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BEFORE THE INSURANCE COMMISSIONER
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

ORDER

AND NOW, this dfa)w’day of , 2008, in accordance with
Section 905(c) of the Pennsylvarﬁa Insurance Department Act, Act of Mayv 17,1921,
P.L. 789, as amended, P.S. § 323.5, I hereby designate Ronald A. Gallagher, Deputy
Insurance Commissioner, to consider and review all documents relating to the market
conduct examination of any company and person who is the subject of a market conduct
examination and to have all powers set forth in said statute including the power to enter
an Order based on the review of said documents. This designation of authority shall

continue in effect until otherwise terminated by a later Order of the Insurance

Commissioner:.

Joel 877 Ario

Insurance Commissioner




BEFORE THE INSURANCE COMMISSIONER
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

IN RE: : VIOLATIONS:
OLD REPUBLIC NATIONAL TITLE : 40 P.S. §§ 323.3(a), 910-25, 910-27,
INSURANCE COMPANY : 910-37(a), 910-37(h), and 1171.4
400 Second Avenue South :
Minneapolis, MN 55401 : Title 31, Pa. Code, Section 126.1
Respondent. : Docket No. MC09-12-004
CONSENT ORDER

AND NOW, this /9% dayof Janvar ¥ »2010, this Order is hereby
issued by the Insurance Department of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania pursuant

to the statutes cited above and in disposition of the matter captioned above.

1. Respondent hereby admits and acknowledges that it has received proper notice
of its rights to a formal administrative hearing pursuant to the Administrative Agency

Law, 2 Pa.C.S. § 101, et seq., or other applicable law.

2. Respondent hereby waives all rights to a formal administrative hearing in this
matter, and agrees that this Consent Order shall have the full force and effect of an
order duly entered in accordance with the adjudicatory procedures set forth in the

Administrative Agency Law, supra, or other applicable law.



3. Without admitting the allegations of fact and conclusions of law contained
herein, the Respondent specifically denies that it violated any law or regulation of the
Commonwealth. Compliance with this Order shall not (1) be interpreted to settle any
question of law, (ii) constitute an admission by the Respondent that any violation of
law or regulation of the Commonwealth occurred, or (iii) impair the validity of the

Respondent’s existing contracts with its agents in the Commonwealth.

FINDINGS OF FACT

4. The Insurance Department finds true and correct each of the following Findings

of Fact:

(2) Respondent is Old Republic National Title Insurance Company, and maintains

its address at 400 Second Avenue South, Minneapolis, MN 55401.

(b) A market conduct examination of Respondent was conducted by the Insurance

Department covering the period from January 1, 2006 through December 31,

2006.

(¢) On November 17, 2009, the Insurance Department issued a Market Conduct

Examination Report to Respondent.

(d) A response to the Examination Report was provided by Respondent on




December 17, 2009.

(e) The Examination Report notes violations of the following:

(i) 40 P.S. §323.3(a), which requires every company subject to examination to
keep all records and documents relating to its business in such manner as
may be required in order that the Department may verify whether the

company has complied with the laws of this Commonwealth;

(i) 40 P.S. § 910-25, which requires every title insurance company authorized
to transact business within this Commonwealth to, from time to time, certify
to the commissioner the names of all agents appointed by it in this

Commonwealth;

(iti) 40 P.S. § 910-27, which requires every agent of a title insurance company to
keep the books, records, accounts and vouchers pertaining to the business of
title insurance, in such manner that the commissioner or his authorized
representative may readily ascertain from time to time, whether or not the

agent has complied with all of the applicable provisions of this Act;

(iv) 40 P.S. § 910-37(a), which requires every title insurance company to file
with the commissioner every manual of classifications, rules, plans and
schedules of fees and every modification of any of the foregoing relating to

the rates which it proposes to use. Every such filing shall state the proposed
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)

(v)

(vii)

effective date thereof, and shall indicate the character and extent of the

coverage contemplated;

40 P.S. § 910-37(h), which provides that no title insurance company or
agent of a title insurance company shall charge any fee for any policy or
contract of title insurance except in accordance with filings or rates which
are in effect for said title insurance company or such agent of a title
insurance company as provided in this article, or in accordance with

subsections (f) and (g) of this section; and

40 P.S. § 1171.4, which prohibits any person from engaging in this state in
any trade practice which is defined or determined to be an unfair method of
competition or an unfair or deceptive act or practice in the business of

insurance pursuant to this act; and

Title 31, Pa. Code, § 126.1, which states that title insurance companies and
agents of title insurance companies, issuing mortgagee’s title insurance
upon a loan made simultaneously with the purchase of all or a part of the
real estate securing the loans, where no owner’s title insurance policy has
been ordered; shall, prior to the disbursement of the loan funds or the
issuance of the mortgagee’s title policy, cause the mortgagor to be advised
in writing of the fact that a mortgagee’s title insurance policy is to be
issued, of the fact that the policy does not afford title insurance protection

to the owner-mortgagor, and if the owner-mortgagor elects not to purchase
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5.

owner’s title insurance, the title insurance company shall obtain from the
mortgagor a statement in writing that the mortgagor has received the notice
and that the mortgagor waives the right to purchase owner’s title insurance.

The form of the written notice and waiver shall be in the prescribed form.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

In accord with the above Findings of Fact and applicable provisions of law, the

Insurance Department makes the following Conclusions of Law:

(a)

(b)

this

(c)

Respondent is subject to the jurisdiction of the Pennsylvania Insurance

Department.

Violations of 40 P.S. §§ 910-25, 910-27, 910-37(a) and 910-37(h) are
punishable by the following, under 40 P.S. §910-48: The commissioner

may, if he finds that any person or organization has violated any provision of

article, impose a penalty or not more than $500 for each violation. If the
violation is willful, the commissioner may impose a penalty of not more than

$5,000 for each violation, in addition to any other penalty provided by law.

Violations of 40 P.S. § 1171.4, are punishable by the following, under

40 P.S. §1171.9:




(1) cease and desist from engaging in the prohibited activity;

(ii) suspension or revocation of the license(s) of Respondent.

(d) In addition to any penalties imposed by the Department for violations of the
Unfair Insurance Practices Act (40 P.S. §§ 1171.1 — 1171.5), the Department
may, under 40 P.S. §§ 1171.10 and 1171.11 file an action in which the

Commonwealth Court may impose the following civil penalties:

(i) for each method of competition, act or practice which the company knew
or should have known was in violation of the law, a penalty of not more

than five thousand dollars ($5,000.00);

(ii) for each method of competition, act or practice which the company did
not know nor reasonably should have known was in violation of the law,

a penalty of not more than one thousand dollars ($1,000.00).

ORDER

6. In accord with the above Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the

Insurance Department orders and Respondent consents to the following:

(a) Respondent shall not engage in the activities described herein in the Findings of

Fact and Conclusions of Law.




(b) Respondent shall file an affidavit stating under oath that it will provide each
of its directors, at the next scheduled directors meeting, a copy of the adopted
Report and related Orders. Such affidavit shall be submitted within thirty (30)

days of the date of this Order.

(¢) Respondent shall comply with all recommendations contained in the attached
report by providing written notice to its agents of their obligation as licensed
producers to comply with all applicable laws and regulations of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the Pennsylvania Department of Insurance
particularly with regard to their obligations under the Title Insurance Act and

the statutes and regulations cited in the report.

(d) The company shall comply with the recommendations in the report by
implementing the recommendations which implicate its direct responsibilities
under the law, consisting of: making quarterly filings with the Department for
additional charges in especially difficult title matters, special fees for
affirmative risks coverages and policies issued in excess of the filed rate;
ensuring that all agents are properly licensed; and ensuring that all agents are
properly appointed. Otherwise, the company shall notify agents of their

responsibilities as provided in paragraph 6(c) above.

(e) To the extent not already done, Respondents will ensure that refunds of all
overcharges are issued to consumers within 30 days of this Order, whether by

the company directly, or the agent or agents. Nothing in this Order absolves
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an agent from his or her potential liability for refunds for overcharges, nor
does this Order preclude the company from seeking reimbursement for such, if

appropriate.

