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Before BEAM and FAGG, Circuit Judges, and BOGUE,” District Judge.

PER CURIAM.

Walter R. Olinghouse appealsthedistrict court'sdenial of his28 U.S.C. § 2254
petition for writ of habeas corpus. Olinghouse first contends he is entitled to habeas
relief because the state trial court denied his motion to inform the jury of the parole
consequences of a capital murder conviction when, as in Olinghouse's case, the
maximum possi ble sentencewaslifeimprisonment. Olinghouse' sargumentismeritless
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because a defendant who is not subject to the death penalty has no constitutional right
to inform the jury of the parole consequences of his conviction. We also regject
Olinghouse’ s second contention that the state trial court improperly admitted evidence
of his confession to law enforcement officers because, contrary to Olinghouse’ sview,
the confession was obtained by constitutional means.

Wethusaffirmthedenial of Olinghouse' spetition for writ of habeascorpus. See
8th Cir. R. 47B.
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