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PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Louisiana Sale Yard, Inc. (“LSY”) appeals
fromthe district court's decision dismssing its clains on the
grounds the clains are precluded by res judicata. W agree with
the district court and AFFI RM

LSY entered a business agreenent in 2001 with Defendants-
Appel | ees Associ at es Housi ng Fi nance, LLC, (“Associates”), Al abanma

Li quidation and Collection Agency, Inc. (“ALC'), and M chael

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



Langford (collectively, “Appel | ees”) . By this agreenent,
Appel | ees, through repossessi on operations, provided nobile hones
to LSY for resale with a comm ssion for LSY. No witten contracts
acconpani ed the agreenent between the parties. Based upon this
arrangenent, LSY engaged with Appellees in a nunber of transactions
related to the sale and purchase of nobil e hones.

In Decenber 2001, LSY initially sued Appellees in three
separate redhibition causes of action in Louisiana state court.
Each conpl ai nt was based upon a separate nobil e hone purchase. LSY
conpl ai ned that Appellees knowingly failed to provide clear and
merchantable title, precluding LSY fromselling to a third party.
LSY sought recision of the sale or reduction in price. The three
suits were consolidated. Titles were ultimately provided during
the litigation, and LSY's damages were limted to those based upon
delay. The state matter went to trial in April 2003, and the state
court issued judgnent on August 15, 2003, awarding LSY damages.

On July 15, 2002, LSY sued Appellees in Louisiana court for
cunul ati ve danages to its business, based upon failure to provide
merchantable title in some 24 cases of nobile hone transactions.
Appel l ees renoved the suit to federal court on the basis of
diversity jurisdiction, 28 U S.C. § 1332, and filed a notion to
dismss on the basis of res judicata. The district court
concl uded, after applying Louisiana principles of res judicata,

that the two causes of action arose out of the “sane transacti on or



occurrence,” net the other requirenents of res judicata, and
therefore that res judicata barred the second, federal suit. See
LA. Rev. STAT. ANN. 8§ 13:4231 (West 2004); Hy-COctane Invs. Ltd. v. G
& B G| Prods. Inc., 702 So. 2d 1057, 1060 (La. Ct. App. 1997).
The clains were dism ssed and final judgnent entered agai nst LSY.
LSY tinely appeal ed.

We review de novo the propriety of the district court’s grant
of a nmotion to dismss. Bauhaus USA, Inc. v. Copeland, 292 F.3d
439, 442 (5th Cr. 2002) (citations omtted). W have
i ndependently reviewed the briefs and relevant portions of the
record, as well as considered the oral argunents of the parties.
We AFFIRMthe district court’s judgnent essentially for the reasons
articulated in its nmenorandum opi ni on and order.

AFF| RMED.



