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Bef ore BOAWAN, BEAM LCKEN, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM
In this diversity action, plaintiff seeks damages agai nst defendants
based upon breach of contract, prom ssory estoppel and defamation. The

district court granted summary judgnent for the defendants. Plaintiff
appeals. W affirm



Pl ainti ff Thonpson was enpl oyed by defendant Androx, Inc. (Androx)
until he was termnated in June 1993. In Decenber 1993, Thonpson sued
Androx in Mnnesota state court seeking damages arising out of his
termnation. Following a hearing on Thonpson's clains, final judgnent was
entered by the state court in favor of Androx and against Thonpson.

Thonpson did not appeal
Thonpson then instituted this action. Androx asserts a defense based
upon the doctrine of res judicata. Concluding that each el enent of res

judicata was satisfied, the district court granted sunmary judgment and
di sm ssed the action. W agree with this decision

Seeing no precedential value in further discussion of the issues by
this court, we affirmon the well reasoned opinion of the district court.
See 8th Cr. R 47B
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