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PER CURIAM.

Robert Goerger appeals the district court's grant of summary judgment

in favor of appellees in Goerger's 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action.  Goerger

contends he was arrested and prosecuted without probable cause for

inflicting damage on his former wife's car and leaving the scene of an

accident, various appellees conspired to deprive him of his civil rights

incidental to his arrest and prosecution, and municipal and supervisory

appellees failed to supervise the arresting officers.  Goerger also

asserted state law claims.

Following our de novo review of the record, we conclude the district

court correctly resolved each of Goerger's claims, and an
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opinion by this court would have no precedential value.  We agree with the

district court's conclusion that the police acted with probable cause, and

appellees did not conspire or otherwise violate Goerger's civil rights.

The arresting officers were entitled to rely on the information supplied

by the victim of the crime, supported by another witness, absent some

indication the information was not reasonably trustworthy or reliable.  See

Clay v. Conlee, 815 F.2d 1164, 1168 (8th Cir. 1987) (concerning standard

of probable cause to arrest); White v. Walsh, 649 F.2d 560, 561-62 (8th

Cir. 1981) (concerning requirements of conspiracy claim).  Summary judgment

was properly entered on the supervisory-liability claims because the

allegations were conclusory and predicated on Goerger's unlawful-arrest

theory.  See Moody v. St. Charles Co., 23 F.3d 1410, 1412 (8th Cir. 1994).

Finally, the district court correctly declined to exercise jurisdiction

over Goerger's pendent state law claims.

We thus affirm the judgment of the district court.
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