
Montgomery County - The defendant, Paul Dennis Reid, Jr., was convicted of
two counts of premeditated first degree murder, two counts of especially
aggravated kidnapping, and one count of especially aggravated robbery. In
imposing a death sentence for each count of first degree murder, the jury found
three aggravating circumstances, i.e., that the defendant was previously
convicted of one or more felonies whose statutory elements involved the use of
violence to the person, that the murders were especially heinous, atrocious or
cruel in that they involved torture or serious physical abuse beyond that
necessary to produce death, and that the murders were committed for the
purpose of avoiding, interfering with, or preventing a lawful arrest or prosecution
of the defendant or another, had been proven beyond a reasonable doubt. Tenn.
Code Ann. § 39-13-204(i)(2), (5), (6) (2003). In addition, the jury found that the
evidence of aggravating circumstances outweighed evidence of mitigating
circumstances beyond a reasonable doubt. Tenn. Code Ann. § 39-13-204(c)
(2003). The Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed the convictions and the death
sentences. After the case was docketed in this Court, we entered an order
identifying numerous issues for oral argument. We now hold as follows: 1) the
trial court did not err in finding that the defendant was competent to stand trial; 2)
the trial court did not err in excluding evidence during the competency hearing; 3)
the trial court did not err in refusing to hold a new competency hearing on the
basis that a court-appointed expert was biased; 4) the evidence was sufficient to
support the defendant's convictions; 5) the trial court did not err in denying the
defendant's motion to dismiss on the basis that the aggravating circumstances
were not stated in the indictment; 6) the trial court did not err in allowing the
prosecution to amend the indictment; 7) the trial court did not commit reversible
error in limiting extrinsic evidence of inconsistent statements; 8) the evidence was
sufficient to support the aggravating circumstances found by the jury; 9) the death
sentences were not arbitrary or disproportionate as imposed in this case; 10) the
evidence was sufficient to support the jury's finding that evidence of aggravating
circumstances outweighed evidence of mitigating circumstances; 11) the capital
sentencing statutes are not unconstitutional on the basis that they allow evidence
to be admitted in violation of due process and confrontation under the United
States Constitution; 12) the trial court did not err in admitting photographs of the
victims at the crime scene during sentencing; 13) the trial court did not commit
reversible error in failing to charge the jury on the "catch-all" statutory provision as
to mitigating circumstances; and 14) the trial court did not err in denying a new
trial based on prosecutorial misconduct during sentencing. We also agree with the
Court of Criminal Appeals' conclusions with respect to the remaining issues, the
relevant portions of which are included in the appendix to this opinion.
Accordingly, the Court of Criminal Appeals' judgment is affirmed.


