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C13 See David Hume, Enquiries Concerning The Hume Understanding and Concerning The Principles
of Morals, Oxford University Press,1957,p. 234.
(23 Bird v. St. Paul Fire & Marine Insurance Company,102 N. E. (N. Y. 1918).
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(261 See Robert Merkin, Colinvaux’s Insurance Law, Sweet & Maxwell,2006, pp. 118 —119.

(271 Iroquois on the Beach, Inc. v. General Star Indem. Co. ,2008 WL 5334031 (6th Cir. 2008) ; Kr-
empl v. Unigard Sec. Ins. Co., 69 Wash. App. 703, 850 P. 2d 533 (Wash. App. Div. 1,1993) ; Northern As-
sur. Co. of America v. EDP Floors, Inc., 311 Md. 217, 533 A. 2d 682 (Md. 1987); Lydick v. Insurance
Co. of North America, 187 N. W. 2d 602 (Neb. 1971).
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ry, Oxford University Press,2005,p. 185.
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(33) See Mark M. Bell,“A Concurrent Mess and a Call For Clarity in First— Party Property Insurance
Coverage Analysis”,18 Conn. Ins. L. J,78(2011).

(343 See Richard A. Fierce, “Insurance Law — Concurrent Causation: Examination of Alternative Ap-
proaches” 511, U. L. J,527(1985).
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(2005).
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(46]) State Farm Ins. Co. v. Seefeld, 481 N. W. 2d 63 (Minn. 1992) ; Davidson Hotel Co. v. St. Paul
Fire & Marine Ins. Co.,136 F. Supp. 2d 901 (W. D. Tenn. 2001); Lawver v. Boling, 238 N. W. 2d 514
(Wis. 1976) ; Cawthon v. State Farm Fire & Cas. Co. ,965 F. Supp. 1262, 1269 (W.D. Mo. 1997); Salem
Group v. Oliver, 128 N.J. 1,5,607 A.2d 138, 140 (1992).

. Garvey v. State Farm Fire and Casualty Co. , 257 Cal. Rptr. 292 (Cal. 1989), and Julian v. Hartford
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(523 See Peter Nash Swisher, “Insurance Causation Issues: The Legacy of Bird v. St. Paul Fire & Ma-
rine Ins. Co. 2 New. L. J,351(2002).

(53] See Mark Umeda, “Concurrent Proximate Causes in Insurance Disputes: After Garvey, What Will
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(553 Michael E. Bragg,Supra note 11.

(563 See Michael C. Phillips & Lisa L. Coplen, “ Concurrent Causation versus Efficient Proximate
Cause in First—Party Property Insurance Coverage Analysis”, 36 Brief ,32(2007).

(573 Alf v. State Farm Fire and Cas. Co,850 P.2d 1272 (Utah 1993). “We believe that the proper path
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adopt a new definition of ‘ambiguous’ that would render an exclusion invalid simply because it conflicts with
the stated coverage in some way”.
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(593 Anthony J. Saunders, Supra note 55; John Birds, Modern Insurance Law, Sweet & Maxwell,
1997, p. 232.

(60) Safeco Insurance Co. v. Hirschmann, 52 Wash. App. 469, 760 P.2d 969 (1988).

(613 See David P. Rossmiller, Interpretation and En forcement of Anti — Concurrent Policy Language
in Hurricane Katrina Cases and Beyond , New Appleman On Insurance : Current Critical Issues In Insurance
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