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Ryan Patterson (“Movant”) appeals the motion court’s denial of his Rule 29.15 motion 

for post-conviction relief.  Movant argues the motion court clearly erred in denying his Rule 

29.15 motion for post-conviction relief because: (1) Movant’s appellate counsel was ineffective 

for failing to raise a Batson v. Kentucky
1
 claim; (2) Movant’s appellate counsel was ineffective 

for failing to raise a claim about the trial court’s error in sustaining the State’s objections to 

Movant’s motion to cross-examine the State’s witness Michelle Lawrence about a polygraph test 

she took that came back inconclusive; and (3) Movant’s trial counsel was ineffective for 

consenting to a jury being picked from Pemiscot County.   

 

 AFFIRMED. 

 

Division Three holds:  The motion court did not clearly err in denying Movant’s Rule 

29.15 motion for post-conviction relief because Movant’s appellate counsel was not ineffective 

for failing to raise the Batson claim on appeal.  The motion court did not clearly err in denying 

Movant’s Rule 29.15 motion for post-conviction relief because Movant’s appellate counsel was 

not ineffective for failing to raise a claim about the trial court’s error in sustaining the State’s 

objections to Movant’s motion to cross-examine the State’s witness Michelle Lawrence about a 

polygraph test she took that came back inconclusive.  The motion court did not clearly err in 

denying his Rule 29.15 motion for post-conviction relief because Movant’s trial counsel was not 

ineffective for consenting to a jury being picked from Pemiscot County. 
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Kurt S. Odenwald, P.J. and Gary M. Gaertner, Jr., J., concur. 
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              THIS SUMMARY IS NOT PART OF THE OPINION OF THE COURT.  IT HAS 

BEEN PREPARED FOR THE CONVENIENCE OF THE READER AND SHOULD NOT 

BE QUOTED OR CITED. 
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 476 U.S. 86 (1986). 


