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KBUSA LT Bidfein D
REVAB A TR I 33 1) 2 BER AL T

153 [ )

XL oic

7 A ) TR AR EST 2 3F 8 (mass torts litigation) 1238 W T, #i4s
BEREEOBFREGERICER T 2, KB RETROER L % 2 H#
Y E o BEEY) O R IHT O REBAN I I BE T 2 D O TH 5720,
JE 5 13 REALBH 7R T+t (discovery) TRIZE B 12 &5 W 7o IR B 1R 2 HFT 5
FF S (expert testimony) 12 & D 3IFE$ 5 Z LT B, #ED LI R
FHIAL T (challenge) Z 1T WIKEES %, R D3 EFINICECHE L 72 1 BEF AR I
2252 HRBRAATH 2 & LT, FEITN U TH L WAEILER H O F5K
R AR U 7B S 1ICAEEE 1 25 20 W (inadmissible) & FiR 3
5DTH D,

BHEIERL KGO B 2 BENIT L > THRONFIBELE5 2, £ Ok
1% OBEEREFROF 2 0B S N2 0 h, KEBERETRHFDTDH
%, W HIRBUBR AT Ry ifF Ak O AEHLBH /R Tt 12 B\ CHREEHL T E2AT o
BRITIZ WAL BRIEAFEST 200, Z I TAMTIE. AGHES LT
FEMBEOFHUBIRICE T A IC X 2 BEFVCEMETT 2, V=¥
NWAT 4 7 EEBRBENORBEIZE L WS HTE, 7748y — L oS
BT O BEFRAGI I L e HMISEES e K s BES D, Thb%
O B ClEoMicEmEs U TaroER8ENz 22 L2k D, KHE
TEAT R BFES 2 120 0—BI & 3 2,
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— BHEEANORBPIUT-BYFORE LEIC L SREIRLEMOZEE -

RS RERM & W EMRAEE £ 8T AFEEFICOWTEFENICHR
MR ZEET 2, HIZIEH Y 7 2 v=7 M TIiE, AR T SN BT
H12), YHEHEOHEI I » 2 2BREIMTONAL LEDLRT
Wz, ZoMEEREMT 2HIIRIEHE T 2 EMCEFREEE ICRES
NP, Bl Z P\ O VT OEBRRE TR, WFFEE T 2 ER F 723K
DHEtOADENEEETE 2V,

ZLT, #HEEZZOBERFIREIIN L TRRT 5. Hs RS0 =T
ZEFLITR LT, BSOS BAF L EFERE UK 20 TH 5,
IWORFEORBMHAE 13 FHEFKE L 32 L ERTFEEITFLT, &
% RRBMRIZ X D FIE LR A R L TGRS 2 D TH 5, BIRI
FnFEIRule 3513, F 2 2MRJE 3 2 BRI HSPIE £ 72 13RO & £
ZNEET 2 RAORFE THIMERIIRERL I L 2RO TWEY, #
FERBHFTE. YEEORUTITL ) ZOEBMEEZT O MaE {721,
R 2 O J kS & CHMAER L L2 RET 2 2 L1tk 3,

IITHERTVLRF LT T 2MER L BEMTH 22, WINOE
fICEBRMEZER D O BREEFHHFTOHRIIELLND, TN
19394F 12 The Italia® 12 BWT = 2 — « = — 7 MEFBH G HHT 255 L 72
N—=VTH 5, AEPIL, HHEFITHS LE 2 ohnE, PHEREL
REMEBAFOBRRECRO 2 2 LBARTHZ, Lkt 0THZ D,
—H T, WEMTo LERMEORERORE CERCEFEFHILDN
. B2 ORERNTCOROLNG, 12720, W X 2 ERiORT

(1) Cal C.C.P.§2032.020(a).
(2) Id.at §2032.020(b).

(3) Id.at §2032.020(c) (1).

(4) Fep. R. Cwv. P Rule 35 (a) (1).
(5) Id.at (2)(a) & (b).

