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BEFORE: BUCKI NGHAM COMBS, AND DYCHE, JUDGES.

DYCHE, JUDGE. Jonathon Russell Hensley appeals fromhis

conviction by a jury for Receiving Stolen Property, valued at

nore than $300 (KRS 514.110) and being a Persistent Fel ony

O fender, Second Degree (KRS 532.080) and his sentence of ten

years’ inprisonnent pursuant to that conviction. W affirm
Hensl ey was charged with the above of fenses after the

victimof a home burglary found one itemof her stolen jewelry

at a pawn shop in the Lexington area, and | earned that Hensl ey



had pawned the item further investigation by the police
reveal ed that Hensl ey had pawned other itens fromthe burglary
at ot her area pawn shops.

Hensl ey’ s conpl aints on appeal are two: that the
victimwas allowed to give an account of the burglary which was
excessively detailed, thereby making a strong i nference that he
commtted the burglary, a crime with which he was not charged;
and that a police officer testified that Hensley was a suspect
in the burglary, but that the officer did not have sufficient
evidence to charge himw th that crine.

W will note at first that the nocking tone of
appel lant’ s brief concerning the honme intrusion and the victims
reaction to that break-in does not serve her client well, or
enhance her credibility with the court.?

As far as the nerits of the argunments go, we find no
nerit. W have watched the victinis testinony, and it goes no
further than necessary to describe the neans by which she was
di vested of her property, and how and when it canme to be stol en,
t hus subjecting Hensley, as its possessor, to the primary charge

her ei n.

! Counsel describes the ring which the victimdiscovered at the pawn shop as
“infamous.” She later argues, “The Conmonwealth was allowed to infer through
their witnesses that Appellant was the scary person who stole the nenmentos of
this hard working famly and then ran poor naked Ms. [victim out of her hone
in fear for her life on that cold Novenber day in 2001.” Wile we appreciate
zeal ous representation of one’'s client, the fact that the victimdi scovered
the burglary as she energed fromthe shower, and was frightened that the
intruders mght still be in her hone, is not valid argunent.
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As far as the trooper’s testinony concerning Hensley’s
status as a suspect in the burglary, like the victims
testinony, no objection was raised at trial. The alleged error
was not preserved for our review RCr 9.22.

The judgnent of the Fayette Crcuit Court is affirned.
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