eadi ng programand personal disputes
she had with other district enployees. "[T]he nere fact that the
topi c of the enpl oyee's speech was one in which the public m ght or

woul d have had a great interest is of little nonment." Terrell v.

University of Texas System Police, 792 F.2d 1360, 1362 (5th GCr.

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar 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.



1986), cert. denied, 107 S. C. 948 (1987). The district court

correctly granted summary judgnent for the defendants on Lane's
retaliation claim The district court's treatnent of Lane's other
clains is also affirned because Lane does not brief themon appeal.

E.q., Inthe Matter of Texas Mirtgage Servs. Corp., 761 F.2d 1068,

1073 (5th Gir. 1985).
AFFI RVED.



