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Before MOORE and SETH, Circuit Judges, and CAMPOS, District
Judge. **

This 1is an appeal from on order granting summary Jjudgment
dismissing plaintiff’s § 1983 complaint for denial of property and
liberty interests without due process. Plaintiff, an unclassified
employee of the Grand River Dam Authority (GRDA), a public entity
within the State of Oklahoma, was suspended with pay, but
ultimately terminated. GRDA contends the termination was the
consequence of plaintiff’s acceptance of other employment, but the
actual reason for the termination is not significant to our
disposition. Mr. Moorehouse contended his suspension and ultimate
termination is attributable to a report filed with the GRDA by the
Oklahoma State Bureau of Investigation. It is admitted plaintiff
was accorded no pretermination hearing to either protect his al-
leged ©property interest or clear his name. The district court
held plaintiff had neither a constitutionally protected property
interest nor an infringed liberty interest under the facts alleged
in the last amended complaint. We agree and affirm.

It is undisputed that Mr. Moorehouse was a nonclassified
employee of GRDA. He attempted to avoid summary judgment on his
claim of property deprivation by showing he had been 1led to

believe he would have a permanent position, nonetheless. We have

**The Honorable Santiago E. Campos, District Judge for the United
States District Court for the District of New Mexico, sitting by
designation.
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Mr Moorehouse asserts for the first time on appeal an argu-
ment that the defendant is estopped from asserting the defense
that he was not entitled to the protections of the Oklahoma Merit
System. We will not consider a non-jurisdictional issue which has

not been first presented to the district court. Daigle v. Shell

0il Co., 972 F.2d 1527, 1539 (10th Cir. 1992).

AFFIRMED.

Entered for the Court

John P. Moore
Circuit Judge
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