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Appeal froma judgnent of the Suprene Court, Erie County (Deborah
A. Haendiges, J.), rendered January 27, 2016. The judgnment convicted
def endant, upon her plea of guilty, of assault in the first degree.

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

Menmor andum  Def endant appeal s from a judgnent convicting her
upon her plea of guilty of assault in the first degree (Penal Law
8§ 120.10 [1]). Contrary to defendant’s contention, the record
establishes that she knowi ngly, intelligently, and voluntarily wai ved
her right to appeal (see People v Bryant, 28 NY3d 1094, 1096 [2016];
Peopl e v Wal ker, 151 AD3d 1730, 1730 [4th Dept 2017], Iv denied 29
NY3d 1135 [2017]). The fact that defendant sinply answered “[y]es” to
Suprene Court’s questions does not render the waiver invalid (see
generally People v VanDeViver, 56 AD3d 1118, 1118 [4th Dept 2008], |
denied 11 NY3d 931 [2009], reconsideration denied 12 Ny3d 788 [2009]
The valid wai ver enconpasses defendant’s challenge to the court’s
suppression ruling (see People v Sanders, 25 NY3d 337, 342 [2015];
Peopl e v Kenp, 94 Ny2d 831, 833 [1999]), and her challenge to the
severity of the sentence (see People v Lopez, 6 NY3d 248, 255-256
[ 2006]; People v Carr, 147 AD3d 1506, 1506 [4th Dept 2017], |v denied
29 Ny3d 1030 [2017]).
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