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SUMMARY

The Montana Supreme Court reviews Bryce Everett Peterson’s motion to withdraw Alford pleas to
multiple criminal charges. The court affirms the denial of plea withdrawal, concluding that the pleas
were knowingly and voluntarily entered and that Peterson did not establish ineffective assistance of
counsel. The court remands solely for determination of the amount of restitution for the victim’s future
counseling expenses.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Peterson appealed the denial of his motion to withdraw Alford pleas
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the District Court properly denied Peterson's motion to withdraw his Alford pleas.

2. Whether Peterson's plea-withdrawal counsel was ineffective for failing to challenge the intimidation
charge and for failing to present additional mental-health evidence.

3. Whether the restitution order had to specify the total amount of restitution for the victim's future
counseling expenses.

HOLDINGS

1. The Court would not consider Peterson's claim that his trial or plea counsel was ineffective because that
issue was not raised in the District Court in connection with the motion to withdraw the pleas.

2. Peterson failed to establish good cause to withdraw his Alford pleas because the record showed that he
understood the direct consequences of the pleas and entered them knowingly, intelligently, and
voluntarily.

3. Peterson did not demonstrate deficient performance because the record supported an inference that he
acted purposely or knowingly to hinder law enforcement and prevent his arrest.

4. The restitution matter had to be remanded because the District Court was required to determine and
specify the total amount of restitution for the victim's future counseling expenses.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The ultimate question of voluntariness is a mixed question of fact and law that this Court reviews de novo to
determine whether the district court was correct.” (2013 MT 329, ¶ 23)

“This matter is remanded to the District Court for the sole purpose of determining the amount of restitution
for the victim’s future counseling costs that Peterson is required to pay.” (2013 MT 329, ¶ 42)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Peterson was charged with aggravated kidnapping, aggravated assault, assault with a weapon, intimidation,
aggravated burglary, and partner or family member assault after an extended assault and hostage-like incident
involving H.P. and an eighteen-hour standoff with law enforcement. Mental-health evaluations concluded that
Peterson was competent to stand trial and capable of forming the requisite mental states, although a defense
psychiatrist diagnosed bipolar disorder and a mood disorder. Peterson entered Alford pleas on the eve of trial,
was sentenced to seventy years with twenty years suspended, and later sought to withdraw the pleas. The District
Court denied withdrawal but had ordered Peterson to pay the victim's future counseling costs in an unlimited
amount.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The District Court accepted Peterson's Alford pleas in 2009 and sentenced him to a total of 70 years in prison
with 20 years suspended. In 2010, Peterson moved to withdraw the pleas, arguing that they were involuntary,



that he was mentally incapable of entering them knowingly, that the plea colloquy was inadequate, and that
counsel was ineffective. The District Court denied the motion, and Peterson appealed. The Montana Supreme
Court affirmed denial of plea withdrawal but remanded for determination of the total amount of restitution for
future counseling costs.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remand to the District Court solely to determine the total amount of restitution for the victim's future counseling
costs that Peterson is required to pay. The denial of the motion to withdraw the Alford pleas is affirmed.
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