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BANK OF AMERICA, N.A., SUCCESSOR BY MERGER

TO BAC HOME LOAN SERVICING,

L.P. v. LENORA BROMFIELD

(AC 41953)

Alvord, Moll and Bishop, Js.

Argued November 21—officially released December 10, 2019

Defendant’s appeal from the Superior Court in the

judicial district of Fairfield, Hon. Edward F. Stodolink,

judge trial referee.

Per Curiam. The judgment is affirmed and the case

is remanded for purpose of setting a new law day.

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JOSE ORTEGA

(AC 42112)

Alvord, Prescott and Pellegrino, Js.

Argued October 22—officially released December 10, 2019

Defendant’s appeal from the Superior Court in the

judicial district of Ansonia-Milford, geographical area

number five, Brown, J.

Per Curiam. The form of the judgment is improper,

the judgment denying the defendant’s motion to correct

an illegal sentence is reversed, and the case is remanded

with direction to render a judgment of dismissal.