(6) 27 ESupp. 785 (N.Y. 1939).
(7) Id.at 786.
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WO EHERLRELH 2GEICRES NG, REIWHEORELE T
DHFEED F D HY) AR (good cause) &R THIEHDH 2, Z DY) L ARHL
Lid, B0 BEBRERDSCHREFEOTBEY S ZETH Y HEEN
BRSHBEAECSED2bDEL D, Lzdio T, N CEFRKRELZIT
7R T, BERORED EMEFEANOREZLRT HOTIEL WD, #
PIRBIITIIFS L v L1tk 317,

BETH. WL 20O TIRERRE O 72 & O E A O % HHIFT O
RIZER, WY AR TS N ERMOME LR D 2w B ZHlERE TR
DTV MW, F7EHATD . ABREIT 0D 2 ERE Z L 7o E b M
FIRHS NEMTH 2 & LTdH, EHICEMSE~THLREL L
7T R WX EMORTEERT 2 2 LRFAHTH S
LHET LT3,

Z AN LUBHIEBANORBHI T -SNSHEROBRICEAL T-
2R3 5 PRI 3 X OVRE A9 75 9% (pain and suffering) 12 5% L C
b, WEBZOFERIFRISN TV I LERLTKIET 52 LTS
5, Bl 21X, FEHEY ZEBEEZ T C0IIE I O X D B R
TELILHOrLLT, BEMRREZT Lho7cZ LIT X ) ERIF
BT EFERT DD TH Do 19414EI12H Y 7 4 v = 7 MR ECHI T 1%
Christiansen v. Hollings""C. [AIZH b O AFHE 2 HSREH T 2 50

(8) Gale v. National Transp. Co., 7 ER.D. 237, 238 (N.Y. 1946).

(9) Bridges v. Webb, 455 P.2d 599 (Or. 1969).

(10) Reed v. Marley, 321 S.W.2d 193, 195 (Ark. 1959).

(11)  See, e.g., C.G.SA. §52-178a. 2D a2 F 7 v MNFIEE T, AFHETOHEER
HEFERT 2RI B TEHIT R S I ERRES R ORI EM L2 2 LTS
H, BRI THfTobN, BHEEMITHST 5 LERRELTLET I LEMATE LW
LEDTW D,

(12) Powell v. United States, 149 ER.D. 122, 123 (Va. 1993).

(13) Larsenv. New, 812 A.2d 220, 222 (Conn. 2002).

(14) 112 P2d 723 (Cal. 1941).
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FLEFAEE ST RS L 2 RET AEER IR OIS
BEAbETWD,

W IRMBEORBITEAH T 27:012, FEBAR-—VERELAT
W2 EZHREBEHFNTRESD ZMNFEL L TV IETOEERZ T
LML SRR LT, BHETIR, 20 &) HIEMIISNS % 1%
LOHETDEY =Y v Ve AT 4T AFTE D, HEFTIT X D FFHLRE

DR LRI, WD E T HITH B EHE R0 b R AR E
T2ZLREEMEI TV L2, ek b, BT, HWAR
TOEHMOSNSIZHHIRR S T B D BT 2 VTR S I
PELNDEDLLTH L, 20154ERKEHTD T XY B ITB T 5 BRAEDOEHEFE
WS g OFTRERIE, B EEE2990%, A~ — b7+ v A5B8%., L TX
TV MR H2% TH DY, FEER20124E12 1%, [R5 AFacebook %k £ D
SNSIZ#M L 7o 130 & RS ORI o REE M TS 2 2 L 2RO
) 7 3 V=7 W EHFT O¥P D 2", AEHIFTIZSNS %38 U TR
EIAME=A L oMicEBHES D o T2 EHIlT L, FIRESZ LTz T
B2, WEIEHRERITRRROME L b TH L 8EDRB L 12T
3. EHEFOMBEITNY, RboTAR—+ 74 EXT Uy M
KOFFRERM Lo 7: 2 EHEETE 2, Lo L, LROFTRRHE L
T2EFEZITCV, 20X ITREFERABEMERESRERE LTV IR
PO T TiE, SNSZK LBl o EM & BHFT 0BT 2 & v D o IxEEET
b5,

FHIPT TR A & UCSNSIZ#f S 7z A SERE I 23 2 D L LT

(15) Id. at 730.

