




























In summary, the results of intellectual testing indicate that Mr. Muhammad 
functions at the low end of the Average range of intelligence. There is no 
evidence to indicate that intellectual functioning will be a significant issue with 
regard to his competency to stand trial. 

MENTAL STATUS EXAMINATION: 

Mr. Muhammad is a male with good personal hygiene. He wore a jail issue jumpsuit. He 
had well maintained hair and nails. He talked in a conversational and respectful manner 
during the interview. He engaged well in the interview. He demonstrated a normal level 
of eye contact and psychomotor activity. He spoke in a normal rate and tone. He 
responded to questions directly and in a clear, understandable manner. Mr. Muhammad 
neither reported nor demonstrated symptoms of psychosis, such as paranoia or 
hallucinations. He voiced no delusional thoughts. He reported no thoughts of harming 
himself. Based on interactions and general level of vocabulary used in the interview, Mr. 
Muhammad demonstrated his intelligence to be in the Average range of intellectual 
functioning. 

On 7/12110, I administered the Folstein Mini-Mental State Examination to Mr. 
Muhammad, a structured interview that looks for Significant defects in an individual's 
orientation, concentration, attention, language abilities and abilities to reproduce 
drawings. He partiCipated and provided a fair effort. He scored in the normal range with 
a score of 25 pOints out of a possible 27, missing two point on concentration tasks. 
(Three tasks requiring the use of his hands were not asked of him due to him remaining 
in wrist shackles during the interview.) 

EXAMINATION OF FITNESS TO PROCEED: 

On 7/12/10, I administered the Georgia Court Competency Test - Mississippi State 
Hospital Revision (GCCT-MSHR) to Mr. Muhammad. The GCCT-MSHR is a structured 
interview that assists in the assessment of a defendant's understanding of the trial 
process and issues related to his own defense. A score of 70 is considered passing. Mr. 
Muhammad provided appropriate answers and obtained a passing score of 100 out of 
100. 

Mr. Muhammad identified a picture of a courtroom and identified the locations of the 
following courtroom partiCipants: judge, jury, defendant, defendant's attorney, 
prosecuting attorney, testifying witness and audience. 

Mr. Muhammad described the role of the judge during the trial as, "Judge the trial. 
Depends if it's a bench or jury trial. The jury decides guilty or innocent if jury trial. The 
judge decides if bench trial." He described the role of the jury during a trial as, "Decide if 
guilty or innocent if jury trial." He described the role of the defendant's lawyer during a 
trial as, "Defend me from death penalty. Defend my case." He described the role of a 
testifying witness during a trial as, "Testify to what they knew, heard, or seen. 
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Specifically, regarding the case, offense, or things the defendant knew." He described 
the role of the audience during the trial as, "Just witness the case. Spectate." He 
described the role of the defendant during a trial as, "I won't do anything. Maybe take 
the stand. Just sit there and make sure lawyer won't say what I do." 

Mr. Muhammad identified his attorney by name and described him as a private attorney 
hired by his parents. He stated that he could contact him by calling or writing a letter. 
He described how he could assist his lawyer. He stated, "By giving facts of what 
happened. Give facts of what didn't happened and how I feel toward the government." 
He named his charge as, "Capital Murder, Attempted Capital Murder, Unlawful 
Discharge from a Vehicle, Aggravated Assault, and Terroristic Threatening." He 
described a possible sentence if convicted as, "Death Penalty." 

The defendant stated that his family initially hired Jim Hensley as the lawyer to 
represent him for the alleged charges. Mr. Muhammad reported that Mr. Hensley "was 
saying stuff to the media that was not true, stuff I didn't tell him." For example, he said 
the attorney told the media he had been beaten in a Yemen prison. Mr. Muhammad 
stated that he asked his family to fire that attorney and hire a different attorney. The 
defendant stated that he planned on working with his present attorney to defend himself 
in court. He said, "We started off on a good foot. My only defense, I wanted to plea 
guilty. They caught me red handed. But I am forced to go to trial. It's the only way." He 
continued, "It's not federal. [They're] making the state pick it up. The prosecutor is not 
offering a plea. He is seeking the death penalty." 

The defendant also described other possible pending legal charges against him. He 
described attempting to fire bomb a prominent jewish rabbi's home in Tennessee with a 
Molotov cocktail. He stated, "I expect a federal case because it was multi-state." 

When asked to describe the alleged offenses he gave concise and consistent answers. 
He stated that at his last court appearance he had his next court appointment 
rescheduled to August 17 to review the results of this evaluation. 

FORENSIC OPINIONS: 

OPINION ON THE CURRENT MENTAL CONDITION OF THE DEFENDANT: 

Mr. Muhammad did not have any mental illness at the time of the alleged crimes or this 
evaluation. 

Based on the above, he has no diagnoses: 

Axis I: None 
Axis II: None 
Axis III: None 
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OPINION ON THE DEFENDANT'S CAPACITY TO UNDERSTAND THE 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HIM AND TO ASSIST EFFECTIVELY IN HIS OWN 
DEFENSE: It is my opinion that, at the time of this examination, the defendant had an 
understanding of the proceedings against him and had the capacity to effectively assist 
his attorney. 

Mr. Muhammad participated in this assessment appropriately. He comprehended 
questions asked of him and followed instructions. He demonstrated a good 
understanding of legal proceedings, evidenced by conversations, responses and 
passing scores on the Georgia Court Competency Test - Mississippi State Hospital 
Revision. He related to the examiner in a rational and controlled manner. Mr. 
Muhammad had a good understanding of the roles of the participants in the courtroom. 
Based on this data, a number of conclusions can be drawn: 

1. He had the ability to effectively assist counsel, evidenced by his ability to 
cooperate with examinations performed at the Arkansas State Hospital. . 

