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Appeal froma judgnent of the Monroe County Court (Janes J.
Pi anpi ano, J.), rendered Cctober 7, 2014. The judgnment convicted
def endant, upon his plea of guilty, of crimnal possession of a weapon
in the second degree.

It is hereby ORDERED t hat the judgnent so appealed fromis
unani nously affirnmed.

Menor andum  Def endant appeals froma judgnent convicting him
upon his guilty plea of crimnal possession of a weapon in the second
degree (Penal Law 8 265.03 [3]). Defendant contends that his plea was
not know ngly, voluntarily, or intelligently entered because, inter
alia, he was pressured by his famly to enter the plea agreenent and
was taking nedication to address the stress of the situation.

Def endant failed to preserve his contention for our review by failing
to nove to withdraw the plea or to vacate the judgnent of conviction
(see People v Glbert, 111 AD3d 1437, 1437 [4th Dept 2013], |v denied
22 NY3d 1138 [2014]), and the narrow exception to the preservation
rul e does not apply here (see People v Lopez, 71 NY2d 662, 666
[1988]). 1In any event, defendant’s contention |acks nerit.

Def endant’ s statenment during the plea colloquy that it was his “and
[his] fam ly[’s] decision” to enter the plea agreenent did not render
the plea involuntary (see Glbert, 111 AD3d at 1437). |In addition

al t hough defendant stated that he was taking sl eeping nedication
“because of the stress,” he further stated that it would not affect
his ability to make “a proper decision,” and “there is no indication
in the record that defendant’s ability to understand the plea
proceedi ng was inpaired” by the medication (People v Jackson, 85 AD3d
1697, 1698 [4th Dept 2011], |v denied 17 NY3d 817 [2011]).
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