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ORDER AND JUDGMENT* 

Before McKAY, ANDERSON, and TACHA, Circuit Judges. 

After examining the briefs and appellate record, this panel 

has determined unanimously that oral argument would not materially 

assist the determination of this appeal. See Fed. R. App. P. 

34(a); 10th Cir. R. 34.1.9. The case is therefore ordered 

submitted without oral argument. 

* This order and judgment has no precedential value and shall 
not be cited, or used by any court within the Tenth Circuit, 
except for purposes of establishing the doctrines of the law of 
the case, res judicata, or collateral estoppel. 10th Cir. R. 
36.3. 
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This appeal is from an order of the district court granting 

summary judgment in favor of defendants in a case alleging that 

the city and various city officials violated plaintiff's 

constitutional rights when he was terminated from his position as 

Chief Engineer of the Wichita Water Department. The plaintiff 

alleges on appeal that the district court erred in holding that 

plaintiff was afforded due process in the various hearings and 

hearing opportunities that were afforded to him and in holding 

that plaintiff was given an adequate name-clearing hearing before 

an impartial tribunal. See Powell~ Mikulecky, 891 F.2d 1454 

(10th Cir. 1989). We agree with the district court that under the 

circumstances of this case plaintiff has not been deprived of any 

constitutional rights and affirm for substantially the reasons 

given by the district court. The mandate shall issue forthwith. 
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ENTERED FOR THE COURT 

Deanell Reece Tacha 
Circuit Judge 
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