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OPINION

On July 18, 1975, Appellant Steve Wallace pleaded guilty in the Bradley

County Criminal Court to second degree murder. He was sentenced to 150 years

incarceration in the Tennessee Department of Correction.  In  this appeal,

Appellant presents the following issue for review:  whether the trial court erred in

dismiss ing Appellant's petition for post-conviction re lief.

After a review of the record, we affirm the judgment of the trial court

pursuant to Court of Criminal Appeals Rule 20.

Prior to the adoption of the recent Post-Conviction Procedure Act, petitions

like the present one had to be filed within three years of the date of the effective

date of Tenn. Code Ann. § 40-30-102 (1995, Repl.); State v. Abston, 749 S.W.2d

487, 488 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1988).  Accordingly, Appellant's statute of limitations

for the filing of a petition for post-conviction relief began to run on July 1, 1986

and expired three years later on June 30, 1989.  However, the new Post-

Conviction Procedure Act, which took effect on May 10, 1995, subsequently

shortened the three-year statu te of limitations to one year.  Tenn. Code Ann . §

40-30-201 et seq. (Supp. 1996).  In Carter v. S tate, the Tennessee Supreme

Court held that the new Post-Conviction Procedure Act of 1995 does not afford

petitioners for whom the statute of limitations expired prior to May 10, 1995--the

effective date of the new Act--an additional year in wh ich to file  new petitions for

post-conviction relief.  952 S.W.2d 417, 418 (Tenn. 1997).  Thus, the trial court

properly dismissed Appellant's May 9, 1996 petition as being barred by the

statute of limitations.



-3-

According ly, we affirm  the trial court's  judgment pursuant to Court of

Criminal Appeals Rule 20.

____________________________________
JERRY L. SMITH JUDGE

CONCUR:

___________________________________
GARY R. WADE, JUDGE

___________________________________
DAVID H. WELLES, JUDGE


