
10/4/24

1

CHIROPRACTIC

Le arn  M ore Start S lid e   >

01 /36

Personal Injury
 2024

Abkarian & Associates

www.LosAngelestopAttorney.com

(855) 248-855

1

3

Abkarian & Associates

4



10/4/24

2

BAD CHART 
NOTES

5

Discrimination against 
Chiropractors
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1.15  Attorneys Are Paying 
Attention
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In Howell V. Hamilton Meats & Provisions, Inc. 

The California Supreme Court Ruled That A 

Plaintiff’s Recovery Of Medical Damages Is 

Limited To The Amount Paid By The 

Plaintiff’s Health Insurer And Accepted By 
The Health Care Provider As Full Payment. 

In Its April 8, 2013, Decision In Luttrell V. Island 

Pacific Supermarkets, Inc., The California Court 

Of Appeal, First Appellate District Held That 

The Howell Rule Applied To A Case Where The 

Plaintiff’s Health Care Was Paid By Medicare.

Howell V. Hamilton And 
Luttrell V. Island Pacific

Abkarian & Associates

The Court Of Appeal’s Decision Also 

Explains How The Howell Rule Should Be 

Applied When The Plaintiff’s Recovery Is 

Reduced Because Of His Failure To Mitigate 

Damages.

9

Howell v. Hamilton, 257 P. 3d 
1130, 52 Cal. 4th 541, 129 Cal. Rptr

01

02

Abkarian & Associates
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People v. Sanchez, 
(2016) 63 Cal.4th 665

If An Attorney Is Interested In Admitting 

A Medical Record Which Includes A 

Physician’s Opinion, That Attorney Will 

Be Required To Depose That 

Physician So As To Make The Opinion 

No Longer Hearsay. In Some Cases 

This May Have Occurred Anyway, In 

Others, This May Be An Incredible 

Burden To Overcome. At Least When It 

Comes To Medical Records, The 

Physician Is Identified And It Is At Least 

Feasible To Find And Depose Them. 

Abkarian & Associates
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Always Use Props To Explain Injury
Abkarian & Associates
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Deposition 

Abkarian & Associates

The Insurance Defense Lawyer’s Formula Is Simple

A s k  a b o u t  b o d y  p a r t / t e s t  t h a t  i s  t o t a l l y  
u n r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  r e a s o n  t h e  p e r s o n  c a m e  
t o  s e e k  y o u r  h e l p ;

A

A s k  a b o u t  i f  t h a t  b o d y  p a r t / t e s t  w a s  
t o t a l l y  n o r m a l ,  o r  i f  t h e  t e s t  w a s  
n e g a t i v e ;

B

F o l l o w  u p  w i t h ,  “ A n d  t h a t ’ s  a  g o o d  t h i n g ,  
i s n ’ t  i t  d o c t o r ? ”C

R e p e a t  s t e p s  A - C a d  n a u s e u mD

13
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Abkarian & Associates

Doctor, in your initial examination, I see you 
performed a grip strength test?Q

I didA

And how did Ms. Jones perform on that?Q

She scored a 5/5, which was normal.A

And that’s a good thing, isn’t it?Q

YesA

And I see that her neck had a full range of 
motion as well?Q

YesA

And that is a good thing, isn’t it doctor?Q

14

Deposition 
Abkarian & Associates

Q: And you took x-rays of Ms. Jones? 
A: Yes

Q: And those x-rays were “normal”, true? 
A: They were.

Q: And that’s a “good thing” – isn’t it doctor? 
A: Uh… yes.

Q: And on exam, Ms. Jones was able to fully extend her neck, true? 
(He leaves out the forward flexion, by the way).
A: Yes, she did.

Q: And that’s a good thing, isn’t it doctor? 
A: Yes.

Q:  And there was no history of loss of consciousness, was there?
A:  No.

Q:  And that is a good thing, isn’t it doctor?
A:  It is a good thing to not be knocked unconscious, yes sir.

Q:  And she did not go to the emergency room straight from the 
scene, did she?
A:  No sir.

Q:  And that is a good thing, isn’t it doctor?
A:  I suppose.

15
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Abkarian & Associates

Doctor, the patient did not go to the emergency 
room immediately after this wreck, did she?Q

It does not appear so from my review of the 
records.

