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SUMMARY

The Maryland Court of Appeals held that a trial court may not summarily excuse prospective jurors

because of disabilities. A prospective juror may be excused on disability-related grounds only when no

reasonable accommodation is possible and the particular disability would prevent satisfactory jury

service at the trial. The court upheld the excusal of four prospective jurors who could not use the

staircase leading to the jury room because the trial court found that no alternative courtroom was

available.
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Criminal defendant appealed his convictions after the circuit court
excused four prospective jurors with disabilities for cause because
they could not use the twenty-five stairs leading to the jury room. The
Court of Special Appeals affirmed, and the Court of Appeals of
Maryland granted certiorari limited to the disability-related jury-

excusal issue.

Abuse of discretion for a trial court's excusal of a prospective juror for

cause; underlying factual findings are reviewed for clear error.
precedential

Danny Trotman v. State of Maryland

jury selection  reasonable accommodation  ada/disability =~ criminal procedure  statutory interpretation



PRACTICE AREAS

criminal procedure  disability discrimination  jury selection  statutory interpretation

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the circuit court violated the Americans with Disabilities Act and Maryland jury-service
statutes by excusing four prospective jurors with disabilities for cause because they could not use the
stairs leading to the jury room.

2. Whether a trial court may excuse a prospective juror on a disability-related ground without first

considering reasonable accommodations.

3. Whether, under the circumstances, the circuit court abused its discretion by finding that no reasonable

accommodation was available.

HOLDINGS

1. A trial court may not summarily excuse prospective jurors with disabilities from jury service solely
because of their disabilities.

2. A trial court may excuse a prospective juror for cause on a disability-related ground only if no
reasonable accommodation is possible and, at that particular trial, the particular disability would prevent

the prospective juror from providing satisfactory jury service.

3. The circuit court did not abuse its discretion in excusing the four prospective jurors who could not use

the twenty-five stairs leading to the jury room.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A trial court may not summarily excuse for cause prospective jurors with disabilities; instead, a trial court
may excuse a prospective juror for cause on a disability-related ground if no reasonable accommodation is
possible, and, at that particular trial, the particular disability would prevent the prospective juror from

providing satisfactory jury service.” (at 24)

“When determining whether it is permissible to excuse for cause a prospective juror on a disability-related

ground, a trial court must engage in an individualized, case- and disability-specific inquiry.” (at 27)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

At the beginning of trial, four prospective jurors informed the Jury Commissioner's Office that they had
difficulty using or were unable to use stairs. The courtroom's jury room could be reached only by a staircase with
twenty-five steps, and the circuit court confirmed individually that each prospective juror could not use the
stairs. The court determined that no other courtroom was available, excused the four jurors for cause, and

directed them to return to the jury assembly room for possible service in another trial.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Trotman was charged in the Circuit Court for Baltimore City with second-degree assault, conspiracy to commit

second-degree assault, and misconduct in office. During jury selection, the circuit court excused four prospective



jurors who indicated that they could not use the stairs to the jury room; Trotman objected and requested that the
trial be moved to another courtroom. The jury convicted Trotman of second-degree assault and misconduct in
office, and the circuit court imposed suspended incarceration, probation, and community service. The Court of
Special Appeals affirmed, and the Court of Appeals granted certiorari limited to whether the prospective jurors

were properly excused.
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