(16)  See, e.g., National Bank of Commerce v. Shaklee Corp., 503 ESupp. 533 (Tex. 1980).

(17)  Michael Arnold & Dennis R. Kiker, The Big Data Collection Problem of Little Mobile
Devices, 21 Rich J.L. & Tech. (Issue 3) 1, 1-2 (2015).

(18) Id.at2.

(19) Mailhoit v. Home Depot U.S.A,, Inc., 285 FR.D. 566, 569 (Cal. 2012).

(20) Id.at572.
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AEMBIR TR CHV S Z L ZRBOTWS, L L, FHFTIZ X D ARG
RCTHOWLNZ RS FRORMPAIZR L 5> T 5, 20144E12IFSNS DB
TRIZDH 2 O LD 2 55, 2T X D EHFTOME RS Z iz
T2, B 1I1E, 70 Y XM R GE I TR O Palma v. Metro PCS
Wireless, Inc.®VC®H 2, A 3R FIZ o353 F5 /5 IF 95 B 2 #E 5 (Fair Labor
Standards Ac)IZHE S VW TRILVVOEREF L L EAFICHRK L :HET
Bolz, AP, BEIMFANRLMAEFLOBE L LITowTREIZ X

D SNSIZHHE & NIEROFEMBAR Z LTz 2 i3, DL L FEED
BT 2=/ —varyeXof I oEERTHDICL D Ll
7P, F 7z, SNSOKMIZF LG AFFA L R AU T 5 2 LA TE L
WHDTH D, HOEFRIEGHIEMEL TRY b N 2 IRET L ORI
DB ERTHOTREVEMNFT L™, S biz, HEHRD 2 AEHH
FAEFE T OEBRFHIZ 225 2SNS EO R EHEE T 201, MO THDLL
CHHO»22DTHD L LELZT, HEICL AR R TEIE
fLzoThH s,

B 213, Ry IOV N = 7 M FEEH K EF 5 FAIFT 12 & 2 Ogden v. All-
State Career School®™ TH 2, FfEIZ, L7 ¥ vV« NT ARV F DHEE
TH2, FHEMNSNSIERF LA vy =Y, BEZ L TET 4 OIFHUR
PEEICL OB TORIZ EITOE, ZALDFEENDRIEIZOVT
FIWr S Tz, AERRIE, SNSITHRE AFHROFTH, €27 ¥ v v -
7 ARV P OFAE LTS L O CIEE ORI & 2 0RoEE 2R
THDOITHRD . FHUBIRICIRIHCE 2 LML 720, 727i L, FELBER 2
HH WS DSSNS EDIEHRIZ 7 27 € A TS 2 pBEL OPREME LG ITE 2

(21) 18 FSupp.3d 1346 (M.D. Fla. 2014).
(22) Id. at 1347.

(23) Id. at 1348.

(24)  Id. at 1348-49.

(25) 299 FR.D. 446 (Pa. 2014).
(26) Id. at 447.
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22 EREME LI, g DSNSOEHBIRO e 01z, FEOEARN &
EX—n%, HloBlsHLRZ7u—¥y bohzHBIZ > EET X 5
RO Z DT WE L b 2T bTH D,

DlbEo e xR D, 20104F12 = 2 — - 2 — 7 M H5 BB T 1%
Romano v. Steelcase, Inc.*” . SNS EOHifG0 i & 7 OIFEED %89
TWd, REBAFEELRER L 3 2HEHBEFROFETH o 7225,
J 45 DSSNSIZH# R L 72 BT 1R R E B RO THEH L T T35 L
REnTWoTH 2, RHRIZ, SNSO7 7V > b H 5855 05
25, FEOFRIIN T 2HEOIRICE > THEIOBETHZ EELZ
1, FLT, ZOMMRBESEORN L DD TH 0T 74 Ny — (R0
RGN0, HEDSNSADT 7 e ARFED 74Ny —k DD
ERERTWD LHNIL7cDTH 2,

