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BEFORE: BARBER, DYCHE, AND TACKETT, JUDGES.
DYCHE, JUDGE. Charles Raynond WIIlians stands convicted of two
counts of wanton endangernent, first degree (KRS 508.060), for
whi ch he was sentenced to four years’ confinenment on each count,
with the sentences to run consecutively. He now appeals, and we
affirm

WIllians was charged follow ng an incident in Fayette

County. Police officers were already in the vicinity when a



gunshot was heard. The officers investigated and encountered
Shawn Johnson, who had sone relationship with WIlians, the
exact nature of which depends on whom you believe. She told
officers that WIlians, her boyfriend, had been shooting at her.
WIlIlians was observed on the porch of his house, carrying what
appeared to be a handgun. He ignored officers’ orders to stop,
and entered his house.

Anot her wi t ness observed an argunent between WI I i ans
and Johnson, heard but did not observe a shot, and then
i mredi ately saw Wllians with a pistol. What was believed to
be a gunshot hol e was observed in the house of a neighbor, Ms.
Pope, who was asl eep inside the house at the tinme of the
shooting. Based on these facts, WIllians was indicted for, and
convi cted of, wanton endangernment, with the victins being
Johnson and Ms. Pope.

On appeal, WIlianms argues that he was entitled to a
directed verdict on the count involving Ms. Pope, claimng she
was never endangered by a shot fired by him W disagree.
Direct evidence was introduced, through Ms. Johnson, that
Wllians fired a shot in her direction, and that the shot | odged
in Ms. Pope’s house. A police officer found what appeared to be
a bullet hole in Ms. Pope’s house. She was in the house at the

time of the shooting incident. The evidence was sufficient to



be submtted to the jury, and it was not unreasonable for the
jury to find guilt on the evidence produced.

Wl lianms next conplains of testinony by a police
of ficer that he had been involved in earlier shooting incidents.
This testinony was given despite the court’s ruling that such
testinmony was not adm ssible. No objection was nmade, so the
al l eged error was not brought to the trial court’s attention, or
preserved for our consideration.

The final argunent of Wllians is that there was an
accumul ation of errors, which deprived himof a fair trial. W
have exam ned the record, and find either no objection or no

error. The judgnent of the Fayette Circuit Court is affirned.
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