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MEDIA STATEMENT

For Immediate Release 

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM M. SHERNOFF REGARDING THE SUPREME COURT’S HOLOCAUST DECISION
The United States Supreme Court’s ruling that California’s registry statute is unconstitutional does not affect our clients’ Holocaust-era insurance lawsuits against Generali.  The lawsuits we have filed are not based on the California registry statute.

The 5-4 vote demonstrates a clear division in the Court concerning the future of Holocaust-era litigation.  The decision cites to the Executive’s support of the German Foundation Settlement, including the issuance of a “Statement of Interest” in litigation against German companies, to support the position that California’s registry statute interferes with the Executive’s diplomatic objectives.  Generali was not a party to the German Foundation Settlement and our clients’ claims against Generali do not implicate any foreign policy issues.

The Supreme Court’s decision struck down only California’s registry statute.  California’s claims statute (reviving the statute of limitations until 2010) was not before the Court and was not addressed.

Not only do the lawsuits brought by our clients not rely on the registry statute they are also independent of California’s claims statute.  The lawsuits are based on recent conduct by Generali directed at California plaintiffs.  Because they are based on Generali’s ongoing conduct, the lawsuits are viable regardless of any further decision that might call the California claims statute into question.

Over the last five years, Generali has denied claims, delayed payments, and made unreasonable low-ball offers.  The Holocaust survivors and heirs that we represent have legitimate bad-faith lawsuits based on the recent conduct of Generali and we look forward to bringing the cases to trial.
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