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PER CURIAM.

Karen Gentry and Joetta Spaval e found investors and raised capital to help Paul
Horn fund a cellular telephone venture, and Horn agreed to pay a 10% broker fee to
Gentry and Spavale on proceeds he received for the permit'ssale. After Horn sold the
permit to AT & T Wireless Services, Inc. (AWS), Gentry and Spavale brought this
action against Horn and AWS for breach of contract seeking damages, a constructive
trust, and declaratory relief. The district court granted summary judgment to AWS,
concluding Gentry and Spavale could not recover against AWS under a third-party



beneficiary claim, and the court could not impose a constructive trust because AWS
owned no property interest in Missouri. Thedistrict court concluded it had no persona
jurisdiction to enter a money judgment against Horn, who Gentry and Spavale could
only serve by publication. On appeal, Gentry and Spavale argue the district court
committed error in declining to enter a declaratory judgment against Horn and in
dismissing the constructive trust and third-party beneficiary clams against AWS.
Having carefully reviewed the parties briefs, the record, and the applicable law, we
conclude the district court properly ruled. Because an extended opinion is not
warranted inthisstate-law diversity case, weaffirmwithout further discussion. See8th
Cir. R. 47B.
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