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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court dismissed as improvidently granted a writ of certiorari in a capital case concerning

the assessment of intellectual disability under Atkins v. Virginia when a defendant has multiple IQ

scores. Justice Sotomayor, joined by Justice Jackson, concurred, explaining that the case was not

suitable for establishing a specific methodology for evaluating multiple IQ scores and defending the

lower courts’ holistic approach.
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Supreme Court of the United States
May 21, 2026

No. 24-872

dismissed

On writ of certiorari to the United States Court of Appeals for the
Eleventh Circuit in a federal habeas proceeding concerning whether
Smith is intellectually disabled and constitutionally ineligible for

execution under Atkins v. Virginia.

Not reached by the per curiam disposition. The separate opinions
discuss de novo review under 28 U.S.C. § 2254(d), clear-error review
of factual findings, and the standards applicable to federal habeas
relief.

Published Supreme Court disposition, but the per curiam dismissal as
improvidently granted did not decide the merits; separate opinions are

not controlling holdings on the merits.

John Q. Hamm, Commissioner, Alabama Department of Corrections v.

Joseph Clifton Smith
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the writ of certiorari should be dismissed as improvidently granted.

2. Whether and how courts may consider the cuamulative effect of multiple IQ scores when assessing an

Atkins intellectual-disability claim.

HOLDINGS

1. The writ of certiorari is dismissed as improvidently granted.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The writ of certiorari is dismissed as improvidently granted.” (608 U.S. (2026))

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Smith was convicted of first-degree murder in Alabama and sentenced to death. The record contained multiple
IQ scores ranging from 72 to 78, including scores with standard-error ranges reaching below 70, as well as
evidence concerning adaptive functioning and developmental history. After an evidentiary hearing, the federal
District Court found by a preponderance of the evidence that Smith had significantly subaverage intellectual

functioning, significant adaptive deficits, and intellectual-disability-related impairments arising before age 18.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Smith was convicted of capital murder in Alabama and sentenced to death. After Atkins v. Virginia, he sought
state and federal post-conviction relief based on intellectual disability. The federal District Court for the
Southern District of Alabama ultimately found Smith intellectually disabled and concluded that he could not
constitutionally be executed; the Eleventh Circuit affirmed. This Court vacated the Eleventh Circuit's initial
decision for lack of clarity and, after the Eleventh Circuit clarified its reasoning, granted certiorari. The Court

dismissed the writ as improvidently granted without deciding the merits.
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