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The “officially released” date that appears near the
beginning of each opinion is the date the opinion will
be published in the_Connecticut Law Journal or the
date it was released as a slip opinion. The operative
date for the beginning of all time periods for filing
postopinion motions and petitions for certification is
the “officially released” date appearing in the opinion.
In no event will any such motions be accepted before
the “officially released” date.

All opinions are subject to modification and technical
correction prior to official publication in the Connecti-
cut Reports and Connecticut Appellate Reports. In the
event of discrepancies between the electronic version
of an opinion and the print version appearing in the
Connecticut Law Journal and subsequently in the Con-
necticut Reports or Connecticut Appellate Reports, the
latest print version is to be considered authoritative.

The syllabus and procedural history accompanying
the opinion as it appears on the Commission on Official
Legal Publications Electronic Bulletin Board Service
and in the Connecticut Law Journal and bound volumes
of official reports are copyrighted by the Secretary of
the State, State of Connecticut, and may not be repro-
duced and distributed without the express written per-
mission of the Commission on Official Legal

Publications, Judicial Branch, State of Connecticut.
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Opinion

PER CURIAM. In this action, wherein the self-repre-
sented plaintiff, Bernard Walker, seeks damages from
the defendants, Dana Supeau and Miriam Mendoza, for
an alleged violation of General Statutes § 46a-70, the
plaintiff appeals from the trial court’s judgment granting
the defendants’ motion to dismiss his complaint for
noncompliance with General Statutes § 52-46a.! Under
§ b2-46a, the plaintiff in any civil action for damages,
including the plaintiff’s present action, must return pro-
cess in that action to the clerk of the Superior Court
not later than six days before the return day in that
action. Failure to do so will result in dismissal of the
action for lack of personal jurisdiction; see Lostritio v.
Community Action Agency of New Haven, Inc., 269
Conn. 10, 31, 848 A.2d 418 (2004); without reaching
the merits of the plaintiff’'s underlying claims, if the
defendants file a timely motion to dismiss pursuant to
Practice Book § 10-31.

In this action, although the return day selected by
the plaintiff was May 17, 2011, he did not cause process
in the action to be returned to the Superior Court until
May 31, 2011, twenty days after the statutory deadline
for that purpose had come and gone. In response to
the defendants’ timely motion to dismiss filed pursuant
to Practice Book § 10-31, the court properly dismissed
the action for lack of personal jurisdiction, without
ever considering, much less ruling on, the merits of
the plaintiff’s underlying claims. Accordingly, there is
NO €error.

The judgment is affirmed.

I General Statutes § 52-46a provides in relevant part: “Process in civil
actions returnable to the Supreme Court shall be returned to its clerk at
least twenty days before the return day and, if returnable to the Superior
Court . . . to the clerk of such court at least six days before the return day.”

% Practice Book § 10-31 (a) provides in relevant part: “The motion to
dismiss shall be used to assert . . . (2) lack of jurisdiction over the person
... .” A motion to dismiss based on lack of personal jurisdiction must be
filed within thirty days of the filing of an appearance. See Practice Book
§ 10-30.




