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Appeal from a judgment of the Onondaga County Court (Thomas J.
Miller, J.), rendered May 13, 2016. The judgment convicted defendant
upon his plea of guilty of murder in the second degree (two counts),
robbery in the first degree (three counts), burglary in the first
degree and criminal possession of a weapon in the second degree (two
counts) .

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

Memorandum: Defendant appeals from a judgment convicting him
upon a guilty plea of two counts of murder in the second degree (Penal
Law § 125.25 [3]), one count of burglary in the first degree (§ 140.30
[2]), three counts of robbery in the first degree (S 160.15 [1], [2],
[3]), and two counts of criminal possession of a weapon in the second
degree (§ 265.03 [1] [b]; [3]). We affirm.

Defendant contends that he was deprived of effective assistance
of counsel when defense counsel made certain comments before defendant

entered his plea. We reject that contention. Defense counsel’s brief
statement, made in response to an inquiry from County Court, did not
deprive defendant of effective assistance of counsel. 1In the

statement, defense counsel advocated for his client “while maintaining
his ethical obligations” (People v DePallo, 275 AD2d 60, 62 [2d Dept
20001, affd 96 NY2d 437 [2001]; see People v Walton, 14 AD3d 419, 420
[1st Dept 2005], 1v denied 5 NY3d 796 [2005]; see generally People v
Tyler, 245 AD2d 1100, 1100 [4th Dept 1997], 1v denied 91 NY2d 978
[1998]) .

Defendant failed to preserve for our review his contention that
his guilty plea was coerced by the court (see People v Jackson, 233
AD3d 1520, 1520 [4th Dept 20241, 1lv denied 43 NY3d 930 [2025]). In
any event, the court did not coerce defendant into pleading guilty
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(see People v Pitcher, 126 AD3d 1471, 1472 [4th Dept 2015], 1v denied
25 NY3d 1169 [2015]; People v Faison, 270 AD2d 717, 717 [3d Dept
2000]; see generally People v Brown, 14 NY3d 113, 118 [2010]).

We reject defendant’s contention that the court erred in refusing
to suppress identification evidence (see generally People v Chipp, 75
NY2d 327, 335 [1990], cert denied 498 US 833 [1990]; People v Evans,
137 AD3d 1683, 1683 [4th Dept 2016], 1v denied 27 NY3d 1131 [2016];
People v Tolentino, 16 AD3d 181, 181 [1lst Dept 2005], Iv denied 5 NY3d
770 [20057).

Finally, defendant’s remaining contention does not warrant
reversal or modification of the judgment.
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