
CONNECTICUT

LAW
Published in Accordance with

JOURNAL General Statutes Section 51-216a

VOL. LXXX No. 14 239 PagesOctober 2, 2018

Table of Contents

CONNECTICUT REPORTS

Bennett v. Commissioner of Correction (Order), 330 C 910 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42
Dish Network, LLC v. Commissioner of Revenue Services, 330 C 280 . . . . . . . . . . . . 2

Tax appeal; claim that plaintiff satellite video company’s failure to request adminis-
trative review of audit pursuant to statute (§ 12-268i) barred subsequent request
for refund pertaining to same tax period; whether trial court correctly concluded
that gross earnings from sale, lease, installation, and maintenance of equipment
were taxable pursuant to statute (§ 12-256 [b] [2]); whether trial court correctly
concluded that gross earnings from digital video recording services and payment
related fees were not taxable pursuant to § 12-256 (b) (2); whether trial court
correctly concluded that plaintiff was not entitled to interest on refund pursuant
to statute (§ 12-268c [b] [1]).

Hall v. Hall (Order), 330 C 911. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43
Kaplan v. Scheer (Order), 330 C 913 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45
Murallo v. United Builders Supply Co. (Order), 330 C 913. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45
Nichols v. Oxford (Order), 330 C 912. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44
Randazzo v. Sakon (Order), 330 C 909 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41
Saunders v. KDFBS, LLC (Order), 330 C 915 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47
State v. Bischoff (Order), 330 C 912 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44
State v. Crosby (Order), 330 C 911 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43
State v. Dubuisson (Order), 330 C 914 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46
State v. Gerald A. (Order), 330 C 914 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46
State v. Holmes (Order), 330 C 913 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45
State v. Raynor (Order), 330 C 910 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 42
State v. Reservation Services International, Inc. (Order), 330 C 915 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 47
State v. Smith (Orders), 330 C 908, 914. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .40, 46
State v. Stephenson (Order), 330 C 908 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40
State v. Turner (Order), 330 C 909 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41
State v. Wynne (Order), 330 C 911 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43
Zilkha v. Zilkha (Order), 330 C 913 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45
Volume 330 Cumulative Table of Cases . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 49

CONNECTICUT APPELLATE REPORTS

Adkins v. Commissioner of Correction, 185 CA 139 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23A
Habeas corpus; ineffective assistance of counsel; motion to withdraw guilty plea;

whether habeas court improperly rejected claim that prior habeas counsel rendered
ineffective assistance by failing to raise claim that trial counsel rendered ineffec-
tive assistance by failing to advise petitioner with respect to his right to appeal
from denial of motion to withdraw guilty plea; whether petitioner demonstrated
that nonfrivolous ground for appeal of motion to withdraw guilty plea existed;
whether petitioner demonstrated that trial counsel had constitutional obligation
to advise him about his right to appeal; reviewability of claim that habeas court
improperly rejected claim that prior habeas counsel rendered ineffective assistance
by failing to present evidence in support of claim that petitioner’s guilty plea was
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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
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motion for modification of child support; whether claim was moot because there
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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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