
This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent    *

except as provided by 9th Cir. R. 36-3.

The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision    **

without oral argument.  See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).  Accordingly, Halajian’s

request for oral argument is denied.
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Barry Halajian appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment dismissing

his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging violations of his civil rights in connection
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with the impounding of his truck by defendants.  We have jurisdiction under 28

U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo the district court’s dismissal of Halajian’s

action as barred by the doctrine of res judicata.  Holcombe v. Hosmer, 477 F.3d

1094, 1097 (9th Cir. 2007).  We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Halajian’s claims on the basis of res

judicata because Halajian had a final adjudication on the merits of these claims in

California small claims court.  See Migra v. Warrant City Sch. Dist. Bd. of Educ.,

465 U.S. 75, 81 (1984) (preclusive effect of state court judgment is determined by

the law of that state); Allstate Ins. Co. v. Mel Rapton, Inc., 92 Cal. Rptr. 2d 151,

155 (Cal. Ct. App. 2000) (under California law, a small claims court judgment

precludes further litigation on the same claim).  

Because the district court properly dismissed Halajian’s claims as barred by

res judicata, Halajian’s remaining arguments about the sufficiency of his pleadings

and the merits of his claims are unpersuasive.

AFFIRMED. 


