
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTPaCT OF MONTANA

BILLINGS DIVISION

SUSAN DOW,

vs.

Plaintiff,

SAFECO INSURANCE COMPANY

OF AMERICA,

Defendant.

CV 20-31-BLG-SPW

ORDER

Before the Court is Defendant Safeco Insurance Company of America's

Motion for Summary Judgment. (Doc. 60). Safeco asserts that summary judgment

is appropriate because Susan Dow, the named and representative plaintiff, cannot

establish any breach of her insurance policy contract, has suffered no injury nor

incurred damages, and cannot establish any violation of the Montana Unfair Trade

Practices Act ("MUTPA"). (Doc. 60 at 1-2). Dow, in response, asserts that Safeco

breached the contract and injured her by failing to include industry-standard

general contractor overhead and profit ("GCOP") on roof-related line items when

calculating the actual cash value ("ACV") of her damages for the loss estimate.

(Doc. 69 at 9). Safeco, in its reply, argues that Dow elected to invoke the

"replacement cost" benefits under the policy, rather than the ACV














