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Appeal froma judgnent of the Genesee County Court (M chael F.
Pietruszka, A J.), rendered May 26, 2016. The judgnment convicted
def endant, upon his plea of guilty, of attenpted crimnal possession
of a controlled substance in the third degree.

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

Menor andum  Def endant appeals from a judgnent convicting him
upon his plea of guilty, of attenpted crimnal possession of a
control |l ed substance in the third degree (Penal Law 88 110.00, 220.16
[1]). Contrary to defendant’s contention, we conclude that he
knowi ngly, intelligently, and voluntarily waived his right to appea
as a condition of the plea (see generally People v Lopez, 6 NY3d 248,
256 [2006]), and the record establishes that defendant “understood
that the right to appeal is separate and distinct fromthose rights
automatically forfeited upon a plea of guilty” (id.). Contrary to
defendant’s rel ated contention, the oral waiver of the right to appea
was “buttressed by [his] witten waiver of appeal, which explicitly
enunerated the rights that were to be relinquished and [in which
def endant] acknow edged that [he] had di scussed the consequences of
the wai ver with counsel” (People v G ovanni, 53 AD3d 778, 778 [3d Dept
2008], Iv denied 11 Ny3d 832 [2008]). Finally, we conclude that
defendant’s valid waiver of the right to appeal enconpasses his
chall enge to the severity of the sentence (see Lopez, 6 NY3d at 255).
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