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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Montana affirmed Thomas Lee Bateman's convictions and sentence. The court
held that officers acted reasonably when they mistakenly arrested Bateman based on similarities
between him and the person named in an arrest warrant, and that evidence discovered afterward was
admissible. The court declined to review an unpreserved state constitutional privacy claim and
dismissed Bateman's ineffective-assistance claim without prejudice because it was not sufficiently

developed in the appellate record.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Bateman appealed his conviction and sentence after entering a guilty

plea under a plea agreement that preserved his right to appeal pretrial
rulings. He challenged the legality of his arrest, the search of his

residence, and the effectiveness of his trial counsel.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the officers' arrest of Bateman was reasonable despite being based on a mistaken identity under

an arrest warrant issued for another person with the same name and similar identifying characteristics.

2. Whether Bateman's Montana constitutional right to privacy was violated by the search of his residence

and whether the claim could be considered for the first time on appeal.

3. Whether Bateman received ineffective assistance of counsel when counsel advised him to accept a plea

agreement and ten-year sentence.

HOLDINGS

1. An arrest based on a reasonable mistake of identity is constitutionally reasonable when the officers
possess sufficiently consistent identifying information, including the same name and similar age and

physical characteristics, even though the warrant was issued for a different person.

2. The court would not consider Bateman's state constitutional privacy claim because he failed to raise it in

the District Court, and the circumstances did not warrant application of the plain-error exception.

3. The ineffective-assistance claim was dismissed without prejudice because the appellate record did not
disclose counsel's reasons for advising Bateman to accept the plea agreement, and the claim therefore

was not properly resolvable on direct appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“sufficient probability, not certainty, is the touchstone of reasonableness under the Fourth Amendment” ( 15)

“The question is, how much investigation does the Constitution require?” (Y 17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police went to Bateman's apartment after the owner reported unusual conditions and learned that a person named
Thomas Bateman had an outstanding misdemeanor drug-possession warrant. Bateman confirmed his name when
officers contacted him, and officers attempted to arrest him based on the warrant because his age and physical
description matched the warrant subject. Bateman then dropped an apparent marijuana pipe, and officers
observed additional drug paraphernalia and smelled smoke; after determining that he was a different Thomas
Bateman, they obtained a search warrant and discovered a methamphetamine laboratory in the apartment crawl

space.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Bateman was charged with eight offenses, including felony drug-manufacturing and unlawful-laboratory
offenses. The District Court denied his motion to dismiss based on an allegedly illegal arrest. Bateman then

pleaded guilty to all charges in exchange for a ten-year prison sentence, reserving the right to appeal the pretrial



rulings. The Montana Supreme Court affirmed the conviction and sentence, declining to reach the unpreserved

privacy claim and dismissing the ineffective-assistance claim without prejudice.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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