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

JOSHUA P. REI D, DEFENDANT- APPELLANT.

DAVID J. FARRUG A, PUBLI C DEFENDER, LOCKPORT (JOSEPH G FRAZI ER OF
COUNSEL), FOR DEFENDANT- APPELLANT.

M CHAEL J. VI OLANTE, DI STRI CT ATTORNEY, LOCKPORT (THOMAS H. BRANDT OF
COUNSEL), FOR RESPONDENT.

Appeal froma judgnent of the Ni agara County Court (Matthew J.
Mur phy, 111, J.), rendered January 5, 2011. The judgnment convicted
def endant, upon a nonjury verdict, of crimnal sexual act in the third
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 from a judgnent convicting him
upon a nonjury verdict, of crimnal sexual act in the third degree
(Penal Law 8§ 130.40 [2]) and endangering the welfare of a child (8§
260.10 [1]). Contrary to defendant’s contention, the evidence is
legally sufficient to support the conviction. Based on the testinony
and evidence presented at trial, there is a “valid |ine of reasoning
and perm ssible inferences which could lead a rational person to the
concl usi on reached by [County Court]” (People v Bleakley, 69 Ny2d 490,
495). Viewing the evidence in light of the elenments of the crines in
this nonjury trial (see People v Danielson, 9 NY3d 342, 349), we
reject defendant’s further contention that the verdict is against the
wei ght of the evidence (see generally Bl eakley, 69 NY2d at 495).
Finally, the sentence is not unduly harsh or severe.

Ent er ed: March 16, 2012 Frances E. Caf ar el
Cerk of the Court



