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Earl Williams (Movant) appeals the motion court’s judgment denying, without an
evidentiary hearing, his Rule 29.15' Motion to Vacate, Set Aside, or Correct Judgment
and Sentence and Request for Evidentiary Hearing (Rule 29.15 Motion).

AFFIRMED.

Division One Holds: Under the United States Supreme Court’s recent decisions in Lafler
v. Cooper, 566 U.S. ---, 132 S. Ct. 1376 (2012), and Missouri v. Frye, 566 U.S. ---, 132
S. Ct. 1399 (2012), and the precedent of this Court, Movant sufficiently alleged his
counsel’s performance was deficient by alleging she failed to inform him of the
mandatory minimum sentence for robbery. Because he filed his Rule 29.15 Motion
before Frye and Lafler were decided, and because Missouri has not heretofore required
movants to allege the prosecution would not have withdrawn the plea and the trial court
would have accepted it, an evidentiary hearing is the most appropriate place for such
determinations. However, because Movant was aware that the maximum sentence for
robbery was life in prison and chose to reject the plea offer with that knowledge, Movant
has not alleged facts showing he was prejudiced by any failure to inform on the part of
his attorney.
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