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Michael M. Pennell (Movant) appeals from the motion court’s judgment denying
his motion under Rule 29.15' for post-conviction relief after an evidentiary hearing.
Movant challenges the motion court’s denial, asserting he was abandoned by his post-
conviction counsel and his trial counsel was ineffective for failing to properly challenge
the trial court’s jurisdiction.

AFFIRMED.

Division Three Holds: The motion court did not clearly err in denying Movant’s motion,
because (1) his post-conviction counsel’s statement in lieu of an amended motion
complied with Rule 29.15(¢e) and (g), and thus the motion court did not err in failing sua
sponte to hold a hearing to inquire into the parties’ performance or in concluding post-
conviction counsel did not abandon Movant; and (2) his trial counsel was not ineffective
for failing to challenge Missouri’s jurisdiction, because the challenge would have been
meritless.
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Kurt S. Odenwald, P.J., and Robert G. Dowd, Jr., J., concur.
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