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Appeal froma judgnent of the Ontario County Court (WIIliamF.
Kocher, J.), rendered July 16, 2014. The judgnent convicted
def endant, upon his plea of guilty, of crimnal sale of a controlled
substance in the third degree (six counts) and crim nal sale of
mar i huana in the fourth degree.

It is hereby ORDERED that the judgnent so appealed fromis
unani mously affirmed.

Menor andum  Def endant appeals from a judgnent convicting him
upon his plea of guilty of, inter alia, six counts of crimnal sale of
a controlled substance in the third degree (Penal Law 8§ 220.39 [1]).
Def endant’ s contention that he was denied effective assistance of
counsel based upon defense counsel’s alleged failure to pursue a
nmeritorious speedy trial notion does not survive his plea or the valid
wai ver of the right to appeal “inasnuch as defendant failed to
denonstrate that the plea bargai ning process was infected by [the]
all egedly ineffective assistance or that defendant entered the plea
because of [defense counsel’s] allegedly poor performance” (People v
Luci eer, 107 AD3d 1611, 1612 [internal quotation marks omtted]). In
any event, it appears fromthe record before us that defendant did not
have a neritorious speedy trial claim and thus defense counse
“* was not ineffective in failing to pursue a notion that had no
chance of success’ ” (id.; see generally People v Caban, 5 NY3d 143,
152). Defendant’s further contention that the sentence is unduly
harsh and severe also is enconpassed by the valid waiver of the right
to appeal (see People v Hidalgo, 91 Ny2d 733, 737; People v Carter,
147 AD3d 1540, 1540).
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