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Expert Witness

Why is this important

Expert opinion is often central to the resolution of complex legal cases. Courts, arbitrators, and legal
teams rely on independent experts to provide clarity on specialist subjects, quantify damages, and test
the reasonableness of claims. The right expert can improve the efficiency of discovery, strengthen the
credibility of a case, and provide impartial, evidence-based insights that stand up to cross-
examination.

What good looks like
Effective expert witness support demonstrates:

* Independence and impartiality — opinions that
are fact-based, principles-driven, and free from
conflicts of interest.

* Credibility in court - clear, well-structured, and
consistent testimony under cross-examination.

» Specialist expertise — deep knowledge of
industries such as financial services, insurance,
investment, and superannuation.

* Robust analysis — careful, accurate, and detailed
methodologies that withstand scrutiny.

» Clarity of communication —reports and testimony that explain complex issues in accessible,
persuasive ways.

+ Collaborative input — working effectively with legal teams, judges, and other experts through
reports, joint statements, and hot-tubbing sessions.
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How McGing can help

McGing brings actuarial expertise, deep financial services knowledge, and extensive experience as expert
witnesses to provide independent supportin legal proceedings. Our services include:

* Preparation of independent expert reports.

* Expertwitness testimony in court, arbitration, or mediation.

* Joint reports and collaborative work with other expert witnesses.

* Analysis and quantification of damages, remediation, or compensation.

* Acting as inside experts, supporting legal teams with discovery and specialist insights.
* Independent peer review of external expert reports.

We are known for our structured, systematic approach, careful analysis, and ability to communicate complex
financial issues with clarity and precision.

Case Study - Bolitho v Banksia Securities Ltd Class Action:

Following findings that Australian Funding Partners Limited (AFP), litigation funders in the Banksia case,
misled the court about legal costs and funding commissions, the court required an independent expert
opinion on what would constitute a reasonable return for AFP. McGing was engaged to:

* Provide an independent report and joint report (with the opposing party’s expert) advising on a reasonable
return to AFP.
* Appearin courtto provide expert withess testimony.

Outcome:

* Leveraging McGing’s insurance and investment expertise, a principles-based methodology was proposed
for determining reasonable returns for litigation funders.

* McGing’s evidence was strongly endorsed, with the approach adopted in the court’s judgment.

* Following the case, McGing was invited to make a submission to the Parliamentary Joint Committee on
Corporations and Financial Services’ Inquiry into Litigation Funding, setting out the Principles for a
Reasonable Return for Funding Litigation in Class Actions.

\E

N\

PHONE EMAIL WEBSITE ADDRESS

Sean 0411 229 641 sean.mcging@mcging.com.au . Suite 502, 167 Queen St
https://www.mcging.com.au

Neekhil 0466 492 481 neekhil.shah@mcging.com.au Melbourne VIC 3000
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