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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant gppeds as of right his convictions for entering without bresking, MCL 750.111,
MSA 28.306, domestic violence, MCL 750.81(2); MSA 28.276(2), felonious assault, MCL 750.82;
MSA 28.277, assault with intent to commit great bodily harm, MCL 750.84; MSA 28.279 and
possession of a firearm during the commission of afelony, MCL 750.227b; MSA 28.424(2), entered
after abench trid. We affirm.

On apped, defendant argues that there was insufficient evidence to support his conviction for
assault with intent to commit great bodily harm. In determining whether sufficient evidence has been
presented to sustain a conviction, a reviewing court must view the evidence in a light most favorable to
the prosecution, and determine whether any rationd finder of fact could have found that the essentid
elements of the crime were proven beyond a reasonable doubt. People v Wolfe, 440 Mich 508, 515;
489 NW2d 748 (1992).

At trid, complainant testified that she heard defendant’s voice threatening her just before the
shooting, while another witness testified that she saw defendant running from the sde of complainant’s
house shortly after the shooting. This evidence, together with the physica evidence of the bullet holes
and the injury recelved by complainant’s son, was clearly sufficient to support defendant’s conviction.
The trid court could reasonably conclude that defendant intended to commit an assault by firing shots
into the house in the vicinity of complainant’s bedroom. People v Harrington, 194 Mich App 424,
430; 487 NW2d 479 (1992).



Affirmed.
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