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Contractor Controlled Insurance Program
Name of Insurer Policy Type

Aspen Specialty 

Insurance Company 
General Liability 

Aspen Specialty 

Insurance Company 

First Level Excess

(Lead x 5)

Navigators Specialty 

Insurance Company 

Second Level Excess

(10 x 5)

Gemini Insurance 

Company (Berkley)

Third Level Excess

(10 x 15)

Starr Surplus Lines 

Insurance Company 

Fourth Level Excess

(25 x 25)

Great American 

Insurance Company 

Fifth Level Excess

(25 x 50)

Endurance Assurance 

Corporation (Sompo)

Sixth Level Excess

(25 x 75)



Master Insurance Program
Name of Insurer Policy Type

Arch Insurance Company General Liability 

XL Specialty Insurance 

Company

First Level Excess

(Lead x 10)

American Guarantee and Liability Insurance Company (Zurich)

Second Level Excess

(25 x 10)

Starr Indemnity & 

Liability Company

Third Level Excess

(25 x 35)

Endurance American 

Insurance Company (Sompo)

Fourth Level Excess

(10 x 60)

Berkley National 

Insurance Company

Fifth Level Excess

(25 x 70)

Houston Casualty Company

Sixth Level Excess

(15 x 95)

The North River 

Insurance Company 

(Crum & Forster)

Seventh Level Excess

(10 x 110)

Liberty Insurance 

Underwriters

Eighth Level Excess

(25 x 120)











Wildfire Insurance – Risk & Trends

• Over the last decade, fire season has increased by more than one month in
certain areas of the county.

• The adequacy and affordability of property insurance has become an issue for
certain industries, including housing builders, timber companies, farmers,
wineries, campground operators, and grape growers.

• California recently introduced wildfire safety regulation to help drive down the
cost of insurance by recognizing and rewarding policyholders’ wildfire safety and
mitigation.



Smoke-Related Damage

Disputes can arise over whether smoke damage from a nearby fire is covered loss.

• Oregon Shakespeare Festival Ass’n v. Great Am. Ins. Co., 2016 WL 3267247, at
*2 (D. Or. June 7, 2016), vacated on parties’ request, 2017 WL 1034203 (D. Or.
Mar. 6, 2017) (court found theater that canceled outdoor performances
because of poor air quality sustained covered business income loss; its
property suffered “direct physical loss of or damage to” because the smoke
rendered it “uninhabitable” and “unusable for its intended purpose”).

• Hoopes Vineyard LLC v. U.S. Fire Ins. Co., 21:cv-09755 (N.D. Cal. Dec. 17, 2021)
(the amount of coverage for a winery’s claim that smoke degraded the quality
and value of its wine was driven by the timing and location of the tainted
grapes, i.e., in the field or already harvested).



Causation & Anti-Concurrent Causation
• Mudslides, building collapses, and water, smoke or soot damage can follow a fire. Some of these

risks may be excluded by a policy.

• Under some policies and certain states’ laws, where there are multiple causes of a loss, some that
are covered and others that are not, the entire loss may be deemed covered. To avoid this
outcome, insurers may insert “anti-concurrent cause” provisions into their policies to limit
coverage where any involved cause of a loss is not covered.
• Miller v. American Family Mut. Ins. Co., 104 F. Supp.3d 1232 (Dist. Colo. 2015) (where water used to

extinguish fire damaged a building’s foundation, an earth movement exclusion did not bar coverage
because it was ambiguous in application to an otherwise covered man-made event; the ACC provision
limited coverage only for earth movement caused in part by natural causes unrelated to the fire).

• Stankova v. Metro. Prop. & Cas. Ins. Co., 788 F.3d 1012 (9th Cir. 2015) (mudslide after fire was deemed
caused by the wildfire, and therefore was covered).

• Encompass Ins. Co. v. Berger, No. CV 12-08294-MWF PJWX, 2014 WL 4987978, (C.D. Cal. Oct. 7, 2014)
(the wildfire was the efficient proximate cause of most loss; only those expenses associated with
foundation damage emanating solely from preexisting soil conditions were excluded from coverage).



COVID-Related Insurance Disputes

• Where things stand


