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Subject: Admissibility of CPR 55.14 and 55.04 – Treating Physician 

Narratives, and Rebuttal Expert Report 

Summary: With trial pending, the defendant seeks to have ruled as 

inadmissible numerous treating physician narratives (TPNs) 

and an expert rebuttal report. 

Issues: (1) The TPNs include informal chart notations, reports and 

referrals to specialists – what are the limits of acceptable 

informality in such circumstances/are they compliant with 

CPR 55.14? 

(2) The expert rebuttal report is not written according to the 

formal obligations in CPR 55.04 – is it nevertheless 

admissible? 

Result: Many TPNs are party inadmissible insofar as they contain:  

either hearsay-based factual statements; insufficient clarity as 

to “opinions” being put forward therein, or go beyond the 

opinion evidence permitted as TPNs - (e.g. opinions about 



 

 

prognosis, or about (causation) MVA impacts as explaining 

plaintiff’s injuries) and thus circumventing the CPR 55.04 

formal expert report requirements.  TPNs can be admissible 

solely to establish facts, or both facts and permitted opinions.  

The rebuttal report was ruled admissible, if rewritten so as to 

be substantially compliant with CPR 55.05. 
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