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Jeffrey Weinhaus (Movant) appeals the motion court’s denial of his motion for post-
conviction relief under Rule 29.15. He argues the motion court clearly erred in denying his
motion without an evidentiary hearing because he pled unrefuted facts showing that his trial
counsel was ineffective for failing to call certain witnesses at trial.

AFFIRMED.

Division Four Holds: Movant failed to allege facts that if true would establish his trial
counsel’s assistance was ineffective. Specifically, while Movant alleged the witnesses
would have provided testimony to impeach the State Troopers’ testimony in various
respects, they would not have provided testimony that negated any element of the crimes for
which Movant was on trial. Thus, Movant did not sufficiently allege that any of the
witnesses would have provided him a viable defense. Accordingly, he was not entitled to
an evidentiary hearing on any of his claims, and the motion court did not err in denying his
motion without a hearing.
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