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Appeal froma judgnent of the Suprene Court, Mnroe County (John
J. Ark, J.), rendered Novenber 15, 2007. The judgnent convicted
def endant, upon his plea of guilty, of robbery in the second degree.

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

Menmor andum  On appeal from a judgnment convicting himupon his
plea of guilty of robbery in the second degree (Penal Law 8 160. 10 [ 2]
[b]), defendant contends that Suprene Court erred in refusing to
suppress statenents that he made while in custody at the police
station, before he was advised of his Mranda warnings. Although
defendant is correct that he had not been Mrandi zed when two
investigators initially questioned himin an interview room defendant
did not nmake any incul patory statenents at that tine. In fact, he
consi stently denied involvenent in the crinme. Defendant was |eft
al one for approximtely one hour before one of the two investigators
returned to the interview room at which time Mranda warni ngs were
adm ni stered and the questioning continued. Defendant made the
incrimnating statenents at issue during the second interrogation.
Contrary to defendant’s contention, we conclude that there was a
sufficiently “definite, pronounced break in the interrogation” to
di ssipate the taint resulting fromthe initial Mranda viol ation
(Peopl e v Chapple, 38 Ny2d 112, 115; see People v Paul man, 5 NY3d 122,
130-131; People v Smth, 275 AD2d 951, |Iv denied 96 Ny2d 739), and
that the court therefore properly refused to suppress the
incrimnating statenents at issue. W reject defendant’s further
chal l enge to the severity of the sentence.
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