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for the Third Circuit, Pi�sburgh; Hon. Maureen P. Kelly, U.S. District Court 

for the Western District of PA, Pi�sburgh; Dean William M. Carter, Jr., 

University of Pi�sburgh School of Law, Pi�sburgh; Robert L. Byer, Esq., 

Duane Morris, LLP, Pi�sburgh; and Dean Kenneth G. Gormley, Duquesne 

University School of Law, Pi�sburgh.�
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a	ending this program. Participants were able to 
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The PBA Federal Practice Commi�ee, Local Rules 

Subcommi�ee, is seeking volunteers to consider  
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The Judicial Conference Advisory Commi�ees on Appellate, 
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If interested, please contact PBA Commi�ee staff liaison 

Susan E�er at susan.e�er@pabar.org.�
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� In August 2013, the Judicial Conference Commi	ee on Rules of Practice and Procedure (“Standing 

Commi	ee”) published proposed amendments to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.���5(��!��!���
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� The Standing Commi	ee has approved and forwarded proposed amendments to the Federal Rules 
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Commi	ee on Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (“Advisory Commi	ee”) and are specifically designed to 
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� The Standing Commi	ee initially proposed cu	ing the presumptively permissible number of 
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� In the face of “fierce resistance,” the Standing Commi	ee withdrew these proposed amendments.  
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As the wri	en comment the Pennsylvania Bar Association (“PBA”) submi	ed to the Standing Commi	ee 

noted, “[w]hile reducing the cost of discovery is a worthwhile endeavor, a partyʹs access to justice and 
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� The Advisory Commi	ee listened.  Judge Campbell explained that “[t]he intent of the proposals 

was never to limit discovery unnecessarily,” and that “[t]he [Advisory] Commi	ee concluded that it 
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draft proposed by the Standing Commi	ee had included “the amount in controversy” as the first factor in 
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