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THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, RESPONDENT,
\% MVEMORANDUM AND ORDER

JOSEPH EDWARDS, DEFENDANT- APPELLANT.

FRANK H. H SCOCK LEGAL Al D SOCI ETY, SYRACUSE (W LLIAM G PI XLEY OF
COUNSEL), FOR DEFENDANT- APPELLANT.

W LLI AM J. FI TZPATRI CK, DI STRI CT ATTORNEY, SYRACUSE (JAMES P. MAXWELL
OF COUNSEL), FOR RESPONDENT.

Appeal froma judgnent of the Suprene Court, Onondaga County
(John J. Brunetti, A J.), rendered Novenber 9, 2007. The judgnent
convi cted defendant, upon a jury verdict, of sexual abuse in the first
degree and endangering the welfare of a child.

It is hereby ORDERED t hat the judgnent so appealed fromis
unani nously affirnmed.

Menor andum  Def endant appeals froma judgnent convicting him
upon a jury verdict of sexual abuse in the first degree (Penal Law 8§
130.65 [2]) and endangering the welfare of a child (& 260.10 [1]).
Viewi ng the evidence in |light of the elenents of the crinmes as charged
to the jury (see People v Danielson, 9 NY3d 342, 349), we concl ude
that the verdict is not against the weight of the evidence (see
general ly People v Bl eakl ey, 69 NY2d 490, 495). Defendant’s objection
to the testinony of the victims half-sister on the ground that it was
specul ative and irrelevant did not preserve for our review his present
contentions that such testinony inproperly bolstered the victinis
credibility (see People v Valentine, 48 AD3d 1268, 1268-1269, |v
deni ed 10 NY3d 871), and exceeded the scope of the pronpt outcry
exception to the hearsay rule (see People v Stearns, 72 AD3d 1214,
1218, Iv denied 15 Ny3d 778). W decline to exercise our power to
review those contentions as a matter of discretion in the interest of
justice (see CPL 470.15 [6] [a]).

Ent er ed: Decenber 23, 2011 Frances E. Caf arel
Cerk of the Court



