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FACTS AND PROCEDURAL POSTURE


John Corenbaum and Charles Carter were injured when the taxicab they were riding in was hit by a car driven by Dwight Lampkin in Long Beach at 1:30 a.m. Lampkin ran a red light traveling at a speed of approximately 60 miles per hour, in a 25-mile-per-hour zone. Lampkin fled the scene of the accident on foot.

The jury heard evidence of the full amounts billed for plaintiffs’ past medical care and heard no evidence of the lesser amounts accepted by their medical providers as full payment pursuant to prior agreements with Lampkin. The jury awarded Corenbaum $1.8 million and Carter $1.4 million in compensatory damages and $20,000 each in punitive damages. On appeal, Lampkin argued the trial court erred by admitting evidence of the full amounts billed for plaintiffs’ medical care, rather than the amounts actually paid and accepted as full payment by plaintiffs’ medical providers.
DISCUSSION


“We express no opinion as to its relevance or admissibility on other issues, such as noneconomic damages or future medical expenses.” Howell v. Hamilton Meats & Provisions, Inc. (2011) 52 Cal.4th 541 (referring to amount billed for medical care).

1. Evidence of the full amount billed is not relevant to the amount of past medical expenses. The court held (1) evidence offered to prove a medical provider accepted full payment was not hearsay and (2) plaintiffs cannot offer evidence of the “reasonable value” of services.
2. Evidence of the full amount billed for past medical services is not relevant to the determination of damages for future medical expenses. The amount billed is not relevant to the reasonable value of future medical services because it is not an accurate measure of the value of medical services.
3. Evidence of the full amount billed for past medical services cannot support an expert opinion on the reasonable value of future medical services. The amount billed does not provide a reasonable basis for an expert opinion. (Evid. Code, §§ 801, subd. (b), 802.) The collateral source rule is violated if an expert bases an opinion on the full amount billed.
4. Evidence of the full amount billed is not relevant to the amount of noneconomic damages. There is no justification for the admission of evidence that is inadmissible to determine noneconomic damages.
Held: The trial court erred by admitting evidence of the full amounts billed for plaintiffs’ medical care. Reversed the judgments and remanded the matter for a new trial.
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The full amount billed for medical care is not admissible to prove damages for past medical services, damages for future medical care, or noneconomic damages.








