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PER CURIAM.

Rex W. Carlson, individually and as next friend for his children, appeals from

the adverse decisions of the judge and the jury in this civil rights lawsuit.  We reject

Carlson's contention that the district court improperly granted summary judgment on

the children's claim for educational malpractice based on their right to an education
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under the Missouri constitution.  We likewise reject Carlson's contention that the

district court misinstructed the jury on Carlson's claim for violations of the First

Amendment and retaliation.  For the most part, Carlson failed to preserve his record for

an appeal on the jury instructions that were given or refused by the district court, and

having reviewed the challenged instructions under the appropriate standards of review,

we conclude the challenged instructions do not require reversal.  Having considered

Carlson's remaining contentions under well-established standards, we find no error that

would require reversal.  Because an opinion would have no precedential value, we

affirm the district court without further discussion.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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