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Michael D. Hurst (Movant) appeals from the judgment of the Circuit Court of St. Louis
County denying his Rule 74.06(b)(4) motion to vacate the judgment denying his Rule 29.15
motion for post-conviction relief.

AFFIRMED.

Division Four Holds: A failure to comply with Rule 29.15(j) with respect to issuance of
findings of fact and conclusions of law on all issues presented does not either deprive the motion
court of subject matter jurisdiction or the movant of due process of law. Rule 74.06(b)(4) is not a
proper vehicle to challenge a Rule 29.15 motion court’s failure to issue findings of fact and
conclusions of law sufficient to allow meaningful appellate review.
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