A

And that is a good thing, isn’t it doctor?Q

(Doctor looks confused by the question, but 
acquiesces the first time) Uh… I guess so.A

And it looks like she came to see you 3 days 
after the collision, true?Q

Yes sir.A

And the fact that she did not go to the doctor 
the first two days after this collision is a good 
thing, isn’t it doctor?

Q

Well, I don’t agree with your inference counsel.  First 
of all, it was not a “good thing” to be involved in this 
wreck with your client.  Second, it takes at least 4 
days to get into my office as I usually am filled up and 
can’t see a lot of walk-in traffic, so the fact I saw her 
three days after the wreck means that she must have 
called my office and needed my services on day one or 
two.  So, no, it is not a “good thing”.

A

16
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Good Depo Response 

Abkarian & Associates

And doctor during the initial exam you took x-
rays, which were normal, true?Q

Yes sir.A

And that is a good thing?Q

Not necessarily, x-rays do not show soft tissue 
injuries. Even a dead man will have a normal x-
ray, so, counsel, your continued reference to all 
of these things being a “good thing” is 
misplaced, in my humble opinion sir.

A

17

Bad Deposition 

Abkarian & Associates

Doctor did you take the height and weight of Ms. 
Jones at the initial examination?Q

Yes sir.A

Is there a reason why it wasn’t documented in 
your file?Q

I realized that. My record keeping then is not as 
detailed as it currently is. Since those records, I 
have changed my record keeping style to be 
more detailed.

A

Isn’t true that according the to State Board, 
documenting a patient’s height and weight is 
mandatory?

Q

Yes sir.A

18

Bad Deposition 
Abkarian & Associates

Doctor, I see that Ms. Joes received treatment 
on from you December 9, 2017?Q

YesA

December 9, 2017 is a Saturday?Q

Is It?A

Is your office open on Saturdays?Q

NoA

How is it that Ms. Jones received treatment on 
December 9, 2017?Q

It must be a typo.A

19
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Bad Deposition 
Abkarian & Associates

Q:  Doctor,  you continued to treat Ms.  
Joes after she was released from your 
care,  correct?
A:  Yes,  she was advised to return if  she 
has f lare-ups.

Q:  Doctor,  is it  your testimony that the 
treatments rendered after date of release 
were for f lare-ups of her injuries that are 
al leged to be a result of this accident?
A:  Yes.

Q:  Doctor,  are the after-release 
treatment,  the ones for f lare ups on a 
l ien?
A:  No.

Q:  Why not?
A:  because Ms.  Jones was released from 
care.

Q:  Were those treatment free of charge?
A:  No.

20

Bad Deposition 

Abkarian & Associates

Q:  Did Ms. Jones pay for those services or was there a 
separate lien?  
A :  No, she paid.

Q:  Cash? 
A:  Yes.

Q:  Doctor, how much did Ms. Jones pay for those treatments? 
A:  $85 a visit.

Q:  Doctor, does this itemized bill reflect the treatment Ms. 
Jones received for the flare-ups after she was released from 
care? A:  Yes.

Q:  It says that she received Manipulations, Hot Packs and EMS 
on February 9, 2018?
A:  Yes.

Q:  and she was charged and paid $85? 
A:  Yes.

Q:  Doctor, I see that Ms. Joes received treatment on from you 
December 1, 2017, prior to being released?  
A:  Yes.

Q:  On that day, she received Manipulations, Hot Packs and 
EMS? 
A:  Yes.

Q:  But the charge for that visit was $165?

21

TBI not confirmed by Hospital records

22
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TBI not confirmed by Hospital records

Chiropractic report
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Video that saved our client

24

Love Tesla Videos from defendant’s car

25
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Last video of car crash

26

Uninsured/ Underinsured Motorist Claim 
Abkarian & Associates

Defendant’s Limits Patient’s Own $ 15,000

Uninsured Motorist $ 50,000

Patient Could Get Another $ 35,000

27

First Party Bad Faith

Abkarian & Associates

Insurance Regulation Title 10 and 
Insurance Code Section 790.03 (11)  
which states in part, 

The following are hereby defined as unfair 
methods of competition and unfair and 
deceptive acts or practices in the business of 
insurance: 
(11) Delaying the investigation or payment of 
claims by requiring an insured, claimant, or 
the physician of either, to submit a 
preliminary claim report, and then requiring 
the subsequent submission of formal proof of 
loss forms, both of which submissions contain 

substantially the same information.

