United States Court of Appeals

FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No. 96-3034
Zeus Corporation, doing *
busi ness as Mai n Tavern; *
Cl aude J. Brener; Louann E. *
Br ener, *
*
Appel | ant s, *
*
V. *
*
City of Decorah, Decorah |owa *
*

City Council; Don Wirtzel,

Mayor of City of Decorah, |owa;
Dean Tesl ow, Menber of the *
Public Safety Comittee of

the City Council for the Gty
of Decorah, lowa; Vern L.

ad son, Menber of the Public
Safety Conmmittee of the City
Council for the City of
Decorah, |owa; Don Rude, Menber
of the Public Safety Comittee
of the Gty Council for the
City of Decorah, |owa; Harvey
Kl evar, Menber of the Public
Safety Conmmittee of the City
Council for the City of Decorah,
lowa; Victor Fye, Menber of the
City Council for the Gty of
Decorah, lowa; Richard Thorton,
Menber of the City Council

for the City of Decorah, |owa;
Robert Pins, Menber of the City
Council for the City of

Decor ah, | owa, *

*

Appeal fromthe United States
District Court for the
Northern District of |owa

[ UNPUBLI SHED]
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Appel | ees.

Subm tted: March 13, 1997

Filed: March 26, 1997




Before McM LLI AN, FLOYD R A BSON, and HANSEN, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM

Zeus Corporation, daude J. Brener, and Louann E. Brener (appell ants)
appeal froma final order, entered in the United States District Court?! for
the Northern District of lowa, granting sunmmary judgnent in favor of the
Cty of Decorah, et al., and dismssing this § 1983 action. Zeus Corp. V.
Gty of Decorah, No. C 95-2028 (N.D. lowa June 24, 1996). For reversal,
appel l ants argue that the district court erred in holding that they do not
have a constitutionally protected property right or interest in the renewal

of their liquor license. Alternatively, appellants argue that the deni al
of a liquor license renewal is in fact a revocation under lowa |aw and
t herefore invokes constitutional due process protection. Upon car ef ul
review of the argunents on appeal, and for the reasons set forth in the
district court's order, we hold that appellants have failed to assert a
deprivation of a constitutionally protected property interest in the
present case. Accordingly, the order of the district court is affirned.
See 8th Cr. R 47B.
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Attest:

CLERK, U.S. COURT OF APPEALS, EIGHTH CI RCUT.

The Honorabl e John A. Jarvey, Chief Mugistrate Judge, United
States District Court for the Northern District of |owa.
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