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Mr. Peter G. McCabe

Secretary

Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure
Administrative Office of U.S. Courts

Suite 4-170

1 Columbus Circle, NE

Washington, DC 20544

Dear Mr. McCabe:

Lawyers for Civil Justice respectfully submits the enclosed Comments in
response to the invitation to comment on FRCP 30(b)(6). As a nationwide
coalition of corporate and defense counsel supporting improvements in the civil
justice system, our members are hands on litigators and litigation managers who
deal with the civil rules on a regular basis. '

We appreciate the action taken by the Civil Rules Advisory Committee to
address FRCP 30(b) 6 and we encourage you to call upon us if we can provide
you with additional information. Thank you for allowing us this opportunity to
express our views.

Sincerely,

Barry Bauman

Executive Director, Lawyers for Civil Justice
1140 Connecticut Avenue, Suite 503
Washington, DC 20036

Phone 202/429-0045

Encl: LCJ Comment Re: FRCP 30(b)(6)

Cc: Honorable Lee H. Rosenthal
Honorable David G. Campbell
Professor Edward H. Cooper
Professor Richard L. Marcus
Mr. Peter G. McCabe

Defense Trial Lawyers Dedicated to Excellence and Fairness in the Civil Justice System

A coalition of: DRI, Federation of Defense & Corporate Counsel, and International Association of Defense Counsel
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