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Appeal froma judgnent of the Ni agara County Court (Sara S.
Sperrazza, J.), rendered Septenber 15, 2010. The judgnment convicted
def endant, upon a jury verdict, of arson in the second degree.

It is hereby ORDERED that the judgnment so appealed fromis
unani nously affirmed.

Menmor andum  Def endant appeals from a judgnent convicting him
upon a jury verdict, of arson in the second degree (Penal Law 8§
150.15). Viewing the evidence in light of the elenments of the crine
as charged to the jury (see People v Danielson, 9 NY3d 342, 349), we
rej ect defendant’s contention that the verdict is against the weight
of the evidence (see generally People v Bl eakl ey, 69 NY2d 490, 495).
Al though a different result would not have been unreasonable, it
cannot be said that the jury failed to give the testinony, including
the conflicting inferences that may be drawn therefrom the weight it
shoul d be accorded (see generally id.). The People presented evidence
establishing that the fire was neither accidental nor the result of
natural causes, and they presented evi dence that defendant had both an
opportunity and a notive to set the fire (see People v Gardner, 26
AD3d 741, 741-742, |v denied 6 NY3d 848). Finally, the sentence is
not unduly harsh or severe.
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