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Plaint if f schemed t o obt ain an excess j udgment .

Plaint if f maneuvered t he case.

Plaint if f manufactured a $105 mil l ion j udgment .

Plaint if f  obt ained an astronomical j udgment .

The insurer accuses t he part ies of  secrecy and collusion.

The proceedings were rife with collusion.

The insurer must  be given an opport unit y t o present  t hat  

misconduct t o a j ury.

Texas Supreme Court  Answers

Elbaor v. Smit h, 845 S.W.2d 240 (Tex. 1992)

no Mary Cart er Agreement s

St at e Farm Fire & Cas. Co. v. Gandy, 925 S.W.2d 696 (Tex.  1996)

l imit ed assignment  of  insurance claims

Great Am. Ins. Co. v. Hamel , 525 S.W.3d 655 (Tex. 2017)

requires a ful ly adversarial  t r ial  t o creat e a binding j udgment

even when t he insurer denies a defense
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