(f) Respondent shall pay Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15,000.00) to the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in settlement of all violations contained in the

Report.

(g) Payment of this matter shall be made by check payable to the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania. Payment should be directed to Sharon L. Fraser, Bureau of
Market Conduct, PA Insurance Department, 1227 Strawberry Square,
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120. Payment must be made no later than thirty

(30) days after the date of this Order.

7. In the event the Insurance Department finds that there has been a breach of

paragraph 6 of this Order, the Department may, in its discretion, pursue any and all

legal remedies available, including but not limited to the following: The Department

may enforce the provisions of this Order in the Commonwealth Court of Pennsylvania

or in any other court of law or equity having jurisdiction, or it may enforce the

provisions of this Order in an administrative action pursuant to the Administrative

Agency Law, supra, or other relevant provision of law.

8. Alternatively, in the event there has been a breach of any of the provisions of




paragraph 6 of this Order, the Department may declare this Order to be null and void
and, thereupon, reopen the entire matter for appropriate action pursuant to the

Administrative Agency Law, supra, or other relevant provision of law.

9. In any such enforcement proceeding, Respondent may contest whether a breach

of the provisions of this Order has occurred.

10. Respondent hereby expressly waives any relevant statute of limitations and

application of the doctrine of laches for purposes of any enforcement of this Order.

11. This Order constitutes the entire agreement of the parties with respect to the
matters referred to herein, and it may not be amended or modified except by an

amended order signed by all the parties hereto.

12. This Order shall be final upon execution by the Insurance Department. Only the
Insurance Commissioner or a duly authorized delegee is authorized to bind the
Insurance Department with respect to the settlement of the alleged violations of law
contained herein, and this Consent Order is not effective until executed by the
Insurance Commissioner or a duly authorized delegee.

BY: OLD REPUBLIC NATIONAL TITLE
INSURANCE COMPANY, Respondent

President+ Vice President




Mo DO
e
Sé"cre‘g /Freasurer”
N A

COMMONWEALTH OF PVNN SYLVANIA
By: Ronald A. Gallagher, Jr.
Deputy Insurance Commissioner
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Market Conduct Examination was conducted on Old Republic National Title
Insurance Company (“the Company”), in the office of the Pennsylvania Insurance
Department, located in Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. In addition, the examination
included field visits to the locations of the Company’s title agents. The agent

interactions confirmed the findings reflected in the report.

The Pennsylvania Market Conduct Examination Report (“Report”) generally notes
only those items to which the Department, after review, takes exception. However,
the Report may include management recommendations addressing areas of concern
noted by the Department, but for which no statutory violation was identified. This
enables Company management to review those areas of concern in order to determine
the potential impact upon Company operations or future compliance. A violation is
any instance of Company activity that does not comply with an insurance statute or

regulation. Violations contained in the Report may result in imposition of penalties.

Throughout the course of the examination, Company officials were provided with
status memoranda, which referenced specific policy numbers with citation to each
section of law violated. Additional information was requested to clarify potential
violations. An exit conference was conducted with Company personnel to discuss the
various types of violations identified during the examination and review written

summaries provided on the violations found.

The courtesy and cooperation extended by the officers and employees of the

Company during the course of the examination is hereby acknowledged.




The undersigned participated in this examination and in preparation of this Report.

s Oa f

Chester A. Derk, Jr., AIE, HIA
Market Conduct Division Chief

.:ZM’ o /é?* / %‘Zfd&——/ :
Jine A. Coleman
Market Conduct Examiner

/
l)z.'a.n ¢ \Z)) Freed .
Diane B. Freed
Market Conduct Examiner




II. SCOPE OF EXAMINATION

The Market Conduct Examination was conducted on Old Republic National Title
Insurance Company at the office of the Pennsylvania Insurance Department located in
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. The examination was conducted pursuant to Sections 903
and 904 of the “Insurance Department Act,” the Act of May 17, 1921, P.L. 789, No.
185, Art., IX, as amended 40 P.S. §§323.3, 323.4 and covered the experience period
of January 1, 2006 through December 31, 2006, unless otherwise noted. The purpose
of the examination was to determine the Company’s compliance with Pennsylvania

insurance laws and regulations.
The examination focused on Company operations in the following areas:

A. Underwriting Practices and Procedures
B. Rating
C. Forms

D. Licensing




III. COMPANY HISTORY AND LICENSING

The Company was incorporated under the laws of Minnesota on August 20, 1907 and

commenced business on November 7, 1907.

LICENSING

Old Republic National Title Insurance Company is currently licensed to write title
insurance in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania under a Certificate of Authorify last
issued April 1, 2009. The Company is also licensed in the District of Columbia,

Guam, Puerto Rico, and all states except Iowa.

The Company’s total direct premium earned in Pennsylvania was $41,508,475 as of

its 2007 annual statement.




- IV. UNDERWRITING PRACTICES AND PROCEDURES

As part of the examination, the Company was requested to supply manuals,
underwriting guides, bulletins, directives or other forms of underwriting procedure
communications. The purpose of this review was to identify any inconsistencies
which could be considered discriminatory, specifically prohibited by statute or
regulation, or unusual in nature. No violations were noted. The folloWing concern

was made.

CONCERN: A mortgage was granted on December 9, 2002 and recorded in 2004.
The policy date is May 4, 2004. It is a concern that the title insurance was not

effective as of December 9, 2002.



V. RATING

The purpose of the review was to measure compliance with Section 737 of the
“Insurance Company Law,” the Act of May 17, 1921, P.L. 682, Art., VII, as amended
40 P.S §910-37, which requires every title insurance company to file with the
Insurance Commissioner every manual of classifications, rules, plans, and échedules
of fees and every modification of any of the foregoing relating to the rates which it
proposes to use in the Commonwealth. In addition, this section of the law prohibits a
title insurance company or agent of a title insurance company from charging any fee
for any policy or contract of title insurance except in accordance with filings or rates
which are in effect for the title insurance company or agent of a title insurance
company as provided in this article of the law, or in accordance with subsections (f)

and (g) of this section.

To perform this review, the Department selected 150 lender policies and 100 owner
policies from the universe of 28,211 lender policies and 14,054 owner polices that

were issued during the experience period by the Company.

All rates, forms and rules used by the Company must be filed with and approved by
the Pennsylvania Insurance Department. The rates approved for use by Old Republic
National Title Insurance Company effective August 1, 2005 and May 1, 2006, were
published by the Title Insurance Rating Bureau of Pennsylvania (“TIRBOP”) and
contain rules governing the writing of title insurance. General Rule 2.7 of the Manual
of Title Insurance Rating Bureau (2005 and 2006) (“Rate Manual”) states: “No
policy, endorsement or other coverage may be issued which varies the terms,
conditions, stipulations or exclusions of a policy unless first approved by the
Department.” In addition, the Company was requested to provide quarterly reports
that are required if additional charges or special fees are made under Section 2.3 or

Section 2.4 of the TIRBOP Manual. The examiners were able to determine



compliance with the Company’s filed and approved rating plans by reviewing
documentation supporting the charges listed in Sections 1100, 1200 and 1300 of the
HUD-1 settlement sheet.

The following findings were made:

A. 1 Violation as a result of the Company not obtaining valid waivers. The
violation is of the Unfair Insurance Practices Act, the Act of July 22, 1974,
P.L. 589, No. 205, Section 4, as amended 40 P.S. §1171.4 which:

Requires no person shall engage in this state in any trade
practice which is defined or determined to be an unfair method
of competition or an unfair or deceptive act or practice in the
business of insurance pursuant to this act.
AND the Department’s regulations at 31 Pa. Code §126.1 which:

Requires all title insurance companies and agents of title
insurance companies, issuing mortgagee’s title insurance upon
a loan made simultaneously with the purchase of all or a part of
the real estate securing the loans, where no owner’s title
insurance policy has been ordered; shall, prior to the
disbursement of the loan funds or the issuance of the
mortgagee’s title policy, cause the mortgagor to be advised in
writing of the fact that a mortgagee’s title insurance policy is to
be issued, of the fact that the policy does not afford title
insurance protection to the owner-mortgagor, and of the owner-
mortgagor’s right to obtain title insurance in his own favor; and
if the mortgagor elects not to purchase owner’s title insurance,
the title insurance company shall obtain from the mortgagor a

statement in writing that the mortgagor has received the notice




and that the mortgagor waives the right to purchase owner’s

title insurance.

