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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Louisiana granted Centauri National
Insurance Company's motion to dismiss claims arising from flood damage allegedly caused by
Hurricane Ida. The court held that the plaintiffs' claims under the Standard Flood Insurance Policy
were untimely because they were filed more than one year after Centauri's written partial-denial letter,
and that state-law claims for statutory damages, attorney's fees, expenses, and legal interest were
preempted. The court dismissed the claims against Centauri with prejudice and denied the plaintiffs'
request for leave to amend.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs sued in Louisiana state court for flood-insurance benefits and
related damages. After Centauri removed the case to federal court,
Centauri moved for judgment on the pleadings under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 12(c), seeking dismissal of the breach-of-contract
claims as untimely and dismissal of extracontractual claims as
preempted.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A Rule 12(c) motion is evaluated under the same standard as a Rule
12(b)(6) motion. The court accepts well-pleaded facts as true and
views them in the light most favorable to the plaintiff, but does not
accept conclusory allegations or unwarranted deductions. The court
may consider documents referred to in and central to the complaint
without converting the motion to one for summary judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiffs' claims under a Standard Flood Insurance Policy were untimely under 42 U.S.C. §
4072 and the policy's one-year limitations provision.

2. Whether filing the action in state court tolled or otherwise preserved the federal one-year limitations
period for an SFIP claim.

3. Whether the April 7, 2022, partial denial letter constituted a written denial sufficient to trigger the
limitations period.

4. Whether Plaintiffs' state-law extracontractual claims for statutory damages, attorney's fees, expenses,
and legal interest were preempted or precluded by federal law governing WYO flood-insurance policies.

5. Whether Plaintiffs should be granted leave to amend to assert a due-process claim and clarify their
claims for fees and improper claims handling.

HOLDINGS

1. An action to recover under a Standard Flood Insurance Policy must be filed in the appropriate United
States district court within one year after the date the notice of denial or partial denial is mailed.

2. A partial denial letter may trigger the one-year SFIP limitations period even when the insurer continues
to process the claim or indicates that it will consider requests for additional payment.

3. State-law claims for statutory damages, attorney's fees, expenses, and legal interest arising from the
issuance, administration, or handling of a WYO insurer's SFIP are preempted and may not be recovered.

4. Leave to amend may be denied when the proposed claim would be futile and the plaintiff has
unjustifiably delayed seeking amendment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“You may not sue us to recover money under this policy unless you have complied with all the requirements of
the policy. If you do sue, you must start the suit within one year of the date of the written denial of all or part



of the claim, and you must file the suit in the United States District Court of the district in which the insured
property was located at the time of loss.” (at 6)

“Therefore, Centauri's Motion shall be granted because the SFIP claims are untimely.” (at 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hurricane Ida damaged Plaintiffs' Louisiana property on August 29, 2021. Plaintiffs held homeowners and flood
insurance and submitted claims to both insurers; Centauri issued a partial denial letter dated April 7, 2022,
concerning policy number 0000047091. Plaintiffs ultimately asserted breach-of-contract and arbitrary-and-
capricious claims, along with requests for statutory damages, attorney's fees, costs, and interest. They did not
bring the action in federal court until Centauri removed it on July 15, 2025.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs filed the original petition in the Twenty-First Judicial District Court for Livingston Parish on August
25, 2023, naming LIGA and NFIP. On May 21, 2025, Plaintiffs filed an amended and superseding petition
replacing NFIP with Centauri. Centauri removed the action on July 15, 2025, and later moved for judgment on
the pleadings. The district court granted the motion, dismissed Plaintiffs' claims against Centauri with prejudice,
and denied leave to amend as futile and unduly delayed.
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