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SUMMARY

The Kentucky Supreme Court affirmed William Smith's convictions and 24-year sentence arising from
a gang-related shooting at Shawnee Park. The court held that gang-expert testimony was properly
admitted and rejected Smith's challenges concerning post-conviction supervision, truth-in-sentencing
information, and judicial sentence modification.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by admitting Detective Gary Huffman's expert testimony
concerning gangs and gang-related activity.

2. Whether the gang evidence was relevant under KRE 401 and 402 and whether its probative value was
substantially outweighed by undue prejudice under KRE 403.

3. Whether the Commonwealth was required to present evidence or an instruction concerning the one-year
term of post-conviction supervision under KRS 532.400.

4. Whether the jury should have been advised that the trial judge could not modify its sentence for murder
in a non-aggravated capital case.

5. Whether any alleged sentencing-instruction errors warranted appellate relief despite Smith's failure to
preserve them.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in qualifying Detective Huffman as an expert on gangs and
gang-related activity and admitting his testimony.

2. The gang testimony was relevant and its probative value was not substantially outweighed by the danger
of undue prejudice under KRE 403.

3. The Commonwealth was not required under KRS 532.055(2)(a) to introduce evidence that KRS 532.400
imposes a one-year term of post-conviction supervision, and any claim that the jury should have been
instructed on that subject was unpreserved.

4. A non-aggravated capital offense is governed in part by KRS 532.060 and is subject to sentence
modification by the trial court under KRS 532.070; therefore, an instruction that the murder sentence
could not be modified would have been incorrect.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The evidence of gang activity was relevant to explain the context of and motive for Olavarria's murder [and
was] highly probative of motive and intent.” (454 S.W.3d at 287)

“An instruction that the sentence could not be modified by the judge would have been incorrect.” (454 S.W.3d
at 291)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On August 14, 2011, William Smith and Quentin Wilson participated in a shooting into a crowd at Louisville's
Shawnee Park; Antonio Lamont Anderson was killed and two others were seriously injured. Police later
recovered four handguns along the path taken by the fleeing participants, and ballistics evidence linked several
recovered projectiles and casings to the weapons. At trial, a Louisville Metro detective testified about local gang
affiliations, gang terminology, and a possible retaliatory motive involving rival gangs.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Smith and Quentin L. Wilson were jointly tried in Jefferson Circuit Court after being indicted in connection with
a fatal shooting at Shawnee Park. A jury convicted Smith of complicity to murder, two counts of attempted
murder, two counts of first-degree wanton endangerment, and tampering with physical evidence, and
recommended an aggregate twenty-four-year sentence. The trial court entered judgment consistent with the
recommendation, and Smith appealed to the Kentucky Supreme Court.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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