F 720 20134R 0T A ¥ T 4 7 MR K E I M EH T IZ B W T D
Higgins v. Koch Development Corp.®” -, SNSIZ#F& & a7z g5 L C
FEHLEE D RO T WL, A dRomanoiff & KR IZ AFEEIZ X 218
EREETROFZTH Y, FEIZIR, W, 2L CUfiicERLBELZ
J. ZORRKSZEDYaF VI T2 TELLLY, JUROE
LEBWTHERADBHN DRI T o 72 E FR LTV, FFEHFTNZ
Facebook |2 #fi S 7B D 5 b4 i L #EME D H 2  DITIRE L T,
AP R OERR TS 3 LibRTe, HEIL X VRES—EOWB 24T o
TWEOERY T 25E., BHTIHESZOFREEET 2SNS LD

@n Ia.

(28) Id. at 450.

(29) 907 N.Y.S.2d 650 (2010).

(30) Id.at 654.

(31) Ia.

(32) Id.at655.

(33) Id.at657.

(34) 2013 WL 3366278 (S.D. Ind. 2013).
(35) Id.at*2.
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WHEATF T2 L 2RO 2 LHWLIz0TH 2,
INLZHETIE, WITNOHHFT D SNSITHRM S LT S ED5, 5
HOWHACTOFEE ZRTHDOTH ), ZD70iFRER L %2 AFHEED
FEZESHROESETINCI T2 L E L2 TV, LTzdio> T, SNSIZHHL
L7zv=—nTir% . HL FTHF N L EEOBMEEL b DFFEHLIZRD |
MELHFRRZHRTE 2L TH 2,

= BBARETSANY—

BILTlEE DA > X —% v b (Internet of Things; IoT) DFEEIT L D |
ZONEMEDA Y2 =%y MTERES T, BooTwd, IHMKH
v, MEICEBEL, HfEns 2 Licksd, 20RO, IO LR
HEL L IR B L NI E 2522281202 A vx—Fy
h 222 5 IEM D TE K DIEHA, 2 LT InbDHFr o FED NGHE
SRR B L 730N T < 2 Y, 20 & 5 B o HIT i3 AR
HERAIAL > X 7 2 (Global Positioning System: GPS) 12 & 2 AL EEH b & *
2, FAOFESFIREND 12O, TR TREEZED 774N
V—DOEREPERIND Z LU D, EBICEERBICHETS vk S 5,
AEHLBR COBERIMEE 7 A Ny — O L O E RIS RS 5 2 LT
D YUHEFIT X 2 AR O ZIE0RE 51 5,

AEHLBER & 7T A Ny —DOBHRIZOW T, FHIFT X201 AT EE & D

(36) Id.

(37) Adam D. Thierer, The Internet of Things and Wearable Technology: Addressing Privacy
and Security Concerns without Derailing Innovation, 21 RicH. J.L. & Tech. (Issue 2) 1, 2
(2015).

(38)  See, e.g., Dennis Kennedy, Webbe World: Preparing for the ‘Internet of Things’, 100-JuL
AB.A.J. 29 (2014).

(39) See, e.g., Scott R. Reppet, Regulating the Internet of Things: First Steps Toward
Managing Discrimination, Privacy, Security, and Consent, 93 Tex. L. Rev. 85, 113 (2014).

(40) Jonathan M. Redgrave, Keltie Hays Peay & Mathea K.E. Bulander, Understanding
and Contextualizing Precedents in E-Discovery: The Illusion of Stare Decisis and Best
Practices to Avoid Reliance on Outdated Guidance, 20 Ricu. J.L. & TecH. 1, 5 (2014).
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1T o TE T, 19174 ICERE R SEHIFTIZE. L Du Pont de Nemours
Powder Co. v. Masland“” iz 5\ T, FFIADHFHRILA & BHE LIS
R OFHIRBIR T NS TRAV LT LYY, £ TH 2 FEEICET
LREWEZIRT 2 2 L 2IET 2 03 IHE ORERANTH D0,
BEDBFMHEEREINCD Z L LTS LHE2 0L THEY,

