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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, Third Department dismissed a CPLR article 78 proceeding seeking a writ of
prohibition to prevent prosecution based on an allegedly invalid search warrant issued during the
COVID-19 pandemic. The court held that prohibition is unavailable to challenge a search warrant
when the defendant has an adequate remedy through a motion to suppress and subsequent direct

appeal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether prohibition was available to challenge the validity of a search warrant used to obtain evidence
leading to a criminal prosecution.

2. Whether Rodriguez had an adequate remedy at law through a suppression motion and a direct appeal

from any resulting conviction.

HOLDINGS

1. A writ of prohibition is not available to challenge the validity of a search warrant when the evidence

obtained through the warrant leads to a criminal prosecution.

2. Prohibition lies only where the petitioner has a clear legal right and a court has exceeded its jurisdiction
or authorized power in a manner implicating the legality of the entire proceeding; even then, prohibition

is unavailable if an adequate remedy at law exists.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The extraordinary remedy of prohibition lies only where there is a clear legal right and, with respect to
pending criminal proceedings, only when a court exceeds its jurisdiction or authorized power in such a

manner as to implicate the legality of the entire proceeding” (*1)

“prohibition will not be available to challenge the validity of a search warrant” (*2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On May 1, 2020, Watertown City Court issued a warrant to search a Jefferson County residence during an
investigation into cocaine and heroin sales. The warrant was executed on May 6, 2020, and Rodriguez was
arrested. An 80-count indictment was subsequently handed up against Rodriguez and 44 codefendants, and

Rodriguez later sought suppression of the warrant evidence in the criminal case.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A warrant issued by Watertown City Court was executed in May 2020, and Rodriguez was later indicted in St.
Lawrence County on multiple drug-related charges. In April 2022, he moved to suppress evidence obtained
through the warrant, but the Acting County Judge denied that branch of the motion as untimely. Rodriguez then
commenced this article 78 proceeding in the Appellate Division under CPLR 506(b)(1), seeking prohibition; the

court dismissed the petition because suppression and direct appeal provided an adequate remedy at law.

DISPOSITION



dismissed
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