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CHAPTER 1. INSURERS’ SAMPLE CLAIMS RESPONSES
§ 1:1 Sample reservation of rights letter
§ 1:2 Sample declination letter
§ 1:3 Sample standstill agreement
§ 1:4 Sample insurer’s complaint for declaratory relief
§ 1:5 Sample policyholder’s complaint for declaratory relief (lead in paint)
§ 1:6 Sample settlement agreement between high-level excess insurer and

insured
§ 1:7 Copy of case management order used in consolidated environmental

coverage action
§ 1:8 Sample answer
§ 1:9 Sample cross-complaint
§ 1:10 Notice of investigation and interim reservation of rights letter
§ 1:11 Memorandum supporting demurrer to plaintiff insured’s second amended

complaint for declaratory relief and breach of contract (justiciability)
§ 1:12 Notice of motion and motion to dismiss pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6)d (with

supporting memorandum) (no duty to defend or indemnify under policies
that expired before acquisition of site in issue)

§ 1:13 Order granting insurers’ motion to dismiss and motion for judgment on the
pleadings (justiciability)

§ 1:14 Insurer’s notice of motion and motion for reconsideration (with supporting
memorandum and declaration) (owned property exclusion and absence of
third party property damage)

§ 1:15 Sample insurer complaint for declaratory judgment in Chinese drywall
coverage dispute (Builders Mut. Ins. Co. v. Futura Group, L.L.C.,)

§ 1:16 Sample Insured’s Complaint (Federal Court Action Brought Because
Insurer Refused to Defend/Indemnify Based on the Pollution Exclusion.
(Underlying Plaintiff was seriously injured by tank explosion))

§ 1:17 Background on complaint and answer in Longhorn Gasket and Supply
Company v. United States Fire Insurance Company (Texas law) (Insured
and Primary Insurer v. Excess Insurer in Asbestos Bodily Injury Coverage
Dispute)

§ 1:18 Insured’s First Amendment complaint in LGS TECHNOLOGIES, INC. f/k/a
Loma Alta Corporation and Longhorn Gasket and Supply Company,
Plaintiffs, v. UNITED STATES FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant., 2009 WL 5447678 (E.D. Tex. 2009)

§ 1:19 Excess insurer’s original answer in LSG TECHNOLOGIES, INC. f/k/a
Loma Alta Corporation and Longhorn Gasket and Supply Company,
Plaintiffs, v. UNITED STATES FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant., 2007 WL 4835716 (E.D. Tex. 2007)

§ 1:20 Primary insurer’s complaint-in-intervention in LSG TECHNOLOGIES,
INC. f/k/a Loma Alta Corporation and Longhorn Gasket and Supply
Company, Plaintiffs, v. UNITED STATES FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant., 2008 WL 5531422 (E.D. Tex. 2008).

§ 1:21 Excess insurer’s counterclaim against intervenors (primary insurers) for
declaratory judgment, LSG TECHNOLOGIES, INC. f/k/a Loma Alta
Corporation and Longhorn Gasket and Supply Company, Plaintiffs, v.
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UNITED STATES FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, Defendant., 2014 WL
10247369 (E.D. Tex. 2014)

§ 1:22 Insurer’s counterclaim for declaratory relief, reimbursement, contribution,
and right to control the underlying defense, Sempra Energy v. Associated
Electric & Gas Insurance Services, Ltd., 2019 WL 8266801 (C.D. Cal.
2019)

§ 1:23 Underlying claimant’s amended complaint for damages and declaratory
judgment against insurers in Lusher Site Remediation Group v. National
Fire Insurance Co. of Hartford, 2019 WL 4137327 (S.D. Ind. 2019)

§ 1:24 Complaint for criminal defense coverage under a pollution legal liability
policy

§ 1:25 Background on Complaint (By Insurer) for Declaratory Judgment and
Damages in KINSALE INSURANCE COMPANY, Plaintiff, v. MATA
CHORWADI, INC. d/b/a Homing Inn and Anthony Varone, Defendants.,
2023 WL 3728867 (S.D. Fla. 2023) (Trial Pleading) (Pleads Motel Insured
Not Covered for Motel Guest’s Fentanyl Overdose Caused Death)

