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THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR PRINCE GEORGE'S COUNTY, MARYLAND
Civil Division
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PlaintifY,

v.

e o (R

-And-

ERIE INSURANCE COMPANY
100 Erie Insurance Place
Erie, PA 16530

SERVE:

Ralph S, Tyler
Maryland Insurance
Administration

525 St, Paul Place
‘Baltimore, MD 21202

~And-

ERIE INSURANCE PROPERTY AND
CASUALTY COMPANY

100 Erie Insurance Place

Erle, PA 16530

SERVE:

Ralph S. Tyler
Maryland Insurance -
Administration

525 St. Paul Place
Baltimore, MD 21202

Defandants.
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Comes now Plaintiff (SR ('Piaintiff™), by and through the undersigned
counsel, and makes this Complaint against Defendant (NN (Dsfendant
‘ ) a1d Defendants Exie l'nsurance Company and Erie Insurance Property & Casu-
: alty Company (“D;:ﬁandams Erie’"). In support thereof, Plaintiff states as fpllows:
art] -
1. Plintffis an individual who resides at w
RN
2. Defandan: Qs an individual who resides at AEEMNNSNNSNNS
I

3. Defendant Erie Insurance Company is a corporation which does business
in the state of Maryland with a pﬁnciﬁla office at 100 Erie Insurance Place, Exie, PA
16530, .. '

4. Defcndant Exie Insuranes Property & Casualty Compary iy & corporation
which does business'in the state of Maryland with a principle office at 100 Erie Insurance
Place, Erie, PA 16530,

Jurisdiction
5. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to § 1-

501 of tho Courts and Judicial Proceedings Article of the Maryland Code.

6. This Court has personal Jurisdiction over Defendants pursusnt to § 6-
102(a) of the Courts and Judicial Pracesdings Asticle of the Maryland Cokde in that the
tort and breach of contract occurred in the State of Maryland and Defund;nts are each ei-
ther domiciled or do business in the State of Maryland.



7. This Court is the proper venue for this matter pursuant to § 6-201(b) of the
Courts and Judicial Procesdings Article of the Maryland Code in that the cause of action
arose [n Prince George's County.
| Eactual Background
8. On or about (AP P)eintiff was operating her motor vehicle amt the

jutersection of NN R oad and (I Ro=d in Prince George's County,

Maryland,
9. On that same day, Defendant QP was operating his motor vehicle at

the intersection of JNNERR o2 and _Road in Prince George’s County,

Maryland. . .
10.  Atapproximately 11:30 pm on or sbout G < xdant N
struck end collided with the rear of Pleintiff’s vehicle.

11.  The striking and colliding were due 1o violations of law and negligence of
hefcndmt- Defendant BEIJR & violations of law and x;cgligmec include, but
wera not limited to, failing to pay full time and attention, failing to maintain contzol of his
vehicle, failing to maintain a proper lookour, failing to tzke steps to avoid & collision, fail-
ing to yield the right-of-way, and failing to exercise ordipnry and ressonable care. In vio-
1ation of his duty, Defendant jmuscd the motor vehicle socident ay set forth harsin.

12.  As a proximate result of ths accident, Plaintiff suffered bodily injuries and
shock to her nervous system which have caused, and will continue to cause, physical and

" mental pain end suffering. Plaint!ff bas incurred, and will continue to tnour, medical,
therapentic, lost wages and related expenses.

13,  The above injmioa and damnges were proximately caused by the negli-
gence of Defendant -thhout any contributory negligence on the part of Plaimif¥.
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Ja.  On the day of the accident Plainti{f was coversd by a policy of insurance
by Defendants Erie that provided underinsured motorist coverage and persona) injury pro-
tection.

15, Au the time of the ascident Defendant [JIlvss =n underinsured motor-
ist.
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16.  Plaintiff restates and realleges each and every allegation set forth in para-
graphs 1 through 11 of this Complaint as if fully set forth hersin.

17, At all times mentioned herein, Defendznt {illhad the duty to operate
his automobile in a reasonably safe manner, whicl included paying full time and atten-
tion, maintaining contro} of his vchicle, maintdining & proper lookout, taking propér steps
50 s 10 avoid a collision, yielding the right-of-way, and exercising ordinary and reason-
able care.

18.  In violstion of bis duty, Defendant SR crused the motor vehicle accl-
deiat as set frth hercin. |

19,  As a direct and proximate result of the negligence of Defendant .
Plointiff suffered ixﬂurios and darnuges as get forth above. |

20. The sbove injurics and damages were proximately caused by the negli-
genee of Defendant IR without soy contributary negligence on the part of PlaintifT.
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21, Plaimiff restates and réallcges each and every allegation set forth above s

if fully set forth berein.




22.  Defendants Ede underwrote and issued to Plaintiff'a contract of insurance
covering, among other things, damages arising out of bodily injury and propesty damage
caused by accidents, and arising out of the ownership, maintenance or use of underin-
sured motor vehicles (the “Policy'™).

23.  The Policy wai in full force and effect on—

24, At the thme of the motor vehicle collision, Defendant SR was an un-
derinsured motorist within the definition of the Policy without liability coverage 1o puy
any judgment in excess of $20,000 that might be rendered against him because of his neg-
ligent acts or omisstons. |

25.  Plaintiff has nt all imes complied with the terms of the Policy and is enti-
tled 1o be paid by ﬁ.fmdmts Brie any and all damages sustained by Plaintiff up to the
policy limits of the underinsured motorist policy that coverad Plaintiff at the time of the
accident that is tha aubject of this complaint.

26.  Dcfendants Eric has failed to pay Plaintiff*s daunages and, thercfore, have
breached the Policy.
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests judgment agsinst Defendant in an
amount to be determined at trinl but not in cxcess of Seven Hundred and Fifty Thousand
dollars ($750,000.00) in compensatory damages, plus costs of suit, and such other and

further reliof as this Court deems just and proper,




