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INTRODUCTION 

This case involves a fraudulent and illegal scheme perpetrated by Indiana 

Insurance Company (“IIC”) to wrongfully deny insurance coverage to its policyholder, 

James Demetre. IIC initiated this scheme almost immediately after Mr. Demetre 

submitted a claim under his policy with IIC. For more than three years, IIC knowingly 

and intentionally used false information and concealed relevant information related to 

material facts with the specific intent of defeating coverage under the policy and 

unlawfully depriving Mr. Demetre of the benefits of his insurance policy.1  

This case was tried to a jury in Campbell Circuit Court, one of the most 

conservative trial venues in Kentucky. After an eight-day trial, the jury found in favor of 

James Demetre and against IIC on all liability theories: first-party bad faith, violation of 

the Kentucky Unfair Claims Settlement Practices Act, violation of the Kentucky 

Consumer Protection Act, and breach of contract. At the conclusion of the trial, the jury 

awarded Mr. Demetre $3,425,000, which included compensatory and punitive damages.  

Circuit Judge Fred A. Stine, V correctly denied IIC’s post-trial motions and 

entered final judgment on the jury verdict. After thoroughly reviewing the trial record, 

appellate briefs, and hearing oral arguments, the Kentucky Court of Appeals (“COA”) 

unanimously affirmed the judgment of the trial court, finding that IIC’s conduct was 

fraudulent, illegal, unfair, and tortious2 and holding that the verdict and judgment were, 

in all respects, proper.  

1 For the convenience of the Court, a photocopy of a Timeline of Events, Plaintiff’s Trial Exhibit 31-A and 
31-B, are attached to this Brief as Exhibits 1 and 2.
2 Indiana Ins. Co. v. Demetre, No. 2013-CA-000338-MR, 2015 WL 393041 at p. 21 (Ky. Ct. App. Jan. 30,
2015), review granted (Oct. 21, 2015).



ii. 

STATEMENT ON ORAL ARGUMENT 

This appellate case involves important issues of insurance law, public policy law, and 

contract law, which are important to and may impact every single citizen in the Commonwealth 

of Kentucky. Accordingly, Mr. Demetre respectfully requests that the Supreme Court hold oral 

arguments in the appeal.  
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