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SUMMIT COUNTY WORKERS ﬁi
COMPENSATION ASBESTOS CASES

MISC NO: 2003-00-0022
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JUDGE JOHN R. MILLIGAN

SUPPLEMENTAL
ASSIGNMENT ORDER:
GROUP 14

It appears to the court that a signiﬁcaht number of those cases governed by the Case
Management Order calling for jury trial using video evidence have been dismissed.

It also appears that the legal propriety of such video testimony jury trials is being tested
upon appeal, and that cases are not being adequately prepared for trial prior to the
assigned date for filing the video evidence for judicial review and editing. . (See
Arrington v. Daimler Chrysler Co., Summit, AC 2002-12-7384, CA-22108.)

It further appears that Group 14 cases, grouped and assigned on September 9, 2004, for
which the trial date is March 3, 2005, may be impacted by the pendency of such appellate
proceeding in other cases. According to the Case Management Order group 14 cases
are set for trial on March 3, 2005. (See In re: The Summit County Workers’
Compensation Asbestos Cases, Misc. No. MS-2003-00-0022, orders of June 24, 2003,
Doc. No. 72, as applied to all asbestos cases, Sept. 19, 2003, Doc. No. 63)

IT IS ORDERED THAT THE FOLLOWING CASES ARE ASSIGNED FOR JURY
TRIAL ON MARCH 3, 2005, AT 9:00 AM. IN THE EVENT THE VIDEO JURY
TRIAL ISSUE IS NOT RESOLVED BY APPELLATE COURTS BY DAY 100, i.e.
December 20, 2004, THESE SPECIFIC CASES WILL BE TRIED BEFORE A JURY
IN THE NORMAL COURSE AS IN OTHER CIVIL CASES.

THE CASES WILL BE TRIED IN THE FOLLOWING ORDER, AND EACH TRIAL
WILL COMMENCE ON THE NEXT HALF DAY FOLLOWING THE SUBMISSION
OF THE PRIOR CASE TO A JURY, AT 9:00 A M. OR 1:30 P.M., RESPECTIVELY.

L. AC-2004-06-3363 BRETTIV. DAIMLER CI-IRYSLER CORPORATION,
ET AL. '



2. AC-2004-06-3364, BECKER V. DAIMLER CHRYSLER CORPORATION,
ETAL.

3. AC2004-07-3865, HINZMAN V. GOODYEAR TIRE & RUBBER CO, ET
AL.

4. AC-2004-07-3895, PARMER V. DAIMLER CHRYSLER CORPORATION,
ET AL.

5. AC-2004-07-3896, BERRY V. DAIMLER CHRYSLER CORPORATION,
ET AL. ,

THE VIDEO EVIDENCE PORTION OF THE PRIOR CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER
IS ABATED FOR THIS ASSIGNMENT ONLY, AND THE BALANCE OF THE
- ORDER SHALL REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

}

/ JUDGE JORN R. MILLIG

cc:  Attorneys of Record for Group 14