B. 6 Violations as a result of the Company not producing policies and
endorsements in order to determine compliance. The violations are of the
Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. §910-27 which:

Requires every agent of a title insurance company shall keep
his, her or its books, records, accounts and vouchers pertaining
to the business of title insurance, in such manner that the
commissioner or his authorized representative may readily
ascertain from time to time, whether or not the agent has
complied with all of the applicable provisions of this act.
Failure to comply with this section shall be a ground for
revocation of the agent’s license.
AND the Insurance Department Act at 40 P.S. §323.3(a) which:

Requires every company or person subject to examination in
accordance with this act must keep all books, records, accounts,
papers documents and any or all computer or other recordings
relating to its property, assets, business and affairs in such
manner and for such time periods as the Department, in its
discretion, may require in order that its authorized
representatives may readily ascertain whether the company or

person has complied with the laws of this Commonwealth.

C. 18 Violations as a result of the Company’s failure to provide
documentation to support charges on the HUD settlement sheet. The
violations are of the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. §910-27 which:

Requires every agent of a title insurance company shall keep

his, her or its books, records, accounts and vouchers pertaining




to the business of title insurance, in such manner that the
commissioner or his authorized representative may readily
ascertain from time to time, whether or not the agent has
complied with all of the applicable provisions of this act.
Failure to comply with this section shall be a ground for
revocation of the agent’s license.
AND the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. §910-37(h) which.
Requires that beginning ninety days after the effective date of
this amendment, no title insurance company or agent of a title
insurance company shall charge any fee for any policy or
contract of title insurance except in accordance with filings or
rates which are in effect for said title insurance company or
such agent of a title insurance company as provided in this
article, or in accordance with subsections (f) and (g) of this
section.
AND the Insurance Department Act at 40 P.S. §323.3(a) which:

Requires every company or person subject to examination in
accordance with this act must keep all books, records, accounts,
papers documents and any or all computer or other recordings
relating to its property, assets, business and affairs in such
manner and for such time periods as the Department, in its
discretion, may require in order that its authorized
representatives may readily ascertain whether the company or

person has complied with the laws of this Commonwealth.

Of the 18 violations noted, 13 violations were the result of the
Company not providing documentation to support the charges
and/or pass through charges under Sections 1100 and 1200 of
the HUD-1 sheet according to Section 2.1 and Section 3.4 in




the Rate Manual. This resulted in overcharges of $479.00. The
remaining five (5) violations were the result of the Company
not providing documentation to support the charges and/or pass
through charges under Section 1300 of the HUD-1 sheet
according to Section 2.1 and Section 3.4 in the Rate Manual.

This resulted in an overcharge of $155.00.

D. 3 Violations as the result of the Company not filing with the Department
policies issued in excess of the filed rate of 830,000,000 as required. The
violations are of the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. §910-37(a) which:

Requires every title insurance company to file with the
commissioner every manual of classifications, rules, plans, and
schedules of fees and every modification of any of the
foregoing relating to the rates which it proposes to use. Every
such filing shall state the proposed effective date thereof, and
shall indicate the character and extent of the coverage

contemplated.

E. 114 Violations as a result of the Company making inappropriate charges
on the HUD settlement sheet. These are violations of the Insurance
Company Law at 40 P.S. §910-37(h) which:

Requires that beginning ninety days after the effective date of
this amendment, no title insurance company or agent of a title
insurance company shall charge any fee for any policy or
contract of title insurance except in accordance with filings or
rates which are in effect for said title insurance company or
such agent of a title insurance company as provided in this
article, or in accordance with subsections (f) and (g) of this

section.
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Of the 114 violations noted, 81 violations were the result of the
Company charging incorrect rates according to the Policies and
Rates Section in the Rate Manual. This resulted in overcharges
of $12,986.05 and undercharges of ($1,499.28). Seventeen
(17) ‘Violations were the result of the Company charging
incorrect amounts for endorsements according to the
Endorsements and Rates Section in the Rate Manual. This
resulted in overcharges of $1,207.17 and undercharges of
($645.19). Nine (9) violations were the result of the Company
charging inappropriate charges and/or pass through charges
under Sections 1100 and 1200 of the HUD-1 sheet according to
Section 2.1 and Section 3.4 in the Rate Manual. This resulted
in overcharges of $1,356.00. The remaining seven (7)
violations were the result of the Company charging
inappropriate charges and/or pass through charges under the
section 1300 of the HUD-1 sheet according to Section 2.1 and
Section 3.4 in the Rate Manual. This resulted in overcharges of

$146.98.

F. 91 Violations as a result of charging excess settlement and/or closing fees
and not properly disclosing information on the HUD-I settlement sheets.
These are violations of the Unfair Insurance Practices Act at 40 P.S.
§1171.4 which:

Requires no person shall engage in this state in any trade
practice which is defined or determined to be an unfair method
of competition or an unfair or deceptive act or practice in the
business of insurance pursuant to this act. Of the 91 violations

noted, 61 violations were the result of the Company charging

11



excess settlement or closing cost fees without demonstrating
that advance written notices were given to the applicants. The
remaining 30 violations were the result of the Company not

disclosing information on the HUD-1 settlement sheets.

G. 2 Violations as a result of the Company not providing a HUD-1 settlement
sheet. The violations are of the Unfair Insurance Practices Act at 40 P.S.
§1171.4 which:

Requires no person shall engage in this state in any trade
practice which is defined or determined to be an unfair method
of competition or an unfair or deceptive act or practice in the
business of insurance pursuant to this act.
AND the Insurance Department Act at 40 P.S. §323.3(a):

Requires every company or person subject to examination in
accordance wifh this act must keep all books, records, accounts,
papers documents and any or all computer or other recordings
relating to its property, assets, businesé and affairs in such
manner and for such time periods as the Department, in its
discretion, may require in order that its authorized
representatives may readily ascertain whether the company or

person has complied with the laws of this Commonwealth.
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V1. FORMS

All files were reviewed to verify the use of Department approved forms in compliance
with the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. §477b, Approval of Policies, Contracts,
etc., Prohibiting the Use Thereof Unless Approved. During the experience period of
the examination, the Insurance Company Law provided that it shall be unlawful for
any insurance company to issue, sell, or dispose of any policy contract or certificate
covering fire, marine, title and all forms of casualty insurance or use applications,
riders, or endorsements in connection therewith, until the forms have been submitted
to and formally approved by the Insurance Commissioner. No violations were noted.

The following concern was made.

CONCERN: The Report Status Notification of Title Order form used by Old |
Republic contains a statement “PA Refinance: Please Note: In order to quote a
refinance rate for the State of Pennsylvania, we must first be provided with evidence
of the existing loan policy issued within the past three years.” The statement should

be stated as “evidence of the existing loan policy issued within the past four years.”
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VII. LICENSING

In order to determine compliance with the licensing requirements of the Insurance
Company Law at 40 P.S. §§910-24 - 910-31, the Company was asked to provide a list
of active agents during the experience period. In addition, the Company was asked to
submit a list of all agents whose contracts or agency agreements were canceled during
the experience period. The Company’s policy files were also reviewed for the

purpose of identifying agents.
The following findings were made:

A. 10 Violations as a result of the Company’s failure to certify a list of its
appointed agents. These are violations of the Insurance Company Law at

40 P.S. $§910-25 which:
Requires every title insurance company to certify to the
commissioner the names of all agents appointed by it in this

Commonwealth.

The following agents were found to be writing policies without having an
appointment. The Company failed to file a notice of appointment and

submit appointment fees to the Department.

Agent
Federman, Kenneth David-Designated Licensee of Premier Search

and Abstract, LLC

Caverly, N Brian- Designated Licensee of Wetzel, Caverly, Shea,
Phillips & Rodgers

Harbison, Lawrence E- Designated Licensee of Credence
Settlement Services, Inc.

