American Academy of Ophthalmology
Ethics Committee

Submission Form

Expert Witness Testimony

Rule 16 of the Code of Ethics

1.
Submitter
Name:

__________________________________________________


Address:
__________________________________________________




__________________________________________________




__________________________________________________


Telephone:
__________________________________________________


E-mail:
__________________________________________________

2. 
Challenged Fellow/Member
Name: 
__________________________________________________

Address:
__________________________________________________




__________________________________________________




__________________________________________________


Telephone:
__________________________________________________


E-mail:
__________________________________________________

3. 
Name of case in which expert testimony was given:



__________________________________________________




__________________________________________________

4. 
Is this case pending?

_____  Yes

_____ No


If yes, please provide details. _____________________________________

_____________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________

If no, please state how the case was resolved, e.g., jury verdict with no appeal taken, settlement, etc. ___________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________ 

 (over)

5.
Name(s) of other ophthalmologist(s) who provided expert testimony or whose records/materials were obtained and submitted into evidence in this case, if any:


_____________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________

6. 
Please attach a narrative in which you state your challenge with specificity; citing specific portions of the deposition or trial transcript with page and line numbers to reference specific concerns. 
7. 
Your submission should include two copies of the following: 

A.  A complete copy of the challenged Fellow’s or Member’s statements made under oath; this may be sworn affidavits, deposition(s), or trial testimony. 
B. Patient records, if pertinent to your challenge. (Patient records, once submitted into evidence in a trial, are considered to be in the public domain and thus no permission from the patient is needed to forward the records to the Ethics Committee for review. However, legal counsel has requested that all patient records submitted to the Ethics Committee for review be fully de-identified so as to mask the identity of the patient(s). 
C. Additional information that may be pertinent to the challenge, e.g., contrary expert opinions (this would pertain in cases where a malpractice case went to trial and opposing expert opinions were provided), and/or articles in the scientific literature that support your allegations about the inaccuracy of the expert’s testimony.
NOTE:  This form, along with your narrative response to #6 above, will be sent to the Fellow/Member against whom your challenge is filed. The challenged Fellow/Member will be asked to review the material and respond with his/her comments before the Committee proceeds to undertake a comprehensive review of the challenge.  

For your reference, Rule 16 of the Code of Ethics is reprinted below:

16. Expert Testimony.  Expert testimony should be provided in an objective manner using medical knowledge to form expert medical opinions.  Nonmedical factors (such as solicitation of business from attorneys, competition with other physicians, and personal bias unrelated to professional expertise) should not bias testimony. It is unethical for a physician to accept compensation that is contingent upon the outcome of litigation. False, deceptive or misleading expert testimony is unethical.

Thank you.

