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Appeal from a judgment of the Livingston County Court (Dennis S.
Cohen, J.), rendered November 14, 2019.  The judgment convicted
defendant upon a plea of guilty of robbery in the second degree.  

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

Memorandum:  In appeal Nos. 1 and 2, defendant appeals from
judgments convicting him upon his pleas of guilty during a single plea
proceeding of, respectively, robbery in the second degree (Penal Law 
§ 160.10 [1]) and robbery in the first degree (§ 160.15 [3]). 
Defendant contends in both appeals that County Court erred in imposing
enhanced sentences because the court’s Outley warning was not part of
the plea agreement, the court failed to sufficiently warn him of the
consequences of violating the subject conditions and, in any event, he
did not violate the conditions as articulated by the court. 
Defendant, however, failed to preserve those contentions for our
review inasmuch as he did not object to the enhanced sentences or move
to withdraw his guilty pleas or to vacate the judgments of conviction
(see People v Shelton, 192 AD3d 1506, 1507 [4th Dept 2021], lv denied
37 NY3d 960 [2021]; People v Coker, 133 AD3d 1218, 1218 [4th Dept
2015], lv denied 27 NY3d 995 [2016]).  We decline to exercise our
power to review defendant’s contentions as a matter of discretion in
the interest of justice (see CPL 470.15 [3] [c]).

Defendant failed to preserve for our review his contention that
the court violated CPL 380.50 by not asking him if he wished to make a
statement at sentencing (see People v Green, 54 NY2d 878, 880 [1981]). 
In any event, the court substantially complied with CPL 380.50 by
asking defense counsel if he wished to be heard prior to the
imposition of sentence (see People v Desius, 188 AD3d 1626, 1629 [4th
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Dept 2020], lv denied 36 NY3d 1096 [2021]; see generally People v
McClain, 35 NY2d 483, 491 [1974], cert denied 423 US 852 [1975]).

Finally, the enhanced sentences are not unduly harsh or severe.
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