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Peter Gi. McCabe, Secretary
Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure
Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
One Columbus CircleN.E.
Washington, D.C. 20544

RE: Proposed Changes to Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure

Dear Mr McCabe:

On behalf of all of the attomneys at the firm of Kxeiudler & Kreindler LLP, I extend our

vigorous opposition to the proposal to modify Fed.-RApp-P. 32.1 to allow for the citation of

unpublished opinions. As you may know this fmn has an extensive practice in the federal

courts, both trial and appellate courts, throughout the United States and most particularly in the

courts of the Second Circuit Court of Appeals.

The proposal, if approved, will impose significant burdens on the courts and the

litigants that are not offset by any purported rationale for altering the current system. The

implementation of various circait court rules that pennit the issuance of unpublished opinions

is a sound and necessary procedure that permits the appellate courts to concentrate more fully

on the drafting of opinions that are necessary to 1he development of legal precedent. And, it

pernits counsel to concentrate on the analysis of opinions that were intended to cited and

which therefore address fully the facts and legal rationale that forms the underping of the
decision.
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Furthermore, the pending proposal which will forbid the issuance of riles that would

bar the citation of unpublished opinions but will allow the courts to deny precedential force to

them will clearly create unnecessary problems that will, in our opinion, impair the credibility

of the courts.

We strongly urge that this proposal be rejected.

Best regards.

Very truly yours.

KREIhDLER & KREINDLER

B $.

BJA/cs

'Jo


