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EXPLANATORY NOTES
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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.
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