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PER CURI AM *

VWalter P. Lazdowski filed suit against his fornmer enpl oyer
to seek redress for alleged violations of Title VII of the Cvil
Ri ghts Act of 1964 and the Anericans with Disabilities Act.

The district court dismssed his suit, and this appeal ensued.
Lazdowski argues that the district court erred in granting the
defendant’s notion for sunmmary judgnent on his retaliation
clai ns, which sought relief for acts that occurred in 2002.

Lazdowski has not shown that the district court erred in

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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di sm ssing these clains, as he has not established that he was
subj ected to an adverse enpl oynent action that was neant to
retaliate against himfor engaging in protected activity. See

Messer v. Meno, 130 F.3d 130, 140 (5th Cr. 1997).

Lazdowski |ikew se has not shown that the district court
erred in determning that his clains that related to events that
occurred in 1997 were barred by the doctrine of res judicata.

To the extent that Lazdowski contends that the district court
| acked the authority to raise this doctrine sua sponte, he is

wrong. See Carbonell v. lLouisiana Dep’'t of Health & Human

Resources, 772 F.2d 185, 189 (5th Gr. 1985). To the extent that
Lazdowski argues that the district court erred in determ ning

that his 1997 clainms should be di sm ssed because they arose from
t he sanme nucl eus of operative facts as the claimasserted in his

2000 suit, he is |likew se wong. See Travelers Ins. Co. v. St.

Jude Hosp. of Kenner, La., Inc., 37 F.3d 193, 195 (5th Cr

1994) .
Lazdowski has shown no error in the judgnment of the district

court. Consequently, that judgnent is AFFI RVED