28
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Health And Safety Code

Abkarian & Associates

DIVISION 2. LICENSING PROVISIONS [1200 - 1795]
ARTICLE 5. Standards
Section 1371

Universal Citation:
CA Health & Safety Code § 1371 (through 2012 Leg Sess)

A health care service plan, including a specialized health 
care service plan, shall reimburse claims or any portion of 
any claim, whether in state or out of state, as soon as 
practicable, but no later than 30 working days after receipt 
of the claim………

If an uncontested claim is not reimbursed by delivery to the 
claimants address of record within the respective 30 or 45 
working days after receipt, interest shall accrue at the rate 
of 15 percent per annum beginning with the first calendar 
day after the 30- or 45-working-day period.

29

Assignment Of Benefits
Abkarian & Associates

30

Assignment Of Benefits
Abkarian & Associates
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FIRST PARTY BAD FAITH
Equitable apportionment (also called pro rata sharing) of litigation expenses between insurer and 
insured has been settled law in California for more than 30 years. In Lee v. State Farm 
Mut . Auto . Ins . Co. (1976) 57 Cal.App.3d 458 [ 129 Cal.Rptr. 271], an automobile insurance policy 
included a provision requiring reimbursement of medical payments. The Court of Appeal there held 
that the reimbursement provision was valid but also that the insurer was required "to pay a pro 
rata share of attorney's fees incurred by [the insureds] in securing a settlement or recovery out of 
which the reimbursement was required." ( Lee v. State Farm Mut . Auto . Ins . Co. , supra, at p. 460.) 

In reaching that result, the Court of Appeal relied in part on Quinn v. State of California (1975) 15 
Cal.3d 162 [ 124 Cal.Rptr. 1, 539 P.2d 761], in which an injured employee, after receiving workers' 
compensation benefits, had recovered a judgment against a third party tortfeasor. This court held 
that the workers' compensation insurer was entitled to reimbursement from the proceeds of the 
judgment, but also that it was required "to bear a fair share of the litigation costs." ( Quinn v. State 
of California, supra, at p. 167; see also Summers v. Newman (1999) 20 Cal.4th 1021, 1030 [ 86 
Cal.Rptr.2d 303, 978 P.2d 1225].)

Lee v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins. Co.
57 Cal.App.3d 458 (Cal. Ct. App. 1976)

32

Assignment Of Benefits
2022 Brand New Case 

Confirming The 
Assignment Of Benefits

AN INSURED(PATIENT) Could Reasonably Expect That A Medical 

Services Provider Could Collect Payments Directly From An 

Insurer Based On A Contract Insured Signed With The Medical 

Provider

Lawris 

Dameron Hospital Association v. CSAA 

74 Cal.App.5th 796 (Cal. Ct. App. 2022) 
Reconfirms Flour Corp v. Superior 

Court 61 Cal.4th 1175

33

Assignment Of Benefits
Abkarian & Associates

34

https://casetext.com/case/lee-v-state-farm-mut-auto-ins-co-1
https://casetext.com/case/lee-v-state-farm-mut-auto-ins-co-1
https://casetext.com/case/quinn-v-state-of-california
https://casetext.com/case/quinn-v-state-of-california
https://casetext.com/case/quinn-v-state-of-california
https://casetext.com/case/quinn-v-state-of-california
https://casetext.com/case/summers-v-newman
https://casetext.com/case/summers-v-newman
https://casetext.com/case/summers-v-newman
https://casetext.com/case/summers-v-newman
https://casetext.com/case/lee-v-state-farm-mut-auto-ins-co-1?q=Lee%20v.%20State%20Farm%20Mut.%20Auto.%20Ins.%20Co.&p=1&tab=keyword&jxs=ca&sort=relevance&type=case&resultsNav=false
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letter:

35

Med Pay Letter 

Abkarian & Associates DOCTOR WILL FIGHTBACK 
1234 Court Ave., Suite 100 

Glendale,  CA  91208 
 

June 11, 2021 
 
ReFuse Tpay 
Insurance of the Cal 
1234 Insurance Road 
LA,  CA  91203 
 
RE:  Medical payment on the case of James Jones 
 Claim No.  : 123456787 
 Date of injury : 01/01/2011 
 
Dear Mr. Tpay: 
 
Enclosed please find an assignment of benefits from our patient giving our office the 
right to receive checks on his behalf.  We are also providing you with our first billing 
on the above mentioned claim.  I ask that you contact our office and verify patient’s 
Medical payment limits. 
 