Richardson, Christine Brafford- Designated Licensee of Camelot

- Settlement
Likens, Steve Francis- Designated Licensee of Creations Title LLC

14



Wetzel, Veronica J- Designated Licensee of Bluestone Abstract

Castellano, Thomas R- Designated Licensee of McPeek Enterprises
Doing Business as Greater Lehigh Valley Abstract

Blue Mountain Settlement Agency, Ltd. ‘

Dickson, David C Jr.- Designated Licensee of Dickson, Gordner,
McDonald and Hess

Franklin R. Innes, Esquire Trading as Northern Tier Abstract

15



VIII. DEPARTMENT CONCERNS

The Department hotes concerns involving business practices related to closing and/or
settlement costs which practices may not be within the Company's direct control or
direction. Accordingly, such practices are not designated herein as title violations by
the Company, as within the Department's regulatory authority. These concerns were

brought to the attention of the Company for their review and response.

Related to the appropriateness of closing and/or settlement costs, the Company noted
that it does not receive compensation or payment for anything other than the actual
title insurance. As a general rule, the Company does not request or require
documentation to support charges listed on HUD settlement sheets as a precondition
to issuing a policy, because the charges do not constitute insurance premium. Another
frequently noted concern was that, in many cases, the title or settlement agent was
unable or unwilling to produce to the Company, documentation to support charges
made. As such, in many cases, the third party charges could not be supported by

documentation.

Some of the more frequently noted concerns involved charges for delivery fees, which
ranged from $15.00 to $120.00, and settlement/closing fees from no charge to
$600.00. Numerous charges were also noted for email and document preparation,
ranging from $25.00 to $400.00, notary fees from no charge to $200.00, and wire fees
ranging from $5.00 to $120.00. Other fees noted included administrative attorney fees
from no charge to $600.00, buyer services fees from no charge to $225.00, handling
fees which ranged from no charge to $125.00, transactional service fees from no
charge to $125.00, copying fees from no charge to $25.00, document signing fee from

no charge to $110.00 and conveyance fees, ranging from no charge to $300.00.
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These concerns were not uniform or consistent, in that they were not identified in
every file reviewed. Also, there was wide disparity in the number of concerns
involving fees and the corresponding charges made, supporting the fact there is a
general lack of uniformity in the settlement process; One conclusion may be that this

puts the consumer at a disadvantage, resulting in potentially higher costs.
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IX. RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommendations made below identify corrective measures the Department finds
necessary as a result of the number of some violations, or the nature and severity of

other statutory or regulatory violations, noted in the Report.

1. The Company must review the Unfair Insurance Practices Act specifically 40
P.S. §1171.4 and the Department’s regulations at 31 Pa. Code §126.1 with its
agents to ensure that‘ the owner-mortgagor is advised in writing of the right to
obtain title insurance in his own favor. This is to ensure that violations noted

in the Report do not occur in the future.

2. The Company must reinforce internal controls to ensure that all records and
documents are maintained in accordance with the Insurance Department Act
and the Insurance Company Law so that violations noted in the Report do not

occur in the future.

3. The Company must make quarterly filings with the Department for addiﬁonal
charges in especially difficult title matters, special fees for affirmative risks
coverages and policies issued in excess of the filed rate as required. This is to
ensure that violations noted under the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S.

§910-37(a) do not occur in the future.

4. The Company must review the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. §910-37(h)
and must take appropriate measures to ensure the rating violations listed in the
Report do not occur in the future. The overcharges noted in the Rating Section
of this Report must be refunded to the insureds and proof of such refunds must
be provided to the Insurance Department within 30 days of the Report issue
date.
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5. The Company must implement procedures with its agents to ensure that each
agent provides the consumer, in advance of the day of closing, a written notice
that an additional expense may be incurred when scheduling a closing out-of-
office or after-hours. This is to ensure that violations of the Unfair Insurance

Practices Act at 40 P.S. §1171.4 noted in the Report do not occur in the future.

6. The Company must implement procedures to ensure that the violations of the
Unfair Insurance Practices Act at 40 P.S. §1171.4, regarding the proper
disclosure of information on the HUD-1 settlement sheet noted in the Report,

do not occur in the future.

7. The Company must reinforce internal controls to ensure that all records and
documents are maintained in accordance with the Insurance Department Act
and the Unfair Insurance Practices Act so that violations noted in the Report do

not occur in the future.
8. The Company must ensure that all agents are properly appointed, as required

by the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. §910-25 prior to accepting business

from an agent.
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X. COMPANY RESPONSE
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****

* OLD REPUBLIC NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

‘A' * *
400 Second Avenue South
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55401-2499
(612) 371-1111
(800) 328-4441
oldrepublictitle.com

December 17, 2009

VIA E-MAIL & FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Chester A. Derk, Jr., AIE, HIA
Market Conduct Division Chief
Market Conduct Division
Pennsylvania Insurance Department
1227 Strawberry Square
Harrisburg, PA 17120

Re:  Response to the Pennsylvania Insurance Department’s (the “Department”)
Market Conduct Examination Report dated November 17, 2009 (the
“Report”) on behalf of Old Republic National Title Insurance Company
Examination Warrant Number 07-M19-010

Dear Mr. Derk:

Thank you for providing Old Republic National Title Insurance Company (the
“Company”) with the opportunity to respond to the Department’s concerns and
recommendations outlined in the Report dated November 17, 2009,

This written submission and rebuttal (the “Reply Letter”) responds to each of the tindings
of the Department as well as to the recommendations for corrective measures in the order in
which they are outlined in the Report. Section I of the Reply Letter sets forth the Company’s
legal responses to the Department’s conclusions that technical and substantive violations of the
law occurred. Section II of the Reply Letter sets forth the Company’s response to the
Department’s recommendations. The Department will note in Section II that, between the
issuance of the Report and the drafting of this Reply, the Company instituted a number of the
Department’s recommendations for corrective measures. Specifically, for example, the
Company oversaw certain title agent refunds of overcharges noted in the Rating Section of the
Report. Please note, however, that while the Company cooperated with the Department in its
information gathering effort, such cooperation should not be deemed an express or implied
concession that the Company is responsible or liable for any acts or omissions outside the
contractual agency agreement it has with its agents. In addition, the fact that the Company
compelled its agents to issue refunds of the overcharges noted in the Rating Section of the Report
is not intended as an admission to the Department’s conclusion that violations of the
Pennsylvania Unfair Insurance Practices Act (the “PA UIPA™) were committed. The Company
continues to maintain its position that a great majority of the alleged v101a11ons contained in the
Report are patently inconsistent with Pennsylvania law.
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I VIOLATIONS

A. Introduction

We respectfully disagree with the Department’s conclusion that violations of statutes and
regulations were committed by the Company. Most states, including Pennsylvania, permit title
insurers to issue policies in several different ways. An insurer can issue a policy directly through
its employees; can create a wholly owned subsidiary that, when qualified as an agency under
Pennsylvania law, can issue policies as an agent of the insurer; or can issue policies through
independent non-affiliated agents (including lawyer agents) or agencies (including law firms).!
Because title agents do more than merely issue policies and endorsements, the title industry in
general and the Company specifically, have developed a strictly defined relationship so that the
agent can conduct non-title insurance business separate from the agent’s contractual obligations
to the insurer.

The Company, through agency agreements, appoints and establishes the duties and
obligations of its title agents. ? Title agents are appointed as limited agents for the sole purpose of
issuing title policies in the name of the Company. The role of the agent is for policy issuance
and is not inclusive of the duties of a settlement or closing officer. The activities of a closing or
settlement officer are outside the scope of the Company’s relationship with its agents. No part of
the Pennsylvania Insurance Code (the “Insurance Code”) or the Pennsylvania Rate Manual (the
“Rate Manual”), obligates the title insurer to supervise any part or the totality of the settlement
process. ‘The Company does not receive any of the monies an agent collects for charges such as
Document Preparation Charges, Recording Fees, Overnight Delivery Charges, Wire Fees or any
of the fees contemplated by Section 2 of the Rate Manual. In each transaction, the Company
only receives its share of the title insurance premium per the issuing agency agreement. By
contract, an agent’s ability to bind the Company is limited. To the extent an agent performs
functions unrelated to the issuance of a policy, for example, the issuance of closing service
letters, liability upon the Company cannot be imposed for such activities. If the liability for
conduct at closing was as broad as the Department now contends, we would respectfully suggest
that there would be no need for closing service letters. In the vast majority of title insurance
transactions, the insurer has no knowledge of the underlying transaction until after it has been
completed and the policy issuing agents remit the underwriter’s portion of the title insurance
premium to the underwriter.

