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Appeal from a judgnment of the Onondaga County Court (Anthony F.
Aloi, J.), rendered August 21, 2014. The judgnent convicted defendant
upon his plea of guilty of, inter alia, crimnal possession of a
weapon in the second degree.

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

Menor andum  Def endant appeals froma judgnent convicting him
upon his guilty plea of, inter alia, crimnal possession of a weapon
in the second degree (Penal Law § 265.03 [3]). Contrary to
defendant’s contention, we conclude that County Court did not err in
refusing to suppress evidence obtained during the execution of a
search warrant inasmuch as the search warrant was i ssued with probabl e
cause. “Probable cause does not require proof sufficient to warrant a
convi cti on beyond a reasonabl e doubt but[, rather, it] nerely
[requires] information sufficient to support a reasonable belief that
an of fense has been or is being conmtted or that the evidence of a
crime may be found in a certain place” (People v Bigelow 66 NY2d 417,
423 [1985]). Further, “[p]robable cause may be supplied, in whole or
part, through hearsay information” (id.). The record establishes that
the confidential informant had some basis of know edge, and the
confidential informant’s reliability was established because his
statenent to the police was corroborated by independently verified
details about the shooting that precipitated the search warrant (see
Peopl e v Di Fal co, 80 Ny2d 693, 696-697 [1993]; People v Elwell, 50
NY2d 231, 237 [1980]).
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Contrary to defendant’s further contention, the bargained-for
sentence is not unduly harsh or severe.

Ent ered: Novenber 17, 2017 Mark W Bennett
Cerk of the Court