§ 1:26 Background on Insured’s Complaint in ALOHA PETROLEUM, LTD.,
Plaintiff, v. NATIONAL UNION FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY OF
PITTSBURGH, PA, and American Home Assurance Company,
Defendants., 2023 WL 4002235 (D. Haw. 2023)

§ 1:27 Background on Opposing Pleadings (Complaint v. Answer and
Counterclaim) in Federal Insurance Company v. Shaw Industries, Inc.,
Case, No. 1:23-01367-RDP (N.D. Ala., Eastern Div)

§ 1:28 Insurer’s First Amended Complaint for Declaratory Judgment in Federal
Insurance Company v. Shaw Industries, Inc., 2023 WL 10411728 (N.D.
Ala.) (Trial Pleading)

§ 1:29 Insured’s Answer, Affirmative Defenses and Counterclaim for Breach of
Contract in Federal Insurance Company v. Shaw Industries, Inc., 2024
WL 3486270 (N.D. Ala.) (Trial Pleading)

CHAPTER 2. INSURERS’ DISCOVERY MATERIALS
§ 2:1 Sample joint defense confidentiality agreement
§ 2:2 Cost sharing and joint defense agreement
§ 2:3 Sample interrogatories
§ 2:4 Sample request for documents production
§ 2:5 Sample document selection criteria
§ 2:6 Sample deposition questions for insured’s broker
§ 2:7 Sample deposition questions for insured’s former waste hauler
§ 2:8 Sample deposition questions for insured’s former assistant plant manager
§ 2:9 Sample facility inspection form
§ 2:10 Sample division of waste mangement facility inspection form
§ 2:11 Sample fact witness deposition outline
§ 2:12 Sample insurer proposal for phased discovery in a multi-site case
§ 2:13 Second sample demand for production, inspection, and copying of

documents
§ 2:14 Sample notice of motion and motion to compel production of documents

(insurers attacking policyholders’ claims of attorney work product and
attorney client privilege)

§ 2:15 Sample notice of deposition of broker’s custodian of records and request for
production of documents

§ 2:16 Sample memorandum in opposition to plaintiff insured’s motion to compel
further responses and production of documents (drafting history; General
interpretive material; Communications among insurers; Underwriting and
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claims manuals; Promotional, advertising or marketing materials;
Lobbying materials; Reinsurance information)

§ 2:17 Second sample joint memorandum in opposition to plaintiff insured’s
motion to compel further responses and production of documents (drafting
history; Underwriting and claims manuals; Promotional and legislative
lobbying materials; Internal organization; Methods and ‘‘loss control’’
investigations; Reserves information; Reinsurance information;
Affirmative defenses; Handling of other coverage litigation)

§ 2:18 Background on E-Discovery Dispute in Scotts Company v. Liberty Mutual
§ 2:19 Plaintiff policyholder’s motion to compel in Scotts Company v. Liberty

Mutual
§ 2:20 Defendant insurer’s opposition to motion to compel in Scotts Company v.

Liberty Mutual
§ 2:21 Plaintiff policyholder’s reply memorandum in support of its motion to

compel in Scotts Company v. Liberty Mutual

CHAPTER 3. INSUREDS’ RESPONSE SAMPLES
§ 3:1 Sample notification and tender letter to primary insurer
§ 3:2 Sample demand letter
§ 3:3 Sample insured’s declaratory judgment action
§ 3:4 Memorandum of points and authorities in support of the insurers’ motion to

set status conference to streamline and prepare case for trial
§ 3:5 Sample complaint for hurricane insurance coverage
§ 3:6 Policyholders complaint—Standard flood insurance policy
§ 3:7 Policyholders class action lawsuit (complaint) under flood insurance policy

CHAPTER 4. INSUREDS’ DISCOVERY MATERIALS
§ 4:1 Sample interrogatories
§ 4:2 Sample request for production of documents
§ 4:3 Sample second or follow up demand for production of documents

propounded to all defendants
§ 4:4 Second sample demand for production, inspection, and copying of

documents
§ 4:5 Sample notice of motion and motion to compel further responses and

production of documents
§ 4:6 Sample response to defendant insurer’s joint first demand for production,

inspection, and copying of documents
§ 4:7 Sample amended notice of deposition and request to produce documents
§ 4:8 Opposition to motion to compel production of documents
§ 4:9 First set of requests for production (mold contamination)
§ 4:10 First set of interrogatories (mold contamination)
§ 4:11 First set of requests for admission (mold contamination)

