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An Examination of Warranty and Exclusion
from Perspective of Pandemic Insurance
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The warranty and exclusion clause are usually confused

with each other in practice, and there is no exception in

pandemic insurance. In Taiwan, there is literature based

*BUA K EL be B BRI B2 R FIR IR A T (Professor and Chair,
Department of Risk Management and Insurance, National Cheng-Chi
University )

RAEEE) | KREIR (causation) -~ BrEfRke (pandemic insurance) ~ 4549
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on German law to apply “verhiillte obliegenheiten” theory
for distinguishing them. The U.S. law also have relevant
discussions, concerning if the clause focuses on the fact
increasing potential risk, or if the causation between the
fact and loss is required. In conclusion, the German rule or
the U.S. rule can both contribute to distinguish warranty
and exclusion. The interpretations of these clauses are

worthy of more attention in the future.
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