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Appeal from a judgment of the Cayuga County Court (Thomas G.
Leone, J.), rendered May 25, 2023. The judgment convicted defendant,
upon her plea of guilty, of criminal possession of a controlled
substance in the second degree.

It is hereby ORDERED that the judgment so appealed from is
unanimously affirmed.

Memorandum: On appeal from a judgment convicting her, upon her
plea of guilty, of criminal possession of a controlled substance in
the second degree (Penal Law § 220.18 [1]), defendant contends that
County Court abused its discretion in denying her regquest to adjourn
sentencing to allow defense counsel more time to research whether the
Domestic Violence Survivors Justice Act (DVSJA) applied in this case.
We reject that contention.

“ ‘A granting of an adjournment for any purpose is a matter of

discretion for the trial court’ ” (People v Williams, 302 AD2d 903,
903 [4th Dept 2003], gquoting People v Singleton, 41 NY2d 402, 405
[1977]). Under the circumstances here, where the defense had almost

five months after entering a plea to research the issue, yet waited
until the day of sentencing to request time to meet with a DVSJA
expert to ascertain whether the statute might apply in the present
case, the court did not abuse its discretion in denying defendant’s
request (see generally id.; People v Payne, 176 AD2d 827, 827 [2d Dept
1991], 1v denied 79 NY2d 862 [1992]).

We reject defendant’s further contention that her sentence is
unduly harsh and severe.
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