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Appeal from a judgment of the Monroe County Court (Thomas E.
Moran, J.), rendered June 28, 2021.  The judgment revoked defendant’s
sentence of probation and imposed a sentence of incarceration.  

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

Memorandum:  Defendant appeals from a judgment, entered after a
violation of probation hearing, revoking the sentence of probation
imposed on his conviction of attempted criminal possession of a weapon
in the second degree (Penal Law §§ 110.00, 265.03 [3]) and sentencing
him to a determinate term of incarceration, followed by a period of
postrelease supervision.  We affirm.

We reject defendant’s contention that he was deprived of
effective assistance of counsel with respect to sentencing.  We
conclude that “no statement made by defense counsel at sentencing
‘would have had an impact on the sentence imposed’ ” (People v
Saladeen, 12 AD3d 1179, 1180 [4th Dept 2004], lv denied 4 NY3d 767
[2005]; see People v Barksdale, 191 AD3d 1370, 1373 [4th Dept 2021],
lv denied 36 NY3d 1118 [2021]; People v Agee, 129 AD3d 1559, 1561 [4th
Dept 2015]).  Based on our review of the entire record, we conclude
that “ ‘the evidence, the law, and the circumstances of [this]
particular case, viewed in totality and as of the time of the
representation, reveal that [defendant’s attorneys] provided
meaningful representation’ ” with respect to sentencing (People v
Benevento, 91 NY2d 708, 712 [1998], quoting People v Baldi, 54 NY2d
137, 147 [1981]).

The sentence is not unduly harsh or severe.
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