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Jurists Attack Abuses of Right to' Pry Into Opponent's Secrets 
By Daniel B. Moskowitz 

"Discovery'" is the process by which law
yers on each side of a civil suit get details 
about tlylir opponents, invoking the author
ity of the court to force open confidential 
records and secret files. The concept is that 
a trial can run efficiently only if each side 
knows the key facts ahead of time: · But. in 
fact, discovery is often a club intended not 
to gather relevant information but to beat 
the other side into submission. 
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