CHAPTER 5. MISCELLANEOUS PROCEEDINGS
§ 5:1 Initial rule 26.1 disclosure statement (standard pollution coverage)
§ 5:2 Motion to dismiss plaintiff’s fourth cause of action (fraud/estoppel)
§ 5:3 Plaintiff’s opposition to defendant’s motion to dismiss (fraud/estoppel)
§ 5:4 Opposition to motion to disqualify law firm
§ 5:5 Plaintiff’s opposition to defendant’s motion to dismiss and to strike

complaint
§ 5:6 Mold contamination litigation documents
§ 5:7 Introduction to competing briefs on forum non conveniens
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§ 5:8 —Motion to dismiss on grounds of forum non conveniens
§ 5:9 —Policyholder’s opposition to motion to dismiss on grounds of forum non

conveniens
§ 5:10 Background on case management order bifurcating discovery, HARTFORD

ACCIDENT & INDEMNITY COMPANY, et al., Plaintiffs, v. FFP
HOLDINGS, LLC, et al., Defendants., 2015 WL 13227669 (N.D. Ohio
2015)

§ 5:11 Case management order bifurcating discovery, HARTFORD ACCIDENT &
INDEMNITY COMPANY, et al., Plaintiffs, v. FFP HOLDINGS, LLC, et
al., Defendants., 2015 WL 13227669 (N.D. Ohio 2015)

CHAPTER 6. TRIAL WORK PRODUCTS
§ 6:1 Opening statements (insurer and insured) in FMC litigation (trial No. 6)
§ 6:2 Closing arguments (insurer and insured) in FMC litigation (trial No. 6)
§ 6:3 Closing argument: Purex coverage litigation
§ 6:4 Jury instructions: Purex coverage litigation
§ 6:5 Special verdict form: Purex coverage litigation
§ 6:6 Jury instructions: Schloff Chemical coverage litigation
§ 6:7 Special verdict form: Schloff Chemical coverage litigation
§ 6:8 Insured’s motion in limine: Northrop coverage litigation
§ 6:9 Jury instructions: Northrop coverage litigation
§ 6:10 Special verdict form: Northrop coverage litigation
§ 6:11 Special verdict form: Broderick coverage litigation
§ 6:12 Trial management order: Shell coverage litigation
§ 6:13 Jury instructions: Syntex coverage litigation
§ 6:14 Proposed verdict form: Syntex coverage litigation
§ 6:15 Phase II verdict form; Syntex coverage litigation
§ 6:16 Supplemental findings of fact, conclusions of law, and judgment under rule

54(b); Northwest Steel coverage litigation
§ 6:17 The scope of an environmental coverage declaratory judgment and res

judicata: Aerojet’s motion for reconsideration or new trial
§ 6:18 Trial related documents concerning several issues in an environmental

coverage action: Boston Gas Co. v. Century Indemnity Co.
§ 6:19 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s trial brief
§ 6:20 —Plaintiff Boston Gas Company’s proposed voir dire questions
§ 6:21 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s proposed voir dire questions
§ 6:22 —Plaintiff Boston Gas Company’s special verdict forms and proposed

special jury instructions
§ 6:23 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s proposed jury instructions
§ 6:24 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s proposed verdict form
§ 6:25 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s motion for judgment as a

matter of law
§ 6:26 —Verdict on Special Questions to the Jury
§ 6:27 —Plaintiff Boston Gas Company’s application for order of final judgment

and declaratory relief
§ 6:28 —Order of Final Judgment and For Declaratory Relief
§ 6:29 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s opposition to application for

order of final judgment and for declaratory relief
§ 6:30 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s motion to certify the question

of allocation
§ 6:31 —Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s memorandum in support of its

motion to certify the question of allocation
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§ 6:32 —Insurance trade groups amicus curiae memorandum in support of
Defendant Century Indemnity Company’s motion to certify the question of
allocation

§ 6:33 Background on Opening Statements in OLIN CORPORATION, Plaintiff, v.
INA, Defendant., 2016 WL 9454870 (S.D. N.Y. 2016).

