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Appeal from a judgment of the Erie County Court (Shirley
Troutman, J.), rendered October 24, 2007.  The judgment convicted
defendant, upon his plea of guilty, of criminal possession of a weapon
in the second degree.  

It is hereby ORDERED that the judgment so appealed from is
unanimously affirmed. 

Memorandum:  On appeal from a judgment convicting him upon his
plea of guilty of criminal possession of a weapon in the second degree
(Penal Law § 265.03 [former (2)]), defendant contends that his waiver
of the right to appeal is invalid because County Court failed to
inform him that the waiver would include his right to appeal from the
court’s suppression ruling.  We reject that contention.  The court
“need not engage in any particular litany when apprising a defendant
pleading guilty of the individual rights abandoned” (People v Lopez, 6
NY3d 248, 256), and defendant indicated at the plea colloquy that he
had spoken with defense counsel concerning the waiver of the right to
appeal and that he understood the rights he was relinquishing as a
result of the waiver of the right to appeal (see generally id.). 
Thus, the challenge by defendant to the court’s suppression ruling is
encompassed by his valid waiver of the right to appeal (see People v
Kemp, 94 NY2d 831, 833; People v Johnson, 60 AD3d 1496; People v
Carter, 59 AD3d 951). 
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