Rule 30, 31, & 33

BRANDENBERG V. EL AL ISRAEL AIRLINES (09/02/2005)

(PG 77 - “YOU HURT AN OLD LADY  / TELL US HOW” CASE)

1. This case is a play on the same theme as Umphres v. Shell Oil Co.
2. The Δ’s lawyer finally asks, “Tell me everything you think British Airways did wrong.”

3. You want to ask the old woman that question before you ask any interrogatories.  Why?

1) B/c the Δ doesn’t want the Π’s lawyers to help her craft an answer

2) You’re hoping to ‘limit her’ on her deposition 

i. You want her to tell you everything they did wrong b4 her lawyers have a chance to jump in
ii. Now, of course Π’s lawyers prepped her for her Rule 30 oral & Rule 31 written depositions, but you don’t know how well they did that

3) That way, during trial, you can ‘trip her up’ on any discrepancies
4) You then ask the Rule 33 interrogatories – you still want to know everything they’ll say at trial