One other thread woven through the Department’s conclusions is that the Company is not
only responsible for the agent’s violations set forth in the Report but is further responsible to
ensure the agent’s future compliance with Pennsylvania insurance laws and regulations for
settlement and post settlement closing practices. Under Pennsylvania’s producer licensing law,

! 1t is understood without extensive discussion that the Company and the Department understand the application of
the producer licensing laws for agents and agencies and that it is not necessary, in the context of this letter, to
discuss producer licensing except where germane to a particular violation related to producer licensing.

% The term agent, agents, agency and agencies shall be used interchangeably depending on context but shall, unless
otherwise clearly indicated, be synonymous.
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agents are directly responsible for compliance with such laws and regulations and the Company
has no legal authority to stand in the shoes of the Departments for purposes of regulatory
enforcement. Simply stated, the Company maintains that it is not a regulatory enforcement
agency and therefore, not responsible for ensuring to the Department that its title agents are at all
times compliant with the Insurance Code or the Rate Manual.

B. Specific Areas of Violations

1. Underwriting Practices and Procedures

- The Department expressed a concern regarding the effective date of one particular policy
of title insurance which was dated May 4, 2004, even though the mortgage was granted on
December 9, 2002. The Company believes this is an isolated incident and encourages agents to
promptly record all documents. In this instance, the determination that the effective date of the
policy was May 4, 2004 actually afforded the insured greater protection. If the policy had been
made effective December 9, 2002, as suggested by the Department, any intervening issues
between December 2002 and May 2004 would have been post-policy events and would not have
~ been covered under the policy. By setting the May 4, 2004 effective date, the Company offered
additional protection to the insured for the period between the date when the mortgage was made
on December 9, 2002 and the effective date of the policy of May 4, 2004.

2. Ratings

(a) 1 Violation as a result of the Company not obtaining valid waivers
in violation of 40 P.S. § 1171.4 and 31 Pa. Code § 126.1 (the “Pa
Code™).

. The PA UIPA is violated when a person engages “in any trade practice which is defined
or determined to be an unfair method of competition or an unfair or deceptive act or practice in
the business of insurance.” 40 P.S. § 1171.4, Section 1171.5 of the PA UIPA defines what
constitutes an unfair or deceptive act or practice and lists fourteen specific categories determined
to be violations of the act. The legislature has not seen fit to include settlement errors by title
agents in Section 1171.5. To date, neither has the Department opined, in a bulletin or rule, that it
believes settlement errors may be categorized as an “unfair or deceptive act or practice” or rise to
the level of a PA UIPA violation. The Company maintains that the PA UIPA is not relevant or
applicable to any of the violations contained in the Report.

A corollary is that, with regard to settlement errors by agents, the PA UIPA is not
applicable to title insurers that have a written contract with agents limiting the agent’s authority
to the issuance of title insurance policies. Since the agent is not the insurer’s agent for purposes
of settlement, the insurer cannot be liable for a violation of the PA UIPA even if it were found
that the PA UIPA was applicable to settlement errors. In addition, the alleged violations under
the PA UIPA do not rise to a level sufficient to constitute a pattern and practice violation of the
PA UIPA. Therefore, the Company disagrees with the Department’s conclusion that an agent's
failure to obtain a waiver constitutes a violation by the title insurer under the PA UIPA.
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(b) 6 Violations as a result of the Company not producing files in
order to determine compliance in violation of 40 P.S. § 910-27 and
§ 323.3(a).

Based on Pennsylvania law, the Company contends that it bears no responsibility for
maintaining and accessing the records of its agents except as may be required under the issuing
agency agreement. No duty exists under the Insurance Code and the administrative regulations
promulgated thereunder for a title insurer to retain settlement records. See 40 P.S. § 910 et seq.
Only one statutory provision requires either the insurer or the insurer’s agent or attorney to retain
a specific document. Section 910-7 states “the abstract of title or the report of the examination
thereof shall be in writing and shall be kept on file by the title insurance company or its agents or
approved attorney for a period of not less than twenty years.” 40 P.S. § 910-7. The Company is
and has been compliant with this provision.

Pennsylvania law also supports the Company’s position that it has limited responsibility
for the acts and/or records of its agents. Pennsylvania law places the burden of retaining an
agent’s own records on the agent, rather than the title insurer. Section 910-27 of the Insurance
Code states that “every agent of a title insurance company shall keep his, her, or its books,
records, accounts, and vouchers pertaining to the business of title insurance, in such a manner
that the [CJommissioner ... may readily ascertain ... whether or not the agent has complied with
all of the applicable provisions of this act.” 40 P.S. § 910-27. While 40 P.S. § 323.3 requires
title insurers to retain documents “which the department, in its discretion, may require in order
that its authorized representatives may readily...ascertain whether the company...has complied
with the laws of this Commonwealth,” the Department has never notified the industry as to what
documents must be retained, nor has the department ever required that duplicate documents must
be maintained by both agent and title insurer. Since the agent alone has access to the closing file,
it makes sense that the agent should retain the HUD-1 and other such documents for perusal by
the Department when required.

Moreover, agents are comgelled to “keep separate records of business written for each
title insurer.” 40 P.S. § 910-26.1.° Section 910-26.1 instructs that “the title insurer shall have
access and a right to copy all files, accounts and records related to its business in a form
acceptable to the title insurer, and the Insurance Commissioner shall have access to all files,
books, bank accounts and records of the title insurance agent in a form usable to the Insurance
Commissioner.” 40 P.S. § 910-26.1(6). Pennsylvania law does not place the burden of retention
of these records upon the title insurer. Rather, it gives the Insurance Commissioner commanding
and superior rights to obtain access to records. Consistent with Pennsylvania law, the
Company’s agents produced records at the request of the Department that allowed this
examination to move forward. Additionally, the Company, as a courtesy to the Department and
in an effort to facilitate resolution of these matters, oversaw, monitored, and compiled agents’
responses to the Department’s cited alleged violations. The fact that the Company assumed

3 1t is not unusual for title apents to write for more than one title insurer and be obligated to different insurers under
separate agency agreements.
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responsibility for these tasks, however, is not intended in any way to waive its position that it is
under no legal obligation to do so.

In addition, while Sections 2 and 3 of the Rate Manual identify what items may or may
not be included in the premium, neither the Rate Manual nor the Department has provided
guidance on what records are necessary to establish compliance. Most property sales and
mortgage loans take thirty to sixty days from contract to settlement. That time does not include
the necessary follow up actions that include bring down searches, document recordation, title
policy issuance and account reconciliation. During that time, an agent will communicate with
parties, lender’s representatives, public officials, etc. Information that will be used on the
settlement sheet will, in many cases, be provided orally. In most settlements, there are additional
documents to support the charges that appear on the HUD-1 but without proper guidance from
the Department, an agent is not on notice that government receipts, individual bills of lading,
itemized wire fee invoices, etc. are required to comply with Section 2 or 3 of the Rate Manual.
The agent’s ability to meet the level of documentary compliance suggested by the Department is
complicated by settlement procedures that sometimes are dictated by the lender. For example,
many lenders will only wire funds and banks usually impose wire fees for credit and debit
without providing any documentation other than a consolidated end of month charge on a
statement or invoice. The same is true for overnight delivery services that require an agent to
establish a monthly billing account that may have end of month adjustments based on weight,
distance, or volume. In both cases, there is usually no individual transaction invoice or receipt
that identifies the cost or value of the service for an individual transaction.

More importantly, document preparation charges, wire and delivery fees and other
settlement costs are imposed outside the confines of the issuing agency agreement between the
title insurer and the title agent. Such fees are neither submitted to the insurer for advanced
approval, nor are they part of the remittance report provided to the insurer by the agent pursuant
to the agency agreement. The fees are also not contained in the Rate Manual.