You are barred “after a loss has happened,” from refusing to honor an insured’s assignment 
of the right to invoke the insurance policy’s coverage for such a loss. (Fluor Corp. v. Sup. Ct. 
(Hartford) Cal. Sup. Ct.; August 20, 2015) 61 Cal.4th 1175 [191 Cal.Rptr.3d 498, 354 P.3d 
302].  Based on the holding on the Floiur case, If you make payment to attorney knowing that 
there is an assigment, you will be responsible to pay this office another check after receiving 
this assignment. AN INSURED(PATIENT) could reasonably expect that a medical services 
provider could collect payments directly from an insurer based on a contract insured signed 
with the medical provider Dameron Hospital Association v. CSAA 2022 DJDAR 1236 
 
If your company does not allow assignment of benefits, your insured has instructed to 
put her name on the check and mail it to our office.  Finally, if the attorney has 
forwarded an assignment of benefit form, I ask that you note that your insured has 
specifically voided and rescind the prior assignments.  The only valid documents is our 
assignment. 
 
Please forward a check to our office at once under the requirements of Insurance 
Regulation Title 10 and Insurance Code Section 790.03 which states in part,  
 
The following are hereby defined as unfair methods of competition and unfair and 
deceptive acts or practices in the business of insurance: (11) Delaying the investigation 
or payment of claims by requiring an insured, claimant, or the physician of either, to 
submit a preliminary claim report, and then requiring the subsequent submission of 
formal proof of loss forms, both of which submissions contain substantially the same 
information. 
 
      Sincerely, 
      Dr. Will Fight 

36

Lien 

Abkarian & Associates

37
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Lien  

38

Division 1. General Rules 
Governing Insurance 

[100 - 1879.8]

CHAPTER 5. The Premium

Section 491

Universal Citation: CA Ins Code § 491 (through 2012 Leg Sess)

The Rating Plan Of A Motor Vehicle Liability Insurer Shall Not Provide 

For An Increase In The Premium If Based Upon An Accident In Which 

The Insured Is Not At Fault, In Any Manner, As Determined By Either 

The Accident Report Or The Insurer. In The Event The Insurer 

Determines That Its Insured Is At Fault Contrary To An Accident 
Report S Specific Finding That The Insured Is Not At Fault, The Insurer 

Shall Reach Its Conclusion Only After An Investigation

Abkarian & Associates

2011 California Code

Insurance Code

39

MD Conflict With DC Report
Abkarian & Associates

Neurologist note

Chiropractor notes

40
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41

42

Abkarian & Associates

Injury is not by direct 
application of force but is 

usually caused by rapid 
acceleration or 

deceleration of the brain 
within the skull often 

without visible external 
injuries

43
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Questions At The 

Deposition
Did the treatment ever change during the six 

months you were at the Chiropractic 

doctor’s office?

Did the Chiropractic doctor refer you out to 
specialist for your condition?

Abkarian & Associates

44

CRASH DATA 
RETRIEVAL (CDR) Or 
Tesla EVENT DATA 
RECORDER (EDR)

Abkarian & Associates

45

CRASH DATA RETRIEVAL (CDR) or Tesla EVENT DATA 
RECORDER (EDR)

46
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Civil Code 3040 
Does Not Apply To Individual Dc 
Practitioners

Abkarian & Associates

(2) One-half Of The Moneys Due To The 

Enrollee Or Insured Under Any Final 

Judgment, Compromise, Or Settlement 

Agreement.

47

Howell V. Hamilton And 
Luttrell V. Island Pacific

Abkarian & Associates

Medicals $ 5,000

Medicals $ 5,000

Verdict $ 12,000-15,000

Medicals $ 4,500-5,500

Blue Cross Payment As 
Contracted Provider $ 12,000-15,000

48

CCP 2034.210

If any expert designated by a party under 
subdivision (a) is a party or an employee of a 
party, or has been retained by a party for 
the purpose of forming and expressing an 
opinion in anticipation of the litigation or in 
preparation for the trial of the action, the 
designation of that witness shall include or 
be accompanied by an expert witness 
declaration under Section 2034.260 .