Du PontHliR D fER. #HlHli%IEAFIFH (in camera proceeding) %17 5
&, FEREHFTIEURFR COIME AT 5 2 & ZHIR3T 2%
B RO 2MHEMIZL o Tz, HlZ1E, 19194F 1288 6 & [m X EF L EF
Jif iZHerold v. Herold China & Pottery Co."”C. ZFHLo> /3Bl 1358 Y] 7 {43
EAOZEBHOBHEICLD, BEZOL I LHIRI LTI nD LHWTL
TW7®, 2L T, YHFEOERIFBEWEITEDL 2D THAUL, FELAB
F5e T DIEEM (voluntary) % 72 13 A ELH (compulsory) FEFLBH R 23 & D 5# L)
THDLBARTNY RERHEORIFERENEHE, LIDTZO
HNREB 1D, BEOUBHERTH - bTH Y,

19684F I AR E R AT IE, # TREMLBAR & 77 A N — O BfR
122 WTE & L 72, NAACP v. Alabama ex rel. Patterson®” T, 75 A

—RFE D Tz OFFE O B & TR 2 A O R 4 2RI fIR T &

ZWEHMILI:DTH D, E1z. WHT 288 OPBEIFET 25
I3, FRERFRIZT 2 2 & 134540 B H (freedom of association) % 4
WI LU L HBRTDTH S, & LITI98MEITIE, HilIkZH

(41) 244 U.S.100 (1917).

(42) Id.at101.

(43) Id.at103.

(44) Id.at102.

(45) 257 F 911 (6th Cir. 1919)

(46) Id.at917.

47 Id

(48)  Allyson Haynes Stuart, A Right to Privacy for Modern Discovery, 29 Gro. MasoN L.
Rev. 675, 681 (2022).

(49) 357 U.S. 449 (1958).

(50) Id. at 460, 462.
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F & o 1 B BHRFE T D 2 Seattle Times Co. v. Rhinehart® T, 5%
RO A4 ZmEI IR T 2 2 L 3FEBERD 77 4 Ny —oREI
B U, HFSHIE FHIT 0556 U 72 BRI BR Ay (protective order) 25% X4 T
Hole LHWL TV, FEMPIROHNLTHBFELEMEN L 2 L1, 4
HEBLUE=ZFO T IANY —OREIHEST 2 2 LIh 20082 OH
HTH - 727,

20 AR B IS B N TS RELB R O BRI S & & Nl REME L. Z 0k
2 Z ORNGEIREL S LT o Tz, 197640 = 2 — - 2 — 7 MEHEHIX
SHLFR IR TR © % 2 New York Stock Exchange, Inc. v Sloan®® ¢lt, £
AEBIO N NEEREIMR STV EHWT LTz, Z20HEAIZZoH-
7o 1T, MEIZE N TV NEFEREIENBRIC X 0 A S IE
NEETHLWRERED T IANY -2 BET 205 TH ™, B 212,
BHBEMAE»ERICET 2/ 2 TN E L THV 2550 A, NFF
ARSAEIBIRTTEECH 2%, 2 20, AHBIEY & 2 IFE T X S JHIHIC
B L, 2 ofIAMUICRBE & S D IR O BEMLB R S FRETH % L
HIWE L 720 TH 2, 2 D% 19924F1T1E, =¥ o v8 = 7 MB
FRH G EHI T D3R T B 5 A Division of Fichtel & Sachs Industries, Inc. v.
Haynsworth, Baldwin, Johnson & Greaves, PA.“” 25Sloan)i % 5% L .
JEHFRIZ O W T ORHBR O TEH T L TWS, ZOHBIFFHFZIC
BUIELZ24HIBEELLZVWEWD ZETH D, B TR
DREEIETEDRIEBT EL LW 2L THo1,

(51) 467 U.S. 20 (1984).

(52) Id.at 34-35.

(53) 1976 WL 169086 (S.D.N.Y. 1976).
(54) Id. at *3.

(55) Id.

(56) Id.at *4.

