How Communication
Makes the Difference
in Products Liability!

YOU expect
technical capability
and industrial experience
AND

Sauer Engineering

Communicates

engineering issues in easy
{0

understand terms
for both you and the jury!

We present the facts—
our reputation and integrity
depend on it!!
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How do you litigate a broken fishhook??
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Products Liability and Engineering

CAN YOUR
EXPERT

EFFECTIVELY
COMMUNICATE

THE CRITICAL
FACTS??
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Phone: 513.984.8709 Cell: 513.290.3617
Fax: 513.984.4156
Email: JoPSauer@fuse.net
www.SauerEngineering.com



Products Liability

Explore More!

EXPERIENCE

Strateqic Questions

Does this case have merit?

+ What types of analysis/testing
might be required?

+ What types of engineers
do I need?

+ Is this issue a defective
product or design?

+ Do written industry
standards exist?

Effective communication will

provide answers!
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Why did the knee joint wear out?

CD Content

Curriculum Vitae
Schedule of Charges

Testimonials/Case studies

¢ 10 yrs. experience in legal work

+ 20 yrs experience in materials, testing,
and engineering

+ Familiarity with a wide range of industries
from aerospace to commercial
manufacturing

¢ Network of engineering disciplines
available

¢ Proven reputation as expert

Mr. Janet Abaray, Esquire

“Mr. John Sauer, who testified on behalf of the plaintiffs, was
an important asset to the Plaintiffs presentation of the case.
He was very well prepared and familiar with the documents
produced in the litigation and in fact, had greater familiarity
with the details of the knee implant than did the engineers
employed by the Defendant company. His thorough prepara-
tion and poise on the witness stand was instrumental in ob-
taining a verdict on behalf of the Plaintiffs in the case.”

Mr. William Posey, Esquire

“Your analysis and explanations concerning the role of the
tank fabrication in the explosion sequence were significant
factors which led to favorable settlement of the case prior to
trial. In fact, the opposing counsel, on a variety of
occasions during deposition, tried to incorporate a series of
assumptions which were not supported by the physical
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