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creditor. AFFIRMED.
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PER CURIAM

In 1971, the Zweibahmers obtained a.farm loan from the
First National Bank that was secured; in part, by the
proceeds from the sale of farm products., The 1loans were
renewed in April 1988 and the Zweibahmers agreed to make
monthly payments to the Bank of $1065.54._ At this time,
the Bank agreed the Zweibahmers could sell their milk to a
local dairy if they would assign a portion of the milk
check proceeds to the Bank equal to the $1065.54 monthly
payment.

In July 1984, Americana Seeds obtained a default
judgment against Karl Zweibahmer for over $13,000. On
January 17, 1989, a garnishment was executed by Americana
Seeds upon milk checks payable to Karl. The Bank filed a
petition of intervention, <claiming entitlement to the
entirety of the milk check proceeds due to its security
interest. The district court granted the Bank's petition
in part, determining that it was entitled to oniy the first
$1065.54 of milk check proceeds each month. The Bank has
not filed an appeal, but Zweibahmer has. Americana Seeds
argues this appeal should be dismissed since Karl did not
participate or preserve error at the district court level
and failed to cite authority in his appellate brief.

A review of the record 1in this case reveals Karl
Zweibahmer did not file a motion to gquash the garnishment
of Americana Seeds, Inc., nor did he join First National

Bank's application to quash the garnishment. Zweibahmer
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did not contest the garnishment in any fashion before the
trial court.

As Zweibahmer did not challenge the garnishment below,
he may not now claim to have preserved any issue for appeal
or to’ even have standing to appeal this matter. Even if
Zweibahmer had challenged the garnishment and had preserved
the issue for appeal, we would have to regard this claim as
waived due to his failure to argue or cite any authority on
appeal. Iowa R. App. P. 14(a)(3}. Zweibahmer's offhand
reference to the "cases" cited below by Ehe Intervenor Bank
does not fulfill his duty to specifically cite authority in
support of his arguments.

AFFIRMED. .



