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Appeal from a judgment of the Monroe County Court (James J.
Piampiano, J.), rendered April 2, 2015.  The judgment convicted
defendant, upon a plea of guilty, of rape in the first degree. 

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

Memorandum:  Defendant appeals from a judgment convicting him,
upon his plea of guilty, of rape in the first degree (Penal Law 
§ 130.35 [4]).  We affirm.  Defendant contends that the plea was not
voluntary because County Court abused its discretion in denying his
request for an adjournment of the scheduled trial.  Defendant failed
to preserve that contention for appellate review because he did not
move to withdraw his plea or to vacate the judgment of conviction (see
People v Shanley, 189 AD3d 2108, 2108-2109 [4th Dept 2020]). 
Furthermore, the narrow exception to the preservation requirement does
not apply (see People v Lopez, 71 NY2d 662, 666 [1988]).  In any
event, we conclude that the court did not abuse its discretion in
denying defendant’s request for an adjournment (see People v Spears,
24 NY3d 1057, 1058-1060 [2014]; People v Brown, 159 AD2d 1011, 1011
[4th Dept 1990], lv denied 76 NY2d 731 [1990]).  “The court’s exercise
of discretion in denying a request for an adjournment will not be
overturned absent a showing of prejudice” (People v Arroyo, 161 AD2d
1127, 1127 [4th Dept 1990], lv denied 76 NY2d 852 [1990]; see People v
Bones, 50 AD3d 1527, 1528 [4th Dept 2008], lv denied 10 NY3d 956
[2008]), and here defendant failed to make the requisite showing of
prejudice.
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