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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Oklahoma held that exclusions in an Oklahoma Farm Bureau farm and ranch

insurance policy were ambiguous because they appeared to conflict regarding coverage for land motor

vehicles. Construing the ambiguity against the insurer, the court upheld summary judgment providing

coverage for the insured's personal liability arising from a pickup-truck accident on the insured

premises. The court vacated the Court of Civil Appeals' opinion and remanded for consideration of

unresolved issues concerning post-judgment interest, costs, and attorney fees.
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Oklahoma Farm Bureau Mutual Insurance Company appealed the trial
court's summary judgment awarding the estate the $500,000 limit
under a farm and ranch insurance policy. The Court of Civil Appeals
reversed, holding that the policy unambiguously excluded coverage.

The Oklahoma Supreme Court granted certiorari.

De novo review applies to summary judgment involving only legal
questions, including interpretation of an insurance contract and

whether its terms are ambiguous.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the farm and ranch policy's motor-vehicle exclusions were ambiguous.

2. Whether the trial court properly construed the ambiguous exclusions against Farm Bureau and granted

summary judgment providing coverage for the accident.

3. Whether the unresolved issues concerning post-judgment interest, costs, and attorney fees should be

decided by the Oklahoma Supreme Court or remanded to the Court of Civil Appeals.

HOLDINGS

1. The policy exclusions were ambiguous because exclusions 1(b) and 1(c), read together, created
conflicting and confusing possibilities concerning when coverage for injury arising from use of a land

motor vehicle was excluded.

2. The ambiguous exclusions must be construed against Farm Bureau and in favor of the insured; therefore,
the farm and ranch policy did not exclude coverage for Jantzen's personal liability arising from use of

the pickup on the insured premises.

3. The trial court properly granted summary judgment because the material facts were undisputed and the

coverage issue presented a question of law.

4. After vacating the Court of Civil Appeals opinion, the Supreme Court remanded the matter to that court
to address the unresolved assignments of error concerning post-judgment interest, costs, and attorney

fees.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This language is conflicting, confusing, and ambiguous.” (9 16)

“When an insurance contract provision is ambiguous, words of inclusion will be liberally construed in favor

the insured, and words of exclusion will be strictly construed against the insurer.” (Y 17)

“CERTIORARI PREVIOUSLY GRANTED; COURT OF APPEALS OPINION VACATED AND MATTER
REMANDED TO COURT OF CIVIL APPEALS FOR PROCEEDINGS CONSISTENT WITH THIS
OPINION.” (Y 20)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Theodore Jantzen was backing a pickup truck from a wheat field onto State Highway 58A when he collided with
Brett Dewayne Haworth, who was riding a motorcycle. Haworth died from his injuries. Jantzen had an
automobile policy and a farm and ranch policy issued by Oklahoma Farm Bureau, and the estate sought the



$500,000 farm-policy limit after the parties stipulated to a $775,000 judgment. The farm policy excluded
liability arising from registered land motor vehicles and also excluded liability for land motor vehicles when

injury occurred away from the insured premises.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After a motorcycle accident caused by Theodore Jantzen, the parties stipulated to a $775,000 judgment, with
$500,000 to be sought through garnishment against Farm Bureau under its farm and ranch policy. The trial court
granted the estate summary judgment and awarded the policy limits, including prejudgment interest and attorney
fees. The Court of Civil Appeals reversed and remanded, and the Oklahoma Supreme Court granted certiorari,

vacated the Court of Civil Appeals opinion, and remanded for consideration of unresolved assignments of error.

DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Court of Civil Appeals was instructed to address the assignments of error left unresolved by its prior
decision, including issues concerning post-judgment interest, costs, and attorney fees. The Supreme Court

expressed no view on the merits of those unresolved issues.
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