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Anthony Clay (“Movant”) appeals the judgment denying his Rule 29.15" motion for post-
conviction relief without an evidentiary hearing.

AFFIRMED.

Division Three holds:

(1) Before addressing the merits of Movant’s appeal, we are compelled under Moore v.
State, 458 S.W.3d 822 (Mo. banc 2015) to first determine whether Movant’s amended
Rule 29.15 motion was timely filed. Since the file stamp shows Movant’s amended
Rule 29.15 motion was filed on the date it was due, we conclude the motion was
timely filed.

(2) The motion court did not clearly err in denying Movant an evidentiary hearing on his
claim that trial counsel was ineffective for failing to call Movant’s siblings as
witnesses, because Movant’s Rule 29.15 motion did not allege facts establishing his
siblings’ alleged testimony would have provided Movant with a viable defense.
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