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In this insurance dispute, Plaintiffs James and Rosie Dudley haye filed a Motion to Compel
Appraisal and Stay Litigation Pending Appraisal (ECF No. 18). Allstate has filed a response (ECF
No. 19), the Dudleys haye filed a reply (ECF No. 20), and Allstate has filed a Motion for Leaye to
File Surreply (ECF No. 21) (which the Court has granted).

The Dudleys' Motion asks the Court to compel an appraisal of their home to determine the amount

of loss allegedly caused by either fire or storm damage (their Complaint is not clear as to which).
Allstate's Motion for Leaye to File Surreply seeks to clarify the record with respect to which claim

forms the basis of the Dudleys' suit." Setting aside that confusion, Allstate opposes the Dudleys'

Motion on the grounds that Maryland law does not permit enforcement of an arbitration proyision

in an insurance contract.

Giyen the obyious lack of clarity in the Dudleys' Complaint regarding which insurance claim (one
filed for fire damage, the other filed for storm damage) forms the basis of their suit, the Court
concludes that it would be premature, at this stage, to compel an appraisal, eyen if one were
otherwise warranted.

Accordingly, the Court DENIES WITHOUT PREJUDICE the Dudleys' Motion to Compel
Appraisal and Stay Litigation Pending Appraisal (ECF No. 18). The Dudleys are GRANTED
LEAVE to file a Motion for Leaye to Amend their Complaint within the next thirty (30) days to
clarify which claim or claims they are pursuing here. Allstate may, of course, oppose the Motion
for Leaye to Amend in due course.

Separately, the Court notes that Allstate's argument in opposition to the Motion to Compel
Appraisal, which is based in part on Maryland's approach to arbitration proyisions, has already
been rejected by a Judge of this Court. See Thompson v. Allstate Prop. & Cas. Ins. Co., 2024 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 111188 (D. Md. Jun. 25, 2024). While this member of the Court is not bound by that
decision, defense counsel certainly had an obligation to bring that decision to this Court's attention.




