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result of trial counsel’s ineffective assistance; whether habeas court improperly
rejected claim that prior habeas counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing
to claim in prior habeas action that trial counsel’s conflict of interest resulted in
petitioner’s guilty plea; whether habeas court improperly determined that peti-
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tioner had waived conflict of interest claim; whether habeas court’s factual finding
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in record.
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480); challenge to trial court’s subordinate findings in support of its determination
that defendants erected fence maliciously and with intent to injure plaintiff’s
enjoyment of land; whether trial court’s finding of absence of any real usefulness
of fence was clearly erroneous; credibility of witnesses; whether trial court erred
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with respect to finding that fence did not fit with character of neighborhood;
whether plaintiff clearly requested restoration relief in complaint; whether there
was anything in record demonstrating that plaintiff ever abandoned restoration
relief; whether relief ordered by trial court fell within statutory authority conferred
by § 52-480; whether trial court’s order was vague.
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matter jurisdiction; whether trial court had subject matter jurisdiction to entertain
motion for modification of child support pursuant to applicable statutes (§§ 46b-
1 [4] and 46b-86 [a]); reviewability of claim that trial court improperly denied
motion for modification of child support; whether claim was moot because there
was no practical relief that this court could afford defendant; whether portions of
appeal from trial court’s judgment disposing of motion for accounting and grant-
ing motion to quash subpoena duces tecum were moot; whether trial court abused
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