Additionally, the Company submits that if the Department decides to consider such
failures of record keeping as violations (an argument the Company disputes), the amounts listed
would not necessarily accurately represent the amount of any violation. The agent’s failure to
provide responsive documentation is not the same as a substantive violation of any of these
categories.

Based upon the above described facts related to the relationship between title insurers and
agents and a review of all pertinent Pennsylvania law, the Company finds no support for the
Department’s position that the Company is responsible for the acts of its agents at settlement or
that it has a duty to maintain or produce agent records, especially where neither the legislature
nor the Department has seen fit to specify which records must be retained.

(c) 18 Violations as a result of the Company’s failure to provide
documentation to support charges on the HUD settlement sheet in
violation of 40 P.S. § 910-27, 40 P.S. § 910-37(h), and 40 P.S.
§ 323.3(a).
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The Department notes thirteen (13) alleged violations against the Company for failure to
provide documentation to support charges and/or pass through charges under Sections 1100 and
1200 of the HUD-1 sheet, according to Sections 2.1 and 3.4 of general rules in the Rate Manual,
which allegedly resulted in an overcharge to the insured. However, Section 2.1 does not require
that any documentation be provided. It does not require proof of actual costs. Section 2.1 only
provides information as to what is and is not included within the basic title policy premium. It is
silent with regard to the alleged violation being cited by the Department. Further, the Company
has no way to determine prior to receiving a notice from the Department what constitutes an
“overcharge” when there is no written standard to follow. Finally, the Department has also
included on its list of “‘overcharges” both attorneys’ fees and certain bank fees which are
exclusive of settlement charges and not subject to the Rate Manual. The Company respectfully
objects to the implication that these fees are within the purview of title insurers, agents, or even
the Department. There is no authority to suggest that the Department may determine at what
point attorneys’ fees constitute “overcharges” and then cite the underwriter for violating the Rate
Manual. No title insurer can interfere with an attorney/client relationship and/or lender/borrower
contract to which the insurer and agent are not parties.

Even assuming that there are valid grounds for the Department's position (which the
Company strongly contests), the Company restates its position that without prior guidance in the
form of regulations, bulletins or circular letters, there is nothing in the Rate Manual or
Pennsylvania law that defines the documents or record keeping requirements to determine
compliance. Historically, it has been minimally sufficient for the purposes of record keeping if
the amounts listed on the HUD-1 are consistent with the settlement officer’s ledger and cancelled
checks. In most instances, there are additional documents to support the charges that appear on
the HUD-1 but without prior guidance from the Department, no agent/settlement officer is on
notice to produce the kind of documentation the Department now demands.

The Department also notes five (5) alleged violations against the Company for failure to
provide documentation to support the charges and/or pass through charges under Section 1300 of
the HUD-1 sheet according to Section 3.4 of the general rules in the Rate Manual which
allegedly resulted in an overcharge to the insured. However, Section 3.4 of the Rate Manual is
very specific regarding what it covers. The Rate Manual does not support the violations cited by
the Department. Section 3.4 of the Rate Manual reads as follows:

34  PASS-THROUGH CHARGES

Search and examination services are included in the basic and reissue rates for policies
issued under the Company or Agent Procedure. Additional Searches and Certifications
may be required in a particular closing. If so, they must comply with the following rules:

(a) The actual fee charged the appropriate party will not exceed the charge made by
the issuing governmental agency for the Searches and Certifications shown
below. (emphasis added). When a HUD-1 Settlement Statement is issued, these
charges must be reported in the 1300 Section.
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) Real Estate Tax Searches and/or Certifications.

2) Water and Sewer Searches and/or Certifications.

(3)  Municipal Lien Searches and/or Certifications.

(4)  Domestic Relations and Support Lien Searches and/or Certifications.

(b) The actual cost of obtaining certain other Searches and Certifications shown
below (emphasis added) may be passed on to an Interested Party.

(1 Corporate Lien Searches.

2) Corporate Good Standing Certificates.

(3) Uniform Commercial Code Searches.

@ Condominium, Cooperative, and Planned Community Certifications.

The Department cites the Company for alleged violations of this Section which are
substantially for “Delivery fees overcharge,” “Email documents preparation file overcharge,”
and “Wire fees overcharge.” These fees are not included in the Rate Manual, nor is there a
requirement that the Company provide documentation from its title issuing offices regarding the
actual costs incurred. :

Further, the historical record supports the Company’s position. On July 20, 1999 the
Rating Bureau (the “Rating Bureau™) submitted its proposed changes for the 1999 Rate Manual
to the Department. See Exhibit A, attached hereto (the “Letter”). These changes were accepted
by the Department and the Letter was stamped “Approved, Effective October 1, 1999”. In the
Letter, the Rating Bureau proposed deleting charges such as “overnight delivery” from the Rate
Manual with the intention that they not be eliminated from practice. See Letter at p. 3. The
Rating Bureau stated in the Letter “we believe that this kind of special service may not be ‘title
insurance’ and therefore not subject to regulation by the Department.” Without any other
guidance from the Department on this issue, the title industry should be entitled to rely on the
historical documentation. The Letter establishes that the Department indisputably endorsed the
Rating Bureau’s position that charges such as overnight delivery fees be deleted from the Rate
Manual but not eliminated from practice.

(d) 3 Violations as a result of the Company not filing with the
Department policies issued in excess of the filed rate of
$30,000,000 as required in violation of 40 P.S. § 910-37(a).

The Company has acknowledged that it did not make the necessary filings in connection
with policies issued in excess of the filed rate of $30,000,000. This was as a result of a change in
personnel at the Company. The Company has undertaken to educate new personnel regarding
this filing requirement so that these filings are made as required.

(e) 114 Violations as a result of the Company making inappropriate
charges on the HUD settlement sheet in violation of 40 P.S. § 910-

37(h).
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Please see the Company’s rebuttal set forth above in Section (c).

H 91 Violations as a result of charging excess settlement and/or
closing fees and not properly disclosing information on the HUD-1
settlement sheet in violation of the PA UIPA § 1171.4.

The Report contains alleged violations for overcharges of fees related to out-of-office
settlement/closing costs. The Company draws the Department’s attention to a bulletin it issued
dated September 15, 1999. See Exhibit B. That bulletin clearly instructs and advises that the
Department will not regulate or oversee the amount a customer is charged for an out-of-office or
after hours closing. The Notice states in pertinent part:

As you know, the Pennsylvania Insurance Department (“Insurance
Department™) has approved a revised Rating Mannal with an effective date
of October 1, 1999. Manual Rule 2.3(b), relating to out-of-office closings,
has been deleted from the new Rating Manual. Accordingly, member
companies and their agents will no longer be reporting special charges for
out-of-office closings or closings that take place beyond normal office
hours, Further, the Insurance Department will not be regulating the
amount that is charged a customer for this special service. (emphasis
added).