§ 6:34 Plaintiff’s (Insured’s) Opening Statement OLIN CORPORATION, Plaintiff,
v. INA, Defendant., 2016 WL 9454870 (S.D. N.Y. 2016) (Trial Transcript)
(Limited to Notice)

§ 6:35 Defendant’s (Insurer’s) Opening Statement OLIN CORPORATION,
Plaintiff, v. INA, Defendant., 2016 WL 9454871 (S.D. N.Y. 2016) (Trial
Transcript).(Limited to Notice)

CHAPTER 7. SAMPLE INSURANCE POLICIES
§ 7:1 1986 commercial general liability insurance policy
§ 7:2 1973 comprehensive general liability insurance policy
§ 7:3 Comprehensive general liability insurance policy
§ 7:4 Commercial property insurance policy
§ 7:5 Environmental impairment liability insurance
§ 7:6 Lloyd’s of London general pollution exclusion
§ 7:7 Background on environmental/pollution insurance policy forms
§ 7:8 —Pollution legal liability select policy
§ 7:9 —Cleanup cost cap insurance policy
§ 7:10 —Pollution legal liability select clean-up cost cap insurance policy

Volume 2

CHAPTER 8. SAMPLE MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT/SUMMARY ADJUDICATION (PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT)
§ 8:1 Background to competing briefs on duty to defend: impact of another

insurer’s fronting policies on CGL insurer’s duty to defend (Kimberly
Clark v. Commercial Union)

§ 8:2 Background to competing briefs on duty to defend: impact of another
insurer’s fronting policies on CGL insurer’s duty to defend—Kimberly-
Clark’s motion for summary adjudication re duty to defend (neither
policyholder nor fronting insurer has duty to share in defense costs)
(Kimberly Clark v. Commercial Union)

§ 8:3 —Primary insurer’s opposition to Kimberly Clark’s motion for summary
adjudication (fronting insurer’s policy is ambiguous and either
policyholder or fronting insurer must share in defense costs) (Kimberly
Clark v. Commercial Union)

§ 8:4 —Kimberly-Clark’s reply in further support of its motion for summary
adjudication (Kimberly Clark v. Commercial Union)

§ 8:5 Background on memoranda in support of and in opposition to motion to
transfer venue in American Motorists Insurance Co. v. CTS Corp.

§ 8:6 Insured’s memorandum in support of motion to transfer venue in
American Motorists Insurance Co. v. CTS Corp.

§ 8:7 Insurer’s memorandum in opposition to motion to transfer venue in
American Motorists Insurance Co. v. CTS Corp.

§ 8:8 Background on competing memoranda on motion for summary judgment
in American Motorists Insurance Co. v. Stewart Warner Corp.
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§ 8:9 Policyholder’s memorandum in opposition to insurer’s motion for
summary judgment in American Motorists Insurance Co. v. Stewart
Warner Corp.

§ 8:10 Insurer’s reply memorandum in support of its motion for summary
judgment in American Motorists Insurance Co. v. Stewart Warner Corp.

§ 8:11 Mold coverage dispute: Are policy provisions effective if not listed in the
binder? (Cooper v. St. Paul Surplus Lines Insurance Co.)

§ 8:12 Mold coverage dispute: Are policy provisions effective if not listed in the
binder?—Policyholders memorandum in support of its motion for partial
summary judgment (Cooper v. St. Paul Surplus Lines Insurance Co.)

§ 8:13 Mold coverage dispute: Is a two-year suit limitation provision an exclusion
or a statutorily required condition of coverage?—Insurer’s memorandum
in support of its motion for summary judgment (Cooper v. St. Paul
Surplus Lines Insurance Co.)

§ 8:14 Does the absolute pollution exclusion apply to non-traditional
environmental pollution? (Continental Casualty Co. v. Advance Terrazzo
& Tile Co.)

§ 8:15 Does the absolute pollution exclusion apply to non-traditional
environmental pollution?—Plaintiff insurers memorandum in support of
motion for summary judgment (Continental Casualty Co. v. Advance
Terrazzo & Tile Co.)

§ 8:16 —Defendant policyholders’ memorandum in opposition to plaintiffs’
motion for summary judgment (Continental Casualty Co. v. Advance
Terrazzo & Tile Co.)