02
Any party may demand a mutual and 

simultaneous exchange by all parties of a list 
containing the name and address of any 

natural person, including one who is a party, 
whose oral or deposition testimony in the form 
of an expert opinion any party expects to offer 

in evidence at the trial.

01

Abkarian & Associates

After the setting of the initial trial date for the action, any party may obtain discovery 
by demanding that all parties simultaneously exchange information concerning each 

other's expert trial witnesses to the following extent:

Any party may also include a demand for the mutual and 
simultaneous production for inspection and copying of all 

discoverable reports and writings, if any, made by any expert 
described in subdivision (b) in the course of preparing that 

expert's opinion.

03

49
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CCP 2034.430

A treating physician and surgeon or other 
treating health care practitioner who is to 
be asked during the deposition to express 
opinion testimony, including opinion or 
factual testimony regarding the past or 
present diagnosis or prognosis made by the 
practitioner or the reasons for a particular 
treatment decision made by the 
practitioner, but not including testimony 
requiring only the reading of words and 
symbols contained in the relevant medical 
record or, if those words and symbols are 
not legible to the deponent, the 
approximation by the deponent of what 
those words or symbols are.

02
An expert described in subdivision (b) of 

Section 2034.210.

01

Abkarian & Associates

Except as provided in subdivision (f), this section applies to an expert witness, other 
than a party or an employee of a party, who is any of the following:

50

A Party Desiring To Depose An Expert Witness Described In 

Subdivision (A) Shall Pay The Expert's Reasonable And 

Customary Hourly Or Daily Fee For Any Time Spent At The 

Deposition From The Time Noticed In The Deposition 

Subpoena, Or From The Time Of The Arrival Of The Expert 
Witness Should That Time Be Later Than The Time Noticed 

In The Deposition Subpoena, Until The Time The Expert 

Witness Is Dismissed From The Deposition, Regardless Of 

Whether The Expert Is Actually Deposed By Any Party 

Attending The Deposition.

If Any Counsel Representing The Expert Or A 

Non-noticing Party Is Late To The Deposition, 

The Expert's Reasonable And Customary Hourly 

Or Daily Fee For The Time Period Determined 

From The Time Noticed In The Deposition 
Subpoena Until The Counsel's Late Arrival, 

Shall Be Paid By That Tardy Counsel.

Abkarian & Associates

51

Ochoa V. Dorado (2014) 
228 Cal.App.4th 120, 
We conclude that this includes an opinion as to the reasonable value of 

services that the treating physician either provided to the plaintiff or 

became familiar with independently of the litigation, assuming that the 

treating physician is qualified to offer an expert opinion on reasonable value.  

A treating physician who has gained special knowledge concerning the 
market value of medical services through his or her own practice or other 

means independent of the litigation may testify on the reasonable value of 

services that he or she provided or became familiar with as a treating 

physician, rather than as a litigation consultant, without the necessity of an 

expert witness declaration. 

Abkarian & Associates

You do not have to be designated as an expert as long as your 
knowledge of value of services if independent of litigation.  
We recommend that you are designated all cases.

52
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People v. Sanchez, 
(2016) 63 Cal.4th 665
“If an expert testifies to case-specific out-of-court statements to explain 

the bases for his opinion, those statements are necessarily considered by 

the jury for their truth, thus rendering them hearsay. Like any other hearsay 

evidence, it must be properly admitted through an applicable hearsay 

exception.” 

Sanchez v. People, (2016) 63 Cal.4th 665 at 685, 204 Cal.Rptr.3d 102, at 118, 

374 P.3d 320, at 333.

Abkarian & Associates

Experts can not rely on outside hearsay to testify

53

People v. Sanchez, 
(2016) 63 Cal.4th 665

01

02

Abkarian & Associates

54

Bad News
Gilman v. Dalby, 176 Cal. App. 4th 606 , 2009

A patient's personal injury attorneys owed no fiduciary duty to the holder of a medical lien on the proceeds of any recovery by 
patient against a tortfeasor who caused patient's injuries, and thus did not violate any such duty by failing to pay lienholder out 
of the proceeds from a recovery, even if the attorneys were aware of the lien, where lienholder was not attorneys' client, and 

absent evidence of any agency, trust, joint venture, partnership, or other traditionally recognized fiduciary relationship.

