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SUMMARY

The Kentucky Supreme Court affirmed Albert Springfield’s convictions for first-degree trafficking in a

controlled substance and first-degree persistent felony offender status. The court held that the trial

court properly allowed the jury to review a non-testimonial drug-transaction recording in the jury

room, excused a potential juror whose religious beliefs impaired his ability to judge, and denied

instructions on criminal facilitation and second-degree PFO. The court concluded that the evidence

supported the convictions and sentence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by excusing a potential juror for cause after the juror
expressed religious beliefs that he should not judge another person and uncertainty about his ability to

render a verdict.

2. Whether the trial court erred by allowing the jury to replay an audio-video recording of the drug

transaction in the jury room outside the defendant's presence.

3. Whether the evidence required an instruction on first-degree criminal facilitation to trafficking in a

controlled substance.

4. Whether the evidence required an instruction on second-degree persistent felony offender status.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by striking for cause a potential juror who stated that he could
not stand in judgment of another person and only guessed that he could render a verdict after hearing the

evidence.

2. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by allowing the jury to replay, outside the defendant's

presence, the audio-video recording of the actual drug transaction in the jury deliberation room.

3. Springfield was not entitled to an instruction on first-degree criminal facilitation because no evidence
supported a finding that he was merely facilitating another person's crime or was wholly indifferent to its

completion.

4. The trial court properly refused to instruct the jury on second-degree PFO status because no evidence

placed either of the Commonwealth's prior-conviction proofs in dispute.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Here, we believe that the video and audio recording of the actual drug transaction falls within the realm of

non-testimonial evidence and thus was properly allowed in the jury room.” (594)

“The jury is required to decide a criminal case on the evidence as presented or reasonably deducible

therefrom, not on imaginary scenarios.” (595)

“When it comes to the presentation of proof for PFO status, the jury must take the Commonwealth’s proof all-

or-nothing “in the absence of some evidence bringing one or both prior convictions into dispute.”” (597)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Springfield sold crack cocaine to Tina Eisenhower during a controlled purchase arranged with Hopkins County
Deputy Sheriff Shawn Bean. Eisenhower used a hidden camera and microphone supplied by Bean, and the
transaction was recorded. The jury convicted Springfield of first-degree trafficking and found him to be a first-

degree persistent felony offender based on prior cocaine convictions, resulting in a twenty-year sentence.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Hopkins County grand jury indicted Springfield for first-degree trafficking in a controlled substance and first-
degree PFO. Following a jury trial, the jury convicted him of trafficking, found him to be a first-degree PFO, and
recommended the maximum enhanced sentence of twenty years. The Hopkins County Circuit Court adopted the

recommendation, and the Supreme Court of Kentucky affirmed.
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