§ 8:17 —Plaintiff insurers reply memorandum in support of their motion for
summary judgment (Continental Casualty Co. v. Advance Terrazzo & Tile
Co.)

§ 8:18 First party mold coverage—Does faulty workmanship constitute an
occurrence? If not, can there still be coverage? Also, what state law
applies? (Okatie Hotel Group v. Amerisure Insurance)

§ 8:19 —Plaintiff policyholder’s memorandum in opposition to defendant
insurer’s motion for summary judgment (Okatie Hotel Group v.
Amerisure Insurance)

§ 8:20 —Defendant insurer’s reply memorandum in support of its motion for
summary judgment (Okatie Hotel Group v. Amerisure Insurance)

§ 8:21 State law based claims under a standard flood insurance policy (Valentino
v. Fidelity National Property)

§ 8:22 State law based claims under a standard flood insurance policy—
Defendant insurer’s motion for judgment on the pleadings (Valentino v.
Fidelity National Property)

§ 8:23 —Plaintiff policyholders’ reply to defendant’s motion for judgment on the
pleadings (Valentino v. Fidelity National Property)

§ 8:24 Effect of no mold exclusion; several exclusions, ensuing loss, and post-
replacement diminution in value (Nuco Investments v. Hartford Fire
Insurance)

§ 8:25 Effect of no mold exclusion; several exclusions, ensuing loss, and post-
replacement diminution in value—Defendant insurer’s motion for
summary judgment (Nuco Investments v. Hartford Fire Insurance)

§ 8:26 —Plaintiff’s opposition brief in response to defendants motion for
summary judgment (Nuco Investments v. Hartford Fire Insurance)

§ 8:27 —Defendant insurer’s reply brief in support of its motion for summary
judgment (Nuco Investments v. Hartford Fire Insurance)

§ 8:28 The “sudden and accidental” pollution exclusion and the duty to defend
(Bolton v. Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co.)
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§ 8:29 The “sudden and accidental” pollution exclusion and the duty to defend—
Plaintiff policyholder’s motion for summary judgment as to duty to
defend (Bolton v. Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co.)

§ 8:30 —Defendant insurer’s motion for summary judgment and supporting
memorandum (Bolton v. Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co.)

§ 8:31 —Defendant insurer’s reply to plaintiff’s opposition to motion for
summary judgment (Bolton v. Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Co.)

§ 8:32 Is PCE contamination from a dry cleaning business traditional
environmental pollution and is therefore coverage barred by the absolute
pollution exclusion? (Lewis v. Hartford Casualty Insurance Co.)

§ 8:33 Is PCE contamination from a dry cleaning business traditional
environmental pollution and is therefore coverage barred by the absolute
pollution exclusion?—Defendant insurer’s motion to dismiss and
supporting memorandum (Lewis v. Hartford Casualty Insurance Co.)

§ 8:34 —Plaintiff policyholder’s opposition to defendant’s motion to dismiss
(Lewis v. Hartford Casualty Insurance Co.)

§ 8:35 —Defendant insurers reply in support of motion to dismiss (Lewis v.
Hartford Casualty Insurance Co.)

§ 8:36 Interpretation of: anti-assignment clause; state’s direct action statute, and
claims-made specialized pollution liability policy’s definitions of (a)
‘‘covered operations, (b) ‘‘job site’’, (c) exclusion for prior knowledge of
pollution, and (d) differentiation between leaks (for purposes of
determining trigger of coverage)

§ 8:37 Memorandum in support of insurer’s motion to dismiss under FRCP Rule
12(b)(6) (R.L. Vallee v. American International Specialty Lines Insurance
Co.)

§ 8:38 Policyholder’s memorandum in opposition to insurer’s motion to dismiss
under FRCP Rule 12(b)(6) (R.L. Vallee v. American International
Specialty Lines Insurance Co.)

§ 8:39 Insurer’s reply memorandum in support of its motion to dismiss under
FRCP Rule 12(b)(6) (R.L. Vallee v. American International Specialty
Lines Insurance Co.)

§ 8:40 Interpretation of the ‘‘sudden and accidental’’ pollution exclusion (Barrett
Paving Materials v. Continental Insurance Co.)

