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Court appointed experts,
responsibility for payment,
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recent and leading cases,
2:10
Daubert application in state cases
in, 2:51

SIXTH CIRCUIT

Daubert and Kumho Tire rulings,
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TRIAL

Generally, 10:1 to 10:31

Checklist for using summaries,
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Application of Rule 704, 4:2
Conclusion, selected cases, 4:3

Introduction, 4:1
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UNINTELLIGIBLE
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failure to <omply with Rule 26
requirements, 8:14

WORK PRODUCT—Cont’d

Reports—Cont’d
reasons, statement of, 8:12
statement of opinions, reasons,
and basis, 8:12
sufficiency, avoiding problems
regarding, 8:17
timeliness, avoiding problems
regarding, 8:18
““Rules of the road’’ in deposing
expert, 8:23
Spoliation, 8:8
Statement of opinions, reasons,
and basis, 8:12
Sufficiency of repatis, avoiding
problems rzgoiding, 8:17
Summary judgment, 8:29
Supplementing discovery, duty as
to, N7
Testcvidence, 8:10
Testitying experts, 8:4
Yimeliness of reports, avoiding
problems regarding, 8:18
Trial, videotaping depositions for
use at, 8:28
Videotaping depositions for use at
trial, 8:28
Withdrawal of expert, potential
ramifications of, 8:21
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