GAL DISABILITIES TRAINING CONFERENCE:
QUALIFYING A WITNESS AS AN EXPERT USING THE DAUBERT STANDARD

Florida Rule of Evidence 90.702 - Testimony by experts
If scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge will assist the trier of fact in
understanding the evidence or in determining a fact in issue, a witness qualified as an
expert by knowledge, skill, experience, training, or education may testify about it in the
form of an opinion or otherwise, if:
(1) The testimony is based upon sufficient facts or data;
(2) The testimony is the product of reliable principles and methods; and
(3) The witness has applied the principles and methods reliably to the facts of the
case.
The amendment rejected the admission of “pure opinion” testimony based simply on the expert’s
experience and training where there are not sufficient safeguards to determine the reliability of the
opinion.
(1) Sufficient facts or data:
Does the expert have enough information to make the opinion reliable? The quantity of the
information necessary to support the conclusion is what matters.
(2) Reliable Principles:
What is the theory underlying the expert’s opinion and why is it reliable generally?
(3) Reliable Methods:
What processes and/or procedures to arrive at the opinion and why are these processes and
procedures reliable?
-why is it logical or how does it fit into established protocol
-Publication or peer review
-Known or knowable error rate
-General acceptance by practitioners in the field
-Professional standards
-Testability- would different practitioners arrive at the same result if following the same protocol?
-Use of methodology for non-litigation purpose

(3) Reliable application of the principles and methods to the facts of the case:
Did the expert apply the principles and methodology to the facts or data in a reliable manner?
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