§ 8:41 Policyholder’s (plaintiff’s) memorandum in support of motion for partial
summary judgment on the duty to defend (despite ‘‘sudden and
accidental’’) pollution exclusion (Barrett Paving Materials v. Continental
Insurance Co.)

§ 8:42 Insurer’s (defendant’s) opposition to policyholder’s motion for partial
summary judgment on the duty to defend (Barrett Paving Materials v.
Continental Insurance Co.)

§ 8:43 Policyholder’s (plaintiff’s) reply memorandum in support of motion for
partial summary judgment on the duty to defend (Barrett Paving
Materials v. Continental Insurance Co.)

§ 8:44 The mold exclusion and the efficient proximate cause doctrine (Kelly v.
Farmers Insurance Co.)

§ 8:45 Insured’s (defendant’s) motion for summary judgment (based on mold
exclusion) (Kelly v. Farmers Insurance Co.)

§ 8:46 Insured’s (defendant’s) motion to reconsider the court’s order denying
summary judgment (Kelly v. Farmers Insurance Co.)

§ 8:47 Policyholder’s (plaintiff’s) response and objection to defendant’s (insurer’s)
motion to reconsider the court’s order denying summary judgment (Kelly
v. Farmers Insurance Co.)

§ 8:48 Insurer’s (defendant’s) reply brief in support of its motion to reconsider
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the court’s order denying summary judgment (Kelly v. Farmers
Insurance Co.)

§ 8:49 Modern pollution liability policies and the duty to defend (Continental
Carbon Co. v. American International Specialty Lines Insurance)

§ 8:50 Insurer’s (defendant’s) reply memorandum in support of its cross-motion
for summary judgment (no duty to defend) (Continental Carbon Co. v.
American International Specialty Lines Insurance)

§ 8:51 Policyholder’s (plaintiff’s) memorandum in support of its motion for
partial summary judgment (duty to defend) (Continental Carbon Co. v.
American International Specialty Lines Insurance)

§ 8:52 Background on long-tail insurance coverage case Continental Casualty Co.
v. Employers Insurance Co. of Wausau

§ 8:53 Plaintiff Continental’s proposed findings of facts and conclusions of law:
Continental Casualty Co. v. Employers Insurance Co. of Wausau

§ 8:54 Defendant class’ opposition to Plaintiff Continental’s proposed findings of
fact and conclusions of law: Continental Casualty Co. v. Employers
Insurance Co. of Wausau

§ 8:55 Defendant class’ memorandum in support of its proposed findings of facts
and conclusions of law: Continental Casualty Co. v. Employers Insurance
Co. of Wausau

§ 8:56 Plaintiff Continental’s response to Defendant class’ and OneBeacon’s
proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law: Continental Casualty
Co. v. Employers Insurance Co. of Wausau

§ 8:57 Background on briefs from McGregor v. Allamerica Insurance Co.
§ 8:58 Opening brief of Defendant/Appellant insurer Allamerica Insurance:

McGregor v. Allamerica Insurance Co.
§ 8:59 Reply brief of Defendant/Appellant insurer Allamerica Insurance:

McGregor v. Allamerica Insurance Co.
§ 8:60 Appellate brief of amicus curiae, Complex Insurance Claims Litigation

Association: McGregor v. Allamerica Insurance Co.
§ 8:61 Background on competing briefs in Weyerhauser Co. v. Fireman’s Fund

Ins. Co.
§ 8:62 Weyerhauser’s amended motion for partial summary judgment regarding

allocation to fronting policies: Weyerhauser Co. v. Fireman’s Fund Ins.
Co.

§ 8:63 Fireman’s Fund’s response to Weyerhauser’s amended motion for partial
summary judgment regarding allocation to fronting policies: Weyerhauser
Co. v. Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co.

§ 8:64 Fireman’s Fund’s cross-motion for partial summary judgment re:
insurance policies issued by third-party defendants: Weyerhauser Co. v.
Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co.

§ 8:65 Weyerhauser’s opposition to Fireman’s Fund’s cross-motion for summary
judgment re: insurance policies issued by third-party defendants:
Weyerhauser Co. v. Fireman’s Fund Ins. Co.