No Pennsylvania law, administrative rule, or the Rate Manual indicates that the fee
charged for settlement/closing, if after hours or out-of-office, must be based on actual costs or
that it must meet any other threshold. Nor does the Insurance Code or Rate Manual require that
the consumer be given an option for an in-office closing. It simply requires that the borrower be
informed of the extra charge for an out-of-office or after hours closing. If a borrower does not
wish to pay the charge for an out-of-office closing, they may choose to attend a closing in the
office or go to someone else who may charge a different amount for an out-of-office closing. In
the event, however, that a borrower wishes to incur these charges for the convenience of
attending a closing after hours or at a different location, then the option is available. Further, the
Company’s agents did provide advance written notice to applicants of the fees that would result
if a closing is conducted out-of-office. In some instances, the notification was included in the
good faith estimate by the mortgage broker or on the preliminary HUD-1. Should the
Department find these methods of notification unacceptable, it is respectfully suggested that the
Department issue a new directive or clarifying guidelines concerning the specific notice required.
It should also be noted that there are instances where the lender may require that a settlement be
conducted at a specified location irrespective of the borrower’s wishes and that charges (for
settlement, document preparation, wire fees, delivery fees, etc.) imposed by a lender as part of
the loan commitment and agreement are not governed by the Rate Manual since the lender is not
a licensee of the Department.
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The Company recognizes that the Department has expressed concern about the
uniformity of certain charges such as settlement fees, wire fees, electronic document fees,
delivery fees, etc. Because Pennsylvania is a rating bureau state, the Company is not at liberty to
assume the manner in which the Department will enforce the laws and regulations applicable to
settlement. The Company, like other insurers and agents, looks to the Department for
regulations, bulletins, circular letters and other directives for gnidance. To the extent the
Department was and is concerned with uniform settlement practices and where that concern is
not addressed in the Rate Manual, best practices suggest the use of regulations, bulletins, circular
letters and the like as a method of providing such notice to Departmental licensees. In that vein,
the 1999 bulletin regarding settlement costs and advance notice was a missed opportunity to give
uniform guidance upon which the licensees could rely regarding the aforementioned fees.
However, these fees were not addressed in the Rate Manual or any Department rule, bulletin or
circular letter. The Company also reiterates its position that these charges are the agents’
responsibility, not the Company’s, and that the Company is not responsible for these activities as
claimed by the Department.

(g) 2 Violations as a result of the Company not providing a HUD-1
settlement sheet in violation of the PA UIPA and 40 P.S.
§ 323.3(a).

As stated previously, the Company disagrees with the Department’s conclusion that
alleged violations under the PA UIPA were committed by the Company. The Company restates
its position that without prior gnidance in the form of statutes, regulations, bulletins or circular
letters, there is nothing in the Rate Manual or Pennsylvania law that defines the documents or
record keeping requirements to determine compliance. The Company respectfully suggests that
the Department issue rules or bulletins to guide agents as to what constitutes proper
documentation to retain prior to issuing violations for failing to maintain certain records. The
Company also reiterates its position that it is the responsibility of the closing agent, not the
Company, to keep the HUD-1 settlement sheet, and that the Company is not responsible for these
activities as claimed by the Department.

3. Forms
The Company recognizes that the Department has expressed concern about language

used in the Report Status Notification of Title Order form used by the Company. The Company
will revise the form to reflect the change noted by the Department.

4. Licensing

(a) 10 Violations as a result of the Company’s failure to certify a list
of its appointed agents in violation of 40 P.S. § 910-25.

See response in Section II (H), infra.
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II. THE DEPARTMENT’S RECOMMENDATIONS

The Company agrees with the Department’s general recommendation that internal
controls must be reinforced and utilized in order to assure that the Company is complying with
all Pennsylvania insurance laws, rules, and regulations. The Company agrees to update its
agents as to their obligations under applicable Pennsylvania insurance laws, rules, and
regulations through the use of informative bulletins. The Department’s specific
recommendations for corrective action and the Company’s additional replies are outlined below.

A. The Company must review the Unfair Insarance Practices Act specifically 40
P.S. § 1171.4 and the Department’s regulations at 31 Pa. Code § 126.1 with
its agents to ensure that the owner-mortgagor is advised in writing of the
right to obtain title insurance in his own favor. This is to ensure
that violations noted in the Report do not occur in the future.

The Company recognizes the necessity for an agent to receive a waiver in all cases where
one is required. However, the obligation to obtain a waiver resides with the agent in the first
instance since it, not the Company, is aware of the nature of the transaction and whether a waiver
is necessary. In most cases, the Company does not even know about the transaction until after a
closing is conducted and the premium is remitted. Thus, the Company is not in a position to
determine whether a valid waiver is necessary and it is not in a position to obtain a waiver after
the closing has been conducted. The Company agrees, in accordance with its agency
agreements, to provide each agent with an updated bulletin which outlines and describes the
waiver requirements.

The Company does not concede that the agents’ failure to obtain waivers resulted in
violations of the PA UIPA and therefore denies the factual accuracy of the second statement in
this recommendation. As stated in Section I(A) of this Reply Letter, settlement errors by title
agents are not defined as an “unfair or deceptive act or practice” under Section 1171.5 of the PA
UTPA. Nor has the Department issued an opinion, bulletin, or rule providing notice to the title
industry that settlement errors may be categorized as an “unfair or deceptive act or practice™ or
rise to the level of a PA UIPA violation. It is the Company’s position that the PA UIPA has
inaccurately been applied in this case.

B. The Company must reinforce internal controls to ensure that all records and
documents are maintained in accordance with the Insurance Department Act
and the Insurance Company Law so that violations noted in the Report do
not occur in the future.

‘To the extent that Pennsylvania insurance law requires a producer to maintain records,
the Company fully intends to comply with such record retention provisions. The Company
agrees, in accordance with its agency agreements, to provide each agent with an updated bulletin
which outlines and describes Pennsylvania insurance record retention requirements. The
Company does not believe, however, that Pennsylvania insurance law requires it to undertake the
responsibility of a regulatory governmental body to ensure that each title agent maintains all of
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its records and documents in accordance with state insurance law. As shown above, no duty
exists under the Insurance Code and the administrative regulations promulgated thereunder for a
title insurer to retain settlement records. As such, the Company will comply with its own
document retention requirements and provide guidance to its title agents but will not agree to
undertake responsibilities outside or beyond its requirements under Pennsylvania insurance law
or to assume the duties of the Department in this regard.

C. The Company must make quarterly filings with the Department for
additional charges in especially difficult title matters, special fees for
affirmative risks coverages and policies issued in excess of the filed rate as
required. This is to ensure that violations noted under the Insurance
Company Law at 40 P.S. § 910-37(a) do not occur in the future.

The Company concedes to the Department’s conclusion that proper timely quarterly
reports of additional work charges were not filed in especially difficult title matters and special
fees for affirmative risks coverages as required. The Company was not aware of this legal
obligation. The Company is working to address how it can comply with the Department’s
expectation that quarterly reports be filed and intends to develop a plan for ensuring compliance
to the extent that the underwriter is responsible under the insurance laws of Pennsylvania and in
accordance with its agency agreements. Specifically, the Company intends to provide bulletins
to its title agents on a going-forward basis to make each agent aware and provide guidance of its
obligations under the insurance laws of Pennsylvania in accordance with its agency agreements.

D. The Company must review the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. § 910-
37(h) and must take appropriate measures to ensure the rating violations
listéd in the Report do not occur in the future. The overcharges noted in the
Rating Section of this Report must be refunded to the insureds and proof of
such refunds must be provided to the Insurance Department within 30 days
of the Report issue date. '

Certain alleged overcharges by the agents noted in the Report were refunded to the
insureds by the respective overcharging title agent. The Company, in an effort to facilitate
resolution of these matters, monitored the title agents’ responses to the Department’s request for
the issuance of refunds. In response to the Departments’ order that proof of such refunds be
provided, the Company states that it has previously provided copies of all refund checks to the
Department. To the extent that the Department contends that not all refunds have been provided,
the Company requests that the Department identify those transactions at issue so that refunds can
be made, if necessary. ‘

The fact, however, that the Company acted as a liaison between the Department and the
agents to assist in the timely issuance of certain refunds is not intended in any way to undermine
the position that the Company is not responsible for the actions of an agent acting as a settlement
officer. No admission, responsibility, or liability on the part of the Company is intended by its
efforts to assure the agents made appropriate refunds to their clients.
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E. The Company must implement procedures with its agents to ensure that each

agent provides the consumer, in advance of the day of closing, a written
notice that an additional expense may be incurred when scheduling a closing
out-of-office or after hours. This is to ensure that violations of the Unfair
Insurance Practices Act at 40 P.S. § 1171.4 noted in the Report do not occar
in the future, '

The Company agrees to provide bulletins to make each agent aware of its obligations
under the insurance laws of Pennsylvania and provide guidance to the agents in accordance with
its agency agreements. The Company does not concede that the agents’ failure to provide
written notice of additional expenses when scheduling a closing out-of-office or after hours
resulted in violations of the PA UIPA. Again, as shown in Exhibit B, the Department issued a
bulletin in September of 1999 which clearly instructs and advises the title insurance industry that
the Department will not regulate or oversee the amount a customer is charged for an out-of-
office or after hours closing. Without further guidance on the issue, the Company relies on that
bulletin for proper instruction. As the Department has not established a violation of the
Pennsylvania insurance laws, the Company cannot concede to violations of the PA UIPA, nor
does it concede that any violations committed in this regard by agents should be attributed to the
Company.

