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Comments:

I practice employment 1aw ‘and consumer protection
law (mainly Fair Debt C l}ectlon Practices Act cases),
representing plaintiffs mwln the federal courts. I oppose the
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potential liability. Proving the plaintiff's case when
representing an individual against a company that is more
sophisticated and has greater resources is already a difficult
task. The proposed Rules 26 (b) (2) and 37(f) will

increase that difficulty and erode the rights protected by
federal employment and'consumer protection laws.
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