(57) 144 ER.D. 258 (E.D. Pa. 1992).
(58) Id.at267.
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MED X oz, BIFRS NBEHLD S AEWELEMNGR TR LTS 72
BIITIE TSI A N —DIEEH#EID - T2, FHIFTIXIRRIZ I 24 1B
L7ZEFHILICIR D BIRZRD 2 2 LIl o bIF TH %,

BEMRAESENOERHBILT

BEMORMLEEME L BEORRBERIFLROEMERES
HRTH D, BFEHIZZ DI E Z DRFED 72 O ITEMFKELE S (expert
testimony) %15 2 B EMITE 5 02, BRTZHEMSIT, BRI X
D ERANE I & IREL 3 SR PR 35 L & D ITRFREBETE 2056 T
Hbd, Ll B% < OIS RFRHRCRILS NI ELTH, Z20
FICRELE L COMEDO T Wb DAHRIEL TL £ 9 &, HFELTHi T K
RHZECT I LT 5, BENRICZ LWIERORE 2P <7291z
. HIEREH TH 2HHE B L CFEHE IS L CEELGE) D D 2 Akl o 5
HAREL 4 2,

19234F 12 2 0 > © 7 b K s S22 3R #:HIFT 13 Frye v. United States®” 12 3
W, BAED Y Y F Rk (polygraph machine) ® Sl 1F & 70 2 U 1 1f £
12 & % v v 3 RslER (systolic blood pressure deception test) 257 3 #& 512
D CREHLRE D DHIWT %47 - 72V FFRHIFTIR, MFFEE AV TH TR
FAEHRE D 2RO L b o T2 REOFEFHH T—IRIITZR S htwn
WXEEALBE D % 3R & % — % U SZ FF (general acceptance) & #E % F W T, FEHL
BEHDARETH 2 & WD R 2872 ) AP L Tid% < ot
e iz, 2oBBIE, —RVSHRFEEITES U 7o ORE 238 L T
WEVEMEE TRERS AT VOAL LT, 2 ) A< H 2EMFIC

(59) Erica W. Rutner & Lara Bueso Bach, “Indispensable” Methods for Admitting General
Causation Experts in the Eleventh Circuit, 69 U. Miami L. Rev. 999, 1000 (2015).

(60) 293 F 1013 (D.C. Cir. 1923).

(61) Id.at1014.

(62) Id.
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o THP NGO HEED RO b2 HADRD 2120 TH Y, 20
R19754F 1218, —IRAISCREEAE 2B IE 3 5 72 O FBIEMBLHIRule 702254
E STz, [MRuleid, BHHYE 703 FEFIAGRITEHEREET ICF BT
LA PRS2 L L E D ITHEOHERT) hTtolhhikaz Lt %

HI9E LTz, Z22C0 SEADSEIRRS R L L2 0 FERE L CHEETH
IE. FIEA 23RE5R 20 & 16 515 72 058 (firsthand knowledge) 12 225 % K 12D
WTOBIEETE L LEDDOTHZ,

3 F B L H HIRule 7020 il 78 2 19934 12, A 4 [ 33 & #H Fr 1
Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharms.®” T, HFKIEE 2O W T OH L ik
YRR LT, KFIZ. 2D OREFRE L THESNTRY T F v
(Bendectin) 285 AR @) BA 12 AR U 720k o0 & AR L 72 4R RIT B R B
ERIE ST LT, BEEAcRERELIA VY- XY - 77 —<
Va—T 4 ANVAEHFR S THEH L S5 L 2 ORI
HEBERLLFRTH - 72,

BLEOD Y 7 4 =7 MR K EF T BT 1%, FaR A & 3R
RYFr7FvEOMIZERBRB TV E LT, FEEOHREEN L,
eI O 9 KB GEFBHEFECHIT b UFRRER RO 3, Rits i
HSGES GEHUBE D 30 b @ & LT, FRERHIINT 2 iR L 705, &4
ElE ST I b s e, MEHIPTIE. RHERIRNR I BE 3 5 FFSREE
EITIEEL & LT OIS TEME: (reliability) 25 8 & LT, Daubert#¥ % 7
L7z ZOHEELERT 2EMHEIUTOS>oTH D, OEMFROFEZET:
BRI S N o B, D F D HMIRO R B TRk A3

(63) Anthony U. Battista, Douglas A. Latto & Erika Maurice, Reliability at the Gate to
Allow Expert Testimony or Not: A Comprehensive Overview, 43 Brier 28, 30 (2014).

