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Appeal from a judgnment of the Genesee County Court (Robert C
Noonan, J.), rendered Septenber 16, 2015. The judgnent convicted
def endant, upon his plea of guilty, of attenpted crimnal possession
of a weapon in the second degree.

It is hereby ORDERED that the judgnment so appealed fromis
unani nously affirnmed.

Menorandum  On appeal froma judgnment convicting himupon his
plea of guilty of attenpted crim nal possession of a weapon in the
second degree (Penal Law 88 110.00, 265.03 [3]), defendant contends
that his waiver of the right to appeal was not know ngly,
intelligently, and voluntarily entered. W reject that contention
(see generally People v Lopez, 6 NY3d 248, 256). Defendant’s valid
wai ver of his right to appeal, however, does not preclude himfrom
chal  engi ng the severity of his sentence, inasnuch as “the record
establ i shes that defendant waived his right to appeal before County
Court advised himof the potential periods of inprisonment that could
be i nposed” (People v Mngo, 38 AD3d 1270, 1271). Nevertheless, we
conclude that the sentence is not unduly harsh or severe.
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