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EXHIBIT B

ISR

6l

Vi, aupra, 80 Conn Appe at SR, 256 A 2d

4ad. I accardance with the ressoning in_Jegthal portion of the Judgment.

King, we eorplude,, that the court proper-
ly digmissed the petitioner's elaim,

(4] The peutioner next claims thal the
court. improperly ordered that the amoor
of presentence confinement credil earted
wn dockel three be reduced by eight days,
therehy lengthening his sentence by eight
days, The petitioner claims that becaose
neither the petitioner nor the respondent
raised that zsue befive the habeys cone.
the court acled witheat giving the petition-
er notiee that would afford him an ade
quate eppretanity to address the issue”
Wi ngmree with the petitioner,

Char Suprerne Clowrt bias held Thae Vit iz a
principle of natural justice of universal oh-
ligatirm. that before the rights of an indi
vidual he bwand by a judicial sentence he
shall have notice .. of the proceedings
agrainzl  him Fondamental tenels of
due process, moteover, pequire that all
persons divectly concerned in the rosalt of
an adjudication be piven reasonable notiee
and the opportunity to present their elaims
(U tatinns omitted; internsal
quolution marks omitted.}  Krowe oo Phe-
len, 174 Conne THY, 193, 423 Ad S0

(1879

or defenzes”

The vowrt enrreclly noled that the e
spondent meorrectly had calealated the pe-
Hitiner's conlinement credil,
patitioner was ot given oolice and an
opportunity 1o addeess thal ssue, however,
Lhe extenzion of the discharge date rannnt
alanud.

Becayse the

The judgment iz reversed only with re
gpect bo the extenzion of Lhe poetitioners
discharge ate by clght days and the case

2. The respondent argoes that the potinoner
weae abhiganed 1o Fides o mowcrbioser bor artic ulution
tar review of thal order.  Althongh the poeti-
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Vsl
The
jucgment. i affivmed noall olther respects

& remanded with  divection  to

In this ppinion the other judges

4% Conn Sup 387

_Lg-STANLEY SHENKER AND
ASSOCIATES, INC., et al,

n

WORLD WEESTLING FEDERATION
ENTERTAINMENT, INC.

No. X0-CY (-01509338.

caneurred.

Superior Court of Connecticul,
Complex Litigation Docket
at Htamford.

Ot 16, 2008,
Background: In procesdings on civil eom-
plaint brought by lesnsing firm aFainat
furmer elient. and nn former client’s coun
terclaims  againgt licensing  {irm,  femer
client brought motion for sanetions baser
upon sdmissions by president and  sole
coamer of plaintff firm of dizscovery abuose.

Holdings: The Superior Court, Complex

Litigation Docket al Stamfoed. Bopers, T

held that:

(1} dizmissal with prejudice of licensing
firm's dclion was appropriale sanetisn
far discovery abuse, and

iZv entry  of defaalt  judgment  against
plaintiff and in favor of defendant on
each of defendant’s counterclaims was

toner Fles o mebies by ocoorect, and that
o ot no ariculatinon ol the
urder is pecessary o o review

wirs  clenied