Patient's personal injury attorneys' mere awareness of a medical lien on the proceeds of any recovery by patient against a 
tortfeasor who caused patient's injuries did not make the attorneys escrow agents with respect to the litigation proceeds, and 

thus attorneys did not owe any fiduciary duty to the lienholder as escrow agents

55
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GOOD NEWS

Gilman v. Dalby, 176 Cal. App. 4th 606 , 2009

A medical lien on the proceeds of any recovery by 
patient against a tortfeasor who caused patient's injuries 
was a sufficient property interest in patient's settlement 
with tortfeasor for the lienholder to maintain an action 

against patient's attorneys for conversion of the 
settlement proceeds.

56

CCP 2034.210
After the setting of the initial 
trial date for the action, any 
party may obtain discovery by 
demanding that all parties 
simultaneously exchange 
information concerning each 
other's expert trial witnesses 
to the following extent:

Any party may demand a mutual and simultaneous exchange by all parties of a list 

containing the name and address of any natural person, including one who is a party, 

whose oral or deposition testimony in the form of an expert opinion any party expects to 

offer in evidence at the trial.

A

B

C

If any expert designated by a party under subdivision (a) is a party or an employee of a 

party, or has been retained by a party for the purpose of form ing and expressing an 

opinion in anticipation of the litigation  or in preparation for the trial of the action, the 

designation of that witness shall include or be accompanied by an expert witness 

declaration under Section 2034.260 .

Any party may also include a demand for the mutual and simultaneous production for 

inspection and copying of all discoverable reports and writings, if any, made by any 

expert described in subdivision (b) in the course of preparing that expert's opinion.

57

CCP 2034.430
Except as provided in 
subdivision (f), this section 
applies to an expert witness, 
other than a party or an 
employee of a party, who is 
any of the following:

An expert described in subdivision (b) of Section 2034.210.1

2 A treating physician and surgeon or other treating health care practitioner who is to be 
asked during the deposition to express opinion testim ony, including opinion or factual 

testim ony regarding the past or present diagnosis or prognosis m ade by the 
practitioner or the reasons for a particular treatment decision made by the practitioner, 
but not including testimony requiring only the reading of words and symbols contained 
in the relevant medical record or, if those words and symbols are not legible to the 
deponent, the approximation by the deponent of what those words or symbols are.

58
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A party desiring to depose an expert witness described in 
subdivision (a) shall pay the expert's reasonable and 
customary hourly or daily fee for any time spent at the 
deposition from the time noticed in the deposition 
subpoena, or from the time of the arrival of the expert 
witness should that time be later than the time noticed in the 
deposition subpoena, until the time the expert witness is 
dismissed from the deposition, regardless of whether the 
expert is actually deposed by any party attending the 
deposition.

If any counsel representing the expert or a non-noticing 
party is late to the deposition, the expert's reasonable 
and customary hourly or daily fee for the time period 
determined from the time noticed in the deposition 
subpoena until the counsel's late arrival, shall be paid 
by that tardy counsel.

59

Ochoa v. Dorado (2014) 228 
Cal.App.4th 120, 

You do not have to be 
designated as an expert 
as long as your 
knowledge of value of 
services if independent 
of litigation.  

We recommend that 
you are designated all 
cases.

We conclude that this includes an opinion as to the reasonable value 

of services that the treating physician either provided to the plaintiff 

or became familiar with independently of the litigation, assuming 

that the treating physician is qualified to offer an expert opinion on 

reasonable value.  A treating physician who has gained special 

knowledge concerning the market value of medical services through 

his or her own practice or other means independent of the litigation 

may testify on the reasonable value of services that he or she 

provided or became familiar with as a treating physician, rather than 

as a litigation consultant, without the necessity of an expert witness 

declaration. 

60

Experts can not rely on 
outside hearsay to 
testify

“If an expert testifies to case-specific out-of-court statements to 

explain the bases for his opinion, those statements are necessarily 

considered by the jury for their truth, thus rendering them hearsay. 

Like any other hearsay evidence, it must be properly admitted 

through an applicable hearsay exception.” 

Sanchez v. People, (2016) 63 Cal.4th 665 at 685, 204 Cal.Rptr.3d 

102, at 118, 374 P.3d 320, at 333.

People v. Sanchez, 
(2016) 63 Cal.4th 665

61
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Treating doctor 
designated as expert 
from day one

People v. Sanchez, 
(2016) 63 Cal.4th 665

62


