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Appeal from a judgment of the Supreme Court, Monroe County
(Douglas A. Randall, A.J.), rendered January 22, 2013.  The judgment
convicted defendant, upon his plea of guilty, of burglary in the first
degree and robbery in the first degree.  

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

Memorandum:  Defendant appeals from a judgment convicting him
upon his plea of guilty of burglary in the first degree (Penal Law
§ 140.30 [4]) and robbery in the first degree (§ 160.15 [4]). 
Contrary to defendant’s contention, the record establishes that he
knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waived his right to appeal
(see People v Bryant, 28 NY3d 1094, 1096 [2016]; People v Joubert, 158
AD3d 1314, 1315 [4th Dept 2018], lv denied 31 NY3d 1014 [2018]; People
v Slishevsky, 149 AD3d 1488, 1488-1489 [4th Dept 2017], lv denied 29
NY3d 1086 [2017]), that he understood that the right to appeal is
separate and distinct from the rights automatically forfeited by
pleading guilty (see Bryant, 28 NY3d at 1096; Joubert, 158 AD3d at
1315; Slishevsky, 149 AD3d at 1489), and that his waiver of the right
to appeal was a condition of the bargained-for plea deal, not a
consequence thereof (see Slishevsky, 149 AD3d at 1489).  We note that
defendant’s oral waiver of the right to appeal was supplemented by a
valid written waiver executed by defendant, which Supreme Court
adequately discussed at the plea colloquy by “inquir[ing] of defendant
whether he understood the written waiver,” and ensuring that “he had
. . . read the waiver before signing it” (People v Mobayed, 158 AD3d
1221, 1222 [4th Dept 2018], lv denied 31 NY3d 1015 [2018]).

We further conclude that the valid waiver of the right to appeal
encompasses defendant’s remaining contention (see generally People v 
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Lopez, 6 NY3d 248, 255-256 [2006]).
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