(64) Fep. R. Evin. R. 702.

(65) 509 U.S. 579 (1993).

(66) Id. at 582.

(67) Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 727 FESupp. 570, 575 (S.D.Ca. 1989).

(68) Daubert v. Merrell Dow Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 43 F.3d 1311, 1321 (9th Cir. 1995).

(69) 509 U.S. at 590
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LILTOND D, FTBHEMRO RSB EETDH ) EEESD 2

EAHAICIHE T & 2w EHEE S L 00T, QEMROBMES X FRE
VEFTB L CAHS ATV 205, @S X CREINEH S W BRI
B & 72 3V LR ) 035 2 02T, @Bk X URMIZowT, 2ok
WENFESNE RERLL ST 2T, OFES X CRENSERT 2
BHEFIR IR Z T AR TV B HTH 2™, Zh b OBEMEERHE
T2 L2k D, BHEMEHROHA D ZEH T 2% (gatekeeping) 1% E %
Hote:nTH 2™,

AR E R T IZDauber tHIF 1T X 0 BT 1 M SGES 0 FELEE
THIGICERET 2 Z L RO, £ LT, 19974 D General Electric Co. v.
Joiner™ TIXEHE OB OKE & — Bt o HHFTIZHEMROFLR
THAMPEAENTV 2002 FH L, HMROMH L e n2B VT2
HEMEETE 25D ThHo 02N 2R RO -0TH 2T,
ZDHBRDINYMFEITIE, X A YEIERE 2T o 1 REYHAEFR O
Kumbho Tire Co. v. Carmichael ™ T, DaubertZ:¥E 5Bl MBI EIHE D 4 7%
59, TRTOHEMSEES ITHEM S 0 &HWT L7277, SRIERSEHT
1% 2 OFESEHFTOBMO A D 2 EH T MEE LT3 2 2 & L HH
L. BHETE2HRBIANELTOAMEET 2 L I3EZ L2 LTH
2, LS, FHSN2HHOBEME2FE T 2ERE LTEETET
HoELED 2z, HMFIEE ODaubertZiM % L < EIR 25 3 2 FEMLIC

(70) Id. at 593.

(71) Id.

(72) Id.at594.

(73) Id.

(74) Id.

(75)  Id. at 600.

(76) 522 U.S.136 (1997).
(77) Id. at 146-47,

(78) 526 U.S. 137 (1999).
(79) Id.at 147.
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WHTRELLELZT:DTHZ,

20004F O A& 2% [E 7] 7% £ 3 (Judicial Conference of the United States) i3
DaubertZE# % X U Z L& 2Kk O HFEFIFTIC B I 2 — WL @A % B
183 72, EIBFFHAAIRule 702 % YGE L 7:®Y, WIFRuleld, % 37405,
B, REER. A, S HICEE CHMKE L CHEg L ShpEEAIR. BR
FRFUTOHAZT LT 22 ETEL EHE LTz, £ L TEEKIYLEAX
S 7 DAL E BARIICHIZE L T2, aTH CIRIEMIRORIEN, BN £ 72
BEMPWHE S FEREE IO NE ZHFES &, FlirrdFE L
WEST 2D EL DT, DEHTE T LRFELE T —RITESOVIEEE. ¢
HTIREBTS 2HERLTF — RITHES VIS, # L CAIHTIFAEA b
AJF I (principle) & BEHIV AR Y FHOFEERIZEH L TV
HEHELTVWE®,

DaubertFH#E1Z & 0 | BEHEWEET 2 OHIB TIEREICHMFIESF O
HROBEIEE 2 & & bIT, UMM HKBE 2 L oML TN
T&7:%, L L. DaubertZEHELIRT D 19894F 2> 5 19934F % T O B[ 5E
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