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2005-04751 DECISION & ORDER

The People, etc., respondent, 
v Daniel Tavarez, appellant.

(Ind. No. 6888/03)
                                                                                 

Lynn W. L. Fahey, New York, N.Y. (Denise A. Corsi of counsel), for appellant.

Charles J. Hynes, District Attorney, Brooklyn, N.Y. (Leonard Joblove and Diane R.
Eisner of counsel), for respondent.

Appeal by the defendant from a judgment of the Supreme Court, Kings County
(Collini, J.), rendered May 9, 2005, convicting him of robbery in the first degree, upon a jury verdict,
and imposing sentence.

ORDERED that the judgment is affirmed.
  

Contrary to the defendant’s contention, the trial court did not err in declining to issue
an expanded identification charge.  The identification charge, as given, accurately stated the law (see
People v Whalen, 59 NY2d 273, 279; People v Rivera, 259 AD2d 637, 637-638).

The defendant’s contention that certain police testimony constituted impermissible
bolstering is unpreserved for appellate review, as the defendant never objected to this testimony (see
CPL 470.05[2]; People v Vanier, 255 AD2d 610).  In any event, the testimony was properly admitted
to complete the narrative of events leading to the defendant’s arrest (see People v Cato, 287 AD2d
415; People v Vanier, 255 AD2d 610; People v Parris, 247 AD2d 221, 222; People v Cruz, 214
AD2d 952).
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The sentence imposed was not excessive (see People v Suitte, 90 AD2d 80).

The defendant’s remaining contention is without merit.

RIVERA, J.P., LIFSON, MILLER and ENG, JJ., concur.

ENTER:

James Edward Pelzer
  Clerk of the Court


