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PER CURIAM.

Stephen Martin asserts three claims in an effort to reverse the district court's
denial of Martin's 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition for writ of habeas corpus. Based on
Martin's failure to file a state court proceeding for postconviction relief, we conclude
that two of Martin's claims are proceduraly barred. The district court correctly
rejected Martin's remaining claim because the trial court's refusal to declare amistrial
did not violate Martin's due process rights. An extended discussion of Martin's
arguments would serve no useful purpose because the controlling law is clear and an
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opinion would lack precedential value. We thus affirm the district court. See 8th Cir.
R. 47B.
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