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Appeal from a judgnment of the Cayuga County Court (Mark H
Fandrich, A J.), rendered Decenber 23, 2014. The judgnent convicted
def endant, upon his plea of guilty, of burglary in the third degree
(two counts).

It is hereby ORDERED that the judgnent so appealed fromis
unani nously affirmed.

Menor andum  Def endant appeals froma judgnent convicting him
upon his plea of guilty of two counts of burglary in the third degree
(Penal Law 8 140.20). Defendant contends that he was denied his right
to be sentenced wi thout an unreasonable delay in violation of CPL
380.30 (1) (see People v Drake, 61 Ny2d 359, 364). Even assum ng,
arguendo, that defendant preserved his contention for our review by
objecting to the delay (see People v Washington, 121 AD3d 1583, 1583),
we conclude that it lacks nerit. “[Qnly unexcusable or unduly | ong
del ays violate the statutory directive” (People v Dissottle, 68 AD3d
1542, 1543; see Drake, 61 NY2d at 366) and, here, defendant was
sentenced fewer than six nonths after he entered his guilty plea. The
portion of that period attributable to defendant’s grand jury
testi nony agai nst a codefendant is excusable (see People v
| ngvarsdottir, 118 AD3d 1023, 1024), and another portion of that
period was attributable to at |east two adjournnents requested by
def ense counsel (see People v Brooks, 118 AD3d 1123, 1124, |v denied
24 NY3d 959). W reject defendant’s further contention that the
sentence i s unduly harsh and severe.
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