§ 8:66 Background on briefs in Scotts Company v. Liberty Mutual (attempted
rescission of environmental insurance coverage claims settlement
agreement)

§ 8:67 Defendant insurer’s motion for summary judgment in Scotts Company v.
Liberty Mutual

§ 8:68 Plaintiff policyholder’s opposition to insurer’s motion for summary
judgment in Scotts Company v. Liberty Mutual

§ 8:69 Insurer’s reply in support of its motion for summary judgment in Scotts
Company v. Liberty Mutual

§ 8:70 Background on competing briefs in RSR Corp. v. International Insurance
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Co. (should an eil insurer receive a credit for policyholder’s settlements
with cgl insurers?)

§ 8:71 Plaintiff policyholder’s opposition memorandum to the insurer’s motion for
summary judgment in RSR Corp. v. International Ins. Co.

§ 8:72 Plaintiff policyholder’s memorandum in support of its motion for partial
summary judgment in RSR Corp. v. International Ins. Co.

§ 8:73 Plaintiff policyholder’s reply memorandum in support of its motion for
unsuccessful motion for partial summary judgment in RSR Corp. v.
International Ins. Co.

§ 8:74 Background on Competing Briefs in N. Yamhill Station, LLC v. Great
American Alliance Insurance Co. (Modern Pollution Liability Claims
Made Policy)

§ 8:75 Insurer’s memorandum in support of its motion for summary judgment:
North Yamhill Station, LLC v. Great American Alliance Insurance Co.

§ 8:76 Policyholder’s memorandum in opposition to insurer’s motion for
summary judgment: North Yamhill Station, LLC v. Great American
Alliance Insurance Co.

§ 8:77 Insurer’s reply memorandum: North Yamhill Station, LLC v. Great
American Alliance Insurance Co.

§ 8:78 Background on Competing Briefs in Boston Gas Co. v. Century Indem. Co.
(Allocation)

§ 8:79 Opening brief of the defendant-appellant, Century Indemnity Company in
Boston Gas Co. v. Century Indem. Co.

§ 8:80 Brief for the plaintiff-appellee, Boston Gas Company in Boston Gas Co. v.
Century Indem. Co.

§ 8:81 Reply brief of defendant-appellant, Century Indemnify Company in Boston
Gas Co. v. Century Indem. Co.

§ 8:82 Background on competing briefs in NGM Ins. Co. v. Carolinas Power
Wash & Painting, LLC

§ 8:83 Memorandum In Support of Insurer’s Motion for Summary Judgment
(NGM Insurance Company v. Carolina’s Power Wash & Painting, LLC)

§ 8:84 Memorandum in Opposition to Insurer’s Motion for Summary Judgment
(NGM Insurance Company v. Carolina’s Power Wash & Painting, LLC)

§ 8:85 Background on Defendant Insurer’s Briefs in Peace College of Raleigh,
Inc. v. American Interim Specialty Lines Co. (Unpublished)

§ 8:86 Defendant Insurer’s Memorandum in Support of its Cross-Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment and Opposition to Policyholder’s Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment

§ 8:87 Defendant Insurer’s Reply in Support of its Cross- Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment and Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment

§ 8:88 Background on Competing Briefs in LSG Technologies, Inc v. U.S. Fire
Ins. Co.

§ 8:89 Memorandum of Primary Insurer (Trinity) in Support of its Motion for
Summary Judgment and Response to Defendant U.S. Fire Insurance
Company’s Motion for Summary Judgment

§ 8:90 Memorandum of Excess Insurer (U.S. Fire) in Support of its Motion for
Summary Judgment Against Plaintiffs (Policyholders)

§ 8:91 Memorandum of Excess Insurer (U.S. Fire) in Support of its Motion for
Summary Judgment Against Intervenor, Trinity (Primary Insurer)

§ 8:92 Memorandum in Support of Policyholder’s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment

§ 8:93 Background on Competing Briefs (§ 8:90-§ 8:92 in Prime Tanning Co., Inc.
v. Liberty Mut. Ins. Co.
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§ 8:94 Insurer’s motion for summary, Prime Tanning Co., Inc. v. Liberty Mut.
Ins. Co.