2. He had sufficient present ability to consult with his attorney with a reasonable 
degree of understanding. 

3. He had the capacity to disclose to his attorney available pertinent facts 
surrounding the alleged offenses. 

4. He had the capacity to make decisions in response to well-explained alternatives. 

5. He had the capacity to recall and relate facts pertaining to his actual 
whereabouts at certain times. 

6. He had an understanding of the proceedings against him. 

7. He had the ability to consider the potential consequences of several options, to 
make judgments about the desirability and probability of those consequences, 
and to compare them. 

8. He had an ability to appreciate the range and nature of the possible penalties he 
faces. 

OPINION ON THE PRESENCE OR ABSENCE OF MENTAL DISEASE OR DEFECT 
AT THE TIME OF THE ALLEGED OFFENSES: It is my opinion that at the time of the 
alleged conduct, should the fact finder conclude that Mr. Smith committed the alleged 
offenses, he did not have a mental disease or a mental defect. This opinion is based on 
the following information: 

1. Based on my examination, the defendant did not have a substantial disorder of 
thought, mOOd, perception, orientation or memory that grossly impaired 
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judgment, behavior, capacity to recognize reality or ability to meet the ordinary 
demands of life at the time of the alleged offenses, indicating no mental disease. 

2. Based on Mr. Muhammad's educational history, IQ testing and participation in 
this evaluation, he had a level of intelligence in the average range, indicating no 
mental defect. 

OPINION ON THE DEFENDANT'S CAPACITY TO APPRECIATE THE CRIMINALITY 
OF HIS CONDUCT AT THE TIME OF THE ALLEGED OFFENSES: It is my opinion 
that at the time of the alleged conduct, Capital Murder and Attempted Capital Murder 
(CR 09-2626), Aggravated Assault (CR 10-1233), and Terroristic Threatening 1st 
Degree (CR 10-1232), should the fact finder conclude that Mr. Muhammad committed 
the alleged offenses, he did not lack the capacity to appreciate the criminality of his 
conduct. This opinion is based on the following information: 

1. At the time of the alleged conduct, Mr. Muhammad had no mental disease or 
defect that would have rendered him incapable of appreciating his actions as 
unlawful. 

2. At the time of the alleged incident, Mr. Muhammad demonstrated that he 
appreciated that stabbing a person could result in that person's death. Witnesses 
at the scene reported that after attempting to stab the officer he said, "I got you 
white boy, you gonna die." At the time of this evaluation, Mr. Muhammad stated 
that he attempted to stab the officer in order to kill him. 

3. Mr. Muhammad reported that he did the alleged crimes as part of a Jihad against 
American soldiers. The defendant based his actions on his understanding of his 
religious obligations. He formulated his religious beliefs by reading the Koran, 
studying in organized religious centers, and talking to others that held similar and 
differing religiOUS beliefs. His beliefs were not secondary to psychosis or 
delusions. Mr. Muhammad had a long history of acting in violent manner prior to 
the alleged offenses. Participating in the alleged activities as part of a Jihad is a 
rational explanation for his actions not related to mental disease or defect. 

4. The defendant reported that he attempted to avoid detection of authorities in 
efforts to avoid arrest. For example, he bought weapons from individuals to avoid 
the background check. He bought a .22 rifle from Wal-Mart in an effort to 
determine if the FBI was monitoring him. The defendant's efforts to avoid 
authorities and resulting arrest demonstrated that he had the capacity to 
appreciate the criminality of his actions at the time of the alleged crimes. 

5. Immediately after the alleged offenses, Mr. Muhammad reported that he fled the 
scene with the goal of changing vehicles to avoid arrest. Mr. Muhammad's efforts 
to avoid capture and arrest indicated he appreCiated the illegality of his actions. 
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OPINION ON THE DEFENDANT'S CAPACITY TO CONFORM HIS CONDUCT TO 
THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE LAW AT THE TIME OF THE ALLEGED OFFENSES: 
It is my opinion that at the time of the alleged conduct, Capital Murder and Attempted 
Capital Murder (CR 09-2626), Aggravated Assault (CR 10-1233), and Terroristic 
Threatening 1st Degree (CR 10-1232" should the fact finder conclude that Mr. 
Muhammad committed the alleged offenses, he did not lack the capacity to conform his 
conduct to the requirements of the law. This opinion is based on the following 
information: 

1. At the time of the alleged conduct, Mr. Muhammad did not have mental disease 
or defect that would have rendered him incapable of confonning his actions to 
lawful requirements. 

2. Mr. Muhammad demonstrated that he had the ability to control his behaviors at 
the time of the alleged offense of Aggravated Assault as evidenced by his ability 
to make a shank from objects available to him in jail, wait approximately two 
weeks until he had an opportunity to reach the officer, and wait until the specific 
officer he targeted opened the flap door to his cell. 

3. Mr. Muhammad prepared for the alleged offenses over an extended period of 
time. He saved money for gas, bought ammo and guns as his finances allowed, 
made Molotov cocktails, and practiced using the weapons. The defendant's 
capacity to develop a plan, prepare in a focused manner for a notable period of 
time, and then attempt to implement the plan according to his preparations 
demonstrated that he had the capacity to control his actions. Thus, he had the 
capacity to conform his actions to the requirements of the law at the time of the 
alleged crimes. 

4. The defendant stated that he shot the soldiers "not due to mental illness, but due 
to obligation. It is a religious belief." Mr. Muhammad stated that his actions were 
secondary to theological views and not secondary to mental disease or defect. 

Respectfully, 

;fC~~ /U.tJ . 
R. Clint Gray, M.D. 
Forensic Psychiatrist 
Arkansas State Hospital 
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