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Appeal from an order of the Monroe County Court (Christopher S
C accio, J.), entered COctober 28, 2015. The order determ ned that
defendant is a level three risk pursuant to the Sex O fender
Regi stration Act.

It is hereby ORDERED t hat the order so appealed fromis
unani nously affirmed w thout costs.

Menmor andum  Def endant appeals from an order determ ning that he
is alevel three risk pursuant to the Sex O fender Registration Act
(Correction Law 8 168 et seq.). To the extent that defendant contends
that County Court erred in calculating his risk |level by inproperly
assessing points for his history of substance abuse and his failure to
accept responsibility for his crime, we reject that contention (see
generally People v Cathy, 134 AD3d 1579, 1579; People v Noriega, 26
AD3d 767, |v denied 6 NY3d 713). Furthernore, the court properly
determ ned that defendant is a presunptive |level three risk based upon
his prior felony conviction of a sex crinme (see People v Wil ker, 146
AD3d 569, 569; People v Judd, 29 AD3d 431, 431, |v denied 7 NY3d 709).

W& have consi dered defendant’s further contention and concl ude
that it is without nerit.
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