§ 8:95 Policyholder’s Opposition Memorandum of Law to Insurer’s Motion for
Summary Judgment, Prime Tanning v. Liberty Mutual

§ 8:96 Reply motion of law in support of insurer’s motion for summary judgment,
Prime Tanning v. Liberty Mutual

§ 8:97 Background on Competing Briefs (§ 8:86-§ 8:88) in Travco Ins., Co. v.
Ward

§ 8:98 Insurer’s Memorandum In Support of Insurer’s Motion for Summary
Judgment, Travco Ins. C. v. Ward

§ 8:99 Policyholder’s Memorandum in Opposition to Insurer’s Motion for
Summary Judgment, Travco Ins. Co. v. Ward

§ 8:100 Insurer’s Reply Memorandum in Support of its Motion for Summary
Judgment, Travco Ins. Co. v. Ward

§ 8:101 Background on Competing Briefs in Mt. Hawley Ins. Co. v. Dania
Distribution Centre, Ltd., 763 F. Supp. 2d 1359 (S.D. Fla. 2011)

§ 8:102 Insurer’s memorandum in support of its Motion for Summary Judgment
(Mt. Hawley Ins. Co. v. Dania Distribution Centre, Ltd.), 2010 WL
4801744 (S.D. Fla.)

§ 8:103 Policyholder’s memorandum in opposition to Insurer’s Motion for
Summary Judgment (Mt. Hawley Ins. Co. v. Dania Distribution Centre,
Ltd.), 2010 WL 4801748 (S.D. Fla.)

§ 8:104 Insurer’s Reply Memorandum in Support of Its Motion for Summary
Judgment (Mt. Hawley Ins. Co. v. Dania Distribution Centre, Ltd.), 2010
WL 346528 (S.D. Fla.)

§ 8:105 Background on briefs in support of an opposition to insurers’ motion in
limine to exclude proposed expert witness testimony in asbestos bodily
injury coverage case

§ 8:106 Insurer’s memorandum of points and authorities in support of motion in
limine to exclude insured’s proposed expert testimony

§ 8:107 Insured’s opposition to insurers’ motion in limine to exclude proposed
expert testimony

§ 8:108 Insurers’ reply memorandum in support of their motion in limine to
exclude proposed expert testimony

§ 8:109 Background on competing briefs in Pennzoil-Quaker State Co. v. American
Intern. Specialty Lines Ins. Co., 653 F. Supp. 2d 690 (S.D. Tex. 2009)

§ 8:110 Background on competing briefs in Indian Harbor Ins. Co. v. City of San
Diego, — F. Supp. 2d —, 2013 WL 5340380 (S.D.N.Y.)

§ 8:111 Memorandum in support of insurer’s motion for summary judgment in
Indian Harbor Ins. Co. v. City of San Diego, 2013 WL 1221722

§ 8:112 Memorandum in opposition to insurer’s motion for summary judgment in
Indian Harbor Ins. Co. v. City of San Diego, 2013 WL 1221722

§ 8:113 Insurer’s reply memorandum in support of its motion for summary
judgment in Indian Harbor Ins. Co. v. City of San Diego, 2013 WL
4510977

§ 8:114 Supplemental memorandum in opposition to insurer’s motion for
summary judgment in Indian Harbor Ins. Co. v. City of San Diego, 2013
WL 5941282

§ 8:115 Background on competing briefs in Travelers Indem. Co. of Connecticut v.
Douglasville Development, LLC, 2008 WL 4372004 (N.D. Ga.)

§ 8:116 Insurer’s memorandum in support of its motion for summary judgment in
Travelers Indem. Co. of Connecticut v. Douglasville Development, LLC,
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§ 9:13 Brief of plaintiff-appellees in Illinois National Ins. Co. v. Sunoco, Inc.
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§ 9:39 Occurrence, late notice, allocation: Background commentary on briefs in
Dutton-Lainson Co. v. Continental Ins. Co.

§ 9:40 Brief and cross appeal of appellee/cross-appellant Continental Ins. Co. in
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§ 9:64 Policyholder’s (appellant’s) reply brief in Maxine Furs, Inc. v. Auto-Owners

Ins. Co
§ 9:65 Background on competing briefs in Industrial Enterprises, Inc. v. Penn

America Insurance Company ‘‘(Does a CGL Policy Potentially Cover the
Costs of Cleaning Up Toxins on the Insured’s Own Property?)’’

§ 9:66 Opening brief of appellant (insurer) in Industrial Enterprises, Inc. v. Penn
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