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APPENDIX A 

STATE OF NEW YORK COURT OF APPEALS 
———— 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, 
Respondent, 

-against- 
KAITLYN CONLEY, 

Defendant. 

GATEHOUSE MEDIA NEW YORK HOLDINGS, INC. ET AL. 
Intervenors-Appellants. 

———— 
BEFORE: LESLIE E. STEIN, Associate Judge 

———— 
ORDER DISMISSING LEAVE 

Gatehouse Media et al. having applied for leave to 
appeal to this Court pursuant to Criminal Procedure 
Law § 460.20 from two orders in the above-captioned 
case;* 

UPON the papers filed and due deliberation, it is 

ORDERED that the application is dismissed upon 
the ground that Gatehouse Media et al. does not have 
standing to file a CPL 460.20 application.  

Dated: February 13, 2019 
 at Albany, New York 

/s/ Leslie Stein  
Associate Judge 

                                                      
* Description of Order: Orders of the Appellate Division, 

Fourth Department, dated October 5, 2018, dismissing appeals 
from orders of the County Court, Oneida County, dated 
November 9, 2017 and December 19, 2017. 
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