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PER CURI AM

In this 42 U S. C 8§ 1983 action, David Duvall clained that
Jeffrey Elnicki and Karen Msjak conspired to violated Duvall's
First Armendnent rights by refusing to service his student | oan and
denying him access to public records under the control of the
M ssouri Coordinating Board for H gher Education (CBHE), in
retaliation for his filing a state-court |awsuit against the CBHE
Duval | contends the district court inproperly granted El nicki's and
M sjak's summary judgnent notions. Having carefully reviewed the
record, we conclude the district court correctly ruled that El nicki
was absolutely inmmune from suit for his advocacy functions as a
state assistant attorney general and that M sjak and El nicki (to
the extent Duvall's clainms did not involve Elnicki's advocacy
functions) were entitled to summary judgnent on qualified imunity
gr ounds. W also agree with the district court that Duvall's
conspiracy allegations are conclusory and insufficient to establish



a neeting of the mnds on the part of El nicki and Msjak to violate
Duval l's constitutional rights. Finally, contrary to Duvall's
view, the district court inplicitly denied Duvall's notion for
addi tional discovery under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56(f)
and did not abuse its discretion in making the ruling. W thus
affirmthe district court. See 8th Cr. R 47B.
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