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This comment is in opposition to many of the proposed changes to Fed. R. Civ. P. 
30(b)(6) as set forth by the Rule 30(b)(6) Subcommittee Advisory Committee on Civil Rules. As 
attorneys who use Rule 30(b)(6) in federal court, the State of Arkansas (whose Rule is very 
similar to the federal rule) as well as other state's versions of the rule as well. We have learned 
the hard way that these are efficient tools to gather information from organizations on behalf of 
injured people and even in corporate litigation. Based upon this, we urge the Subcommittee to 
keep in mind the original purpose of Rule 30(b)(6), which still prevails today. As you well 
know, this purpose is to prevent an organizational party from gaining an unfair advantage in 
litigation by virtue of the fact that it consists of multiple individuals. If a corporation or similar 
organization is to be afforded the privileges of personhood (which it is in every state, to our 
knowledge), it should also, to the extent possible, be bound by the rules, obligations and 
responsibilities that apply to individuals. 

When a person or group of people form a legal entity like a corporation, limited liability 
company or other entity, this entity becomes a separate person and has a life of its own and gains 
rights and privileges that are distinct from the individuals who own, operate, manage, or work for 
the entity. All of these entities are legally treated as "people", distinct from their owners or 
members, with liability generally limited to the assets of the entity. In litigation, a legal entity 
has the privilege of acting as a distinct person who can and often should does retain its own 
counsel, maintain its own defenses, present its own evidence, and select the witnesses it wants to 
testify. All of which may be completely different from the individuals who might also be parties 
to the litigation besides the entity. 

The accumulation of knowledge, employees, wealth and other resources often give a legal 
entity a great advantage over the human beings who are sometimes injured by the acts of the 
entity or who seek information from an entity to properly prepare for litigation where the purpose 
is not to be surprised, but to be prepared so that a case can be presented fairly for both sides. 
When the lawyers for a corporation depose an individual plaintiff, they generally can ask any 
question they want that does not violate a privilege, e.g. What did the plaintiff see and when? 
What did the plaintiff do to avoid the injury? Who did the plaintiff speak to about the incident? 
Who does the plaintiff blame for her injuries and why? What does the plaintiff intend to say at 
trial? 

However, without Rule 30(b)(6), the Plaintiff would be forced to sift through a maze of 
individuals within the entity and try to connect the dots through multiple witnesses to learn the 
totality of what the entity knows, believes, and what the entity will say at trial through its 
witnesses that are selected to testify. Rule 30(b)(6) is the only tool that empowers a plaintiff to 
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