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Jihad A. Spann (“Movant”) appeals the judgment denying his Rule 29.15* motion for
post-conviction relief following an evidentiary hearing.

Movant raises four points on appeal. Movant’s first three points on appeal contend the
motion court erred in denying his amended motion for post-conviction relief because the court
failed to conduct an independent inquiry into Movant’s alleged abandonment claim. Movant’s
fourth point on appeal argues the motion court erred by failing to issue findings of fact and
conclusions of law on all claims raised by Movant’s pro se motion.

AFFIRMED.

Division One holds:

(1) Because appointed post-conviction counsel filed an amended motion on Movant’s
behalf and did so in a timely manner, the motion court was not required to conduct an
independent inquiry into Movant’s alleged abandonment claim. Accordingly, we
hold the motion court did not err in denying Movant’s Rule 29.15 motion for post-
conviction relief without first conducting an independent abandonment inquiry.

(2) The motion court did not err in failing to issue findings of fact and conclusions of law
on all thirty-seven claims raised in Movant’s pro se motion.

L All further references to Rules are to Missouri Supreme Court Rules (2020), which was the version of the rules in
effect at the time Movant’s pro se motion for post-conviction relief was filed on December 1, 2020.
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