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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Montana affirmed the denial of Alannah Wells's petition for postconviction

relief. The court held that her challenge to a weapons-enhancement sentence under the Montana

Constitution's double-jeopardy provision was untimely and procedurally barred because it could have

been raised on direct appeal. The court also declined to apply the miscarriage-of-justice exception

because Wells did not present newly discovered evidence establishing actual innocence.
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Wells appealed the Eighth Judicial District Court's denial of her
petition for postconviction relief challenging a weapon-enhancement

portion of her sentence on double-jeopardy grounds.

The court reviews the denial of postconviction relief to determine
whether the district court's findings are clearly erroneous and whether

it correctly interpreted the law.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Wells's postconviction petition was timely under Montana's one-year postconviction-relief
limitation period.

2. Whether the miscarriage-of-justice exception permitted review of Wells's untimely petition despite her

failure to allege newly discovered evidence establishing actual innocence.

3. Whether Wells was procedurally barred from raising a double-jeopardy challenge in postconviction
proceedings because the claim could have been raised on direct appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. Wells's petition was untimely because her conviction became final on March 3, 1998, and she did not
file her petition until December 22, 1999, more than one year after finality.

2. The limitation period is jurisdictional and may be waived only for a clear miscarriage of justice; that
exception did not apply because Wells did not allege newly discovered evidence establishing that she

was actually innocent.

3. Wells was additionally barred from raising her double-jeopardy claim in postconviction proceedings

because she could have raised it on direct appeal.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In 1997, Montana charged Alannah Wells with felony assault, and she pleaded guilty on December 18, 1997. The
district court sentenced her to five years in prison, with two years suspended, plus an additional two-year
sentence for use of a weapon during the offense. After the Montana Supreme Court decided State v. Guillaume,

Wells sought postconviction relief, arguing that the weapon enhancement violated double jeopardy.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Wells pleaded guilty to felony assault in 1997 and received a prison sentence that included an additional two-
year weapon enhancement. She did not appeal. She filed a postconviction petition in December 1999, which the

district court sua sponte dismissed as procedurally barred. The Montana Supreme Court affirmed.
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