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EXPLANATORY NOTES

The Connecticut Law Journal is published in punched, loose-leaf pages to facilitate the ready
transfer of its contents to four specially designed ring binders available for purchase at the
Commission on Official Legal Publications, 111 Phoenix Avenue, Enfield, CT 06082-4453.

One of those binders is designed for the storage of Supreme Court opinions, a second for the
storage of Appellate Court opinions and a third for the storage of Superior Court memoranda
of decisions. The fourth binder is designed for the storage of the balance of the contents of the
Law Journal.

Updated, cumulative tables of cases for the Connecticut Reports binder, for the Connecticut
Appellate Reports binder and for the Connecticut Supplement binder are provided in every
edition of the Law Journal. Thus, only the most recent table for each of those binders need be
retained. As each bound edition of the Connecticut Reports, of the Connecticut Appellate Reports
and of the Connecticut Supplement becomes available, the loose-leaf contents of the binder for
that volume may be discarded.

Please notify the Office of the Reporter of Judicial Decisions at once of any error noticed herein.
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Hartford, CT 06106
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