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Appeal froma judgnent of the Ni agara County Court (Matthew J.
Mur phy, 111, J.), rendered May 3, 2016. The judgnment convicted
def endant, upon his plea of guilty, of attenpted rape in the second
degree and attenpted sexual abuse in the first degree.

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

Menorandum  On appeal froma judgnment convicting himupon his
plea of guilty of attenpted rape in the second degree (Penal Law
88 110.00, 130.30 [1]) and attenpted sexual abuse in the first degree
(88 110.00, 130.65 [1]), defendant contends that his waiver of the
right to appeal does not enconpass his challenge to the severity of
the sentence and that the sentence is unduly harsh and severe. W
reject those contentions. The plea colloquy and the witten waiver of
the right to appeal, which was signed and acknow edged by defendant at
the tinme of the plea, establish that defendant know ngly, voluntarily
and intelligently waived the right to appeal (see generally People v
Lopez, 6 NY3d 248, 256). Defendant’s valid waiver of the right to
appeal specifically included a waiver of the right to challenge the
severity of the sentence, and thus enconpasses defendant’s contention
that the sentence inposed is unduly harsh and severe (see id. at 255-
256; People v Hidalgo, 91 Ny2d 733, 737; cf. People v Maracle, 19 Ny3d
925, 928).
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