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Morion Dawson (Movant) appeals the motion court’s judgment denying, without an 

evidentiary hearing, his motion under Mo. R. Crim. P. 24.035 (2013) to Vacate, Set Aside, 

or Correct the Judgment and Sentence and Request for Evidentiary Hearing.  Movant 

alleged that his plea counsel was ineffective for misinforming Movant that he would not be 

required to serve 85 percent of his sentence before he would be eligible for parole, and this 

alleged misinformation rendered his plea involuntary.  Movant argued he was prejudiced 

because of this and because his plea counsel was not prepared to go to trial.   

 

AFFIRMED. 

Division Five Holds:  The record refutes Movant’s claim that he was prejudiced by his 

counsel’s alleged misinformation, because there is no reasonable basis in the record for his 

mistaken belief that he would not be required to serve at least 85 percent of his sentence.  

The record reflects that Movant was informed before pleading guilty that he would be 

required to serve 85 percent of his sentence before becoming eligible for parole, Movant 

indicated he understood the range of punishment and that sentencing was in the trial 

court’s hands alone, he answered in the negative when the plea court later asked if he had 

any questions, and he did not raise any questions two weeks later at his sentencing.  

Movant also indicated after sentencing that he was satisfied with his attorney.  The motion 

court did not clearly err in denying Movant’s motion without an evidentiary hearing.   
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