F. The Company must implement procedures to ensure that the violations
of the Unfair Insurance Practices Act at 40 P.S. § 1171.4, regarding the
proper disclosure of information on the HUD-1 settlement sheet noted in the
report do not occur in the future.

The Company agrees that it will provide bulletins to make each agent aware of its
obligations under the insurance laws of Pennsylvania and provide guidance to the agents in
accordance with its agency agreements. The Company does not concede that the examination of
the HUD-1 settlement sheets establishes any violations of the PA UIPA. To the extent that any
of its agents’ activities as a closing officer are outside the scope of the agency agreement, the
Company incorporates its statement with respect to the regulatory authority of the Department
(see page 3, supra). :

G. The Company must reinforce internal controls to ensure that all records and
documents are maintained in accordance with the Insurance Department Act
and the Unfair Insurance Practices Act so that violations noted in the Report
do not occur in the future.

Again, the Company agrees that it will provide bulletins to make each agent aware of its
obligations under the insurance laws of Pennsylvania and provide guidance to the agents in
accordance with its agency agreements. The Company does not concede that it failed to
maintain the proper records in accordance with the Insurance Department Act and thus does not
agree with the Department’s conclusion that violations of the PA UIPA were committed. To the
extent that any of its agents’ activities as a closing officer are outside the scope of the agency
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agreement, the Company incorporates its statement with respect to the regulatory authority of the
Department. (see page 3, supra).

H. The Company must ensure that all agents are properly appointed, as
required by the Insurance Company Law at 40 P.S. § 910-25 prior to
accepting business from an agent,

The Company will confirm that all agents are properly appointed as part of their initial
appointment with the Company.

o1,  CONCLUSION

The Department’s Report references and suggests a reduced number of alleged violations
than those originally cited in the summaries provided by the Department. While the Company is
aware that the number of alleged violations has been reduced, it is not clear to the Company
which alleged violations were removed by the Department. Without the benefit of this
information from the Department, the substance of the Company’s reply has been made more
difficult and less precise as the Company is unable to address the alleged violations the
Department contends remain.

This Reply Letter and Exhibits constitute the Company’s response to the Department’s
Report dated November 17, 2009. The Company extends its gratitude to the Department’s staff
for its cooperation. The Company stands ready to answer any questions that the Department may
have with respect to this Reply Letter.

Respectfully submitted,

P g] T
((:); A (/7{7; YA

Ronald J. Blitenthal
Vice President & Governmental Affairs Counsel
Old Republic National Title Insurance Company

Enclosures
cc: Terry Keating
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PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

M. Hannak Leavilt Attoroeys
717-237-4807 Onc South Market Syeare
leavittmh@bipe.com 213 Market Swoet. Third Floar
. Hurrisbucy, PA 11101
Telephous: 717-2374300
Fax: 172330852
July 20, 1999 Maling Address:
PO Bex1203
VIA HAND DELIVERY B TV
Randy Rohrbaugh, Director
Bureau of Property and Casualty Insurance e .
Office of Regulation of Rate and Policies RECE_“{' ""J_ ot
Pénnsylvania Insurance Department \Gjfica of R ard Felicy Reg-tafans
1311 Strawberry Square ) ' 14 106
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 WuL 2 11e%9
Ponnsytwarvs
Insurance Dsyaicrent

Re:  Title Insurance Rating Bureau of Penusylvaunla:
Proposed New Endorsements and Charges and

Proposed Revisions to Ratms Manual

Enclosed you will find two (2) copies each of the above-captioned filings. By this letter
the Title Insurance Rating Bureau of Pennsylvania (“Rating Burcau”™) requests approval of
proposed forms and rates and proposed Rating Manual revisions.

1. Proposed Endorsements and Charges.

The American Land Title Association (“*ALTA™), inter alia, monitors the title insurance
industry, identifying new marketplace demands for which it then develops new coverages. Italso
identifies the need for language changes in existing ALTA forms. All of the endorseracnts
proposed herein have been dcvelopcd and approved by the ALTA. Their approval by the
Pennsylvania Insurance Department is requested so that members of the Rating Bureau will be
able to meet:the needs of their policyholders in this state. Following is & list of each endorscment
and what changes to the Rating Manual will be effected by cach approval. In addition, a
complete description of each proposed endorsement is found in the draft revised Rating Manual
which is also included with this filing.

» ALTA 7 - TIRBOP ENDORSEMENT PA 400 (1999) (Manufactured Housing Unit):
This is a new endorsement for Pennsylvania. It is proposed to price this endorsement
at 550.

v ALTA 5.1 - TIRBOP ENDORSEMENT PA 820 (Rev'd 1959) - (Planned Unit
Development): This Endo)?c ent replaces existing ALTA 5, which is priced at 550.
rou ‘?ﬁ . Effctive_L0/1/99
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There will be no change in the Charge, only in the language of the endorsement form
which is intended to be a clearer statement of the same coverage.

ALTA 11 - TIRBOP ENDORSEMENT PA 500 (1999) {Mortgage Modification):
This coverage is described and authorized at Manual Rule 5.9 (formerly 5.12).
Although the Charge for this coverage exists in the current Manual, there was no
specific endorsernent form required by which to provide the coverage. Accordingly,
this is @ new form but not a new Charge which is set forth in Menual Rule 5.9

- (formerly 5.12). The coverage language will be standardized upon approval of this

new cndorsement form.

ALTA 9 - TIRBOP ENDORSEMENT PA 1030 (Rev'd 1999) (Restrictions,
encroachments, mincrals); This replaces existing ALTA 9. The 1999 version of this
endorsement does not substantively change existing ALTA 9, but the langiage is
considered to be improved. There is no change in the existing Charge proposed.

ALTA 9.1 - TIRBOP ENDORSEMENT PA 1031 (Restrictions, etc.; Unimproved
Land): This is 2 new endorsement, The Charge for this endorsement is proposed to be
20% above the basic or reissue rate for the policy unless it is issued with TIRBOP
Endorsement 301 in which case it would be priced at an additional 10% over the basic
or reissue rate. A reduction is appropriate in this circumstance because there is some
overlap in the coverages in TIRBOP 301 and ALTA 9.1.

ALTA 9.2 - TIRBOP ENDORSEMENT PA 1031 (Restrictions, ete.: Improved
Land): This is & new endorsement. The Charge for this endorsement is proposed to be

identical to that proposed for ALTA 9.1,

II. Justification for Endersement Charges.

Endorsements ALTA 5.1 (TIRBOP 820 - Rev'd 1999), ALTA 11 (TIRBOF 500 - 1999)
and ALTA 9 (TIRBOP 1030 - Rev'd 1999) are not new endorsements; these forms clarify or
standardize coverage authorized by the existing Rating Manual. They are not priced differently
from the endorsements they replace. In the case of ALTA 11, the Charge set forth in Section 5.9
(formerly 5.12) of the Manua! is not changing. The standard form endorsement developed by
ALTA will simply replace the forms presently used by each company according to its own
drafting preference.

ALTA 7 (TIRBOP 400 - 1999) is not & new endorsement, but it is new lo Peninsylvania.
The Rating Bureau has been unable to collect data on its use in other states. This is because in
many states cndorsement data is not collected. Manufactured housing is & very small percentage
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of the residential housing marketplace, and the use of the endorsement is expected to be
infrequent, relatively speaking, and not to have a material impact upon overall revenue.

ALTA 9.1 (TIRBOP 1031) and ALTA 9.2 (TIRBOP 1032) arc new coverages and have
not been used previously anywhere in the country for a significant period of time. Accordingly,
there is no experience to draw upon to justify the proposed Charge for each endorsement. The
proposed Charge has been established at e level comparable to the Charge for ALTA 9 which
provides coverage compareble to that provided by ALTA 9.1 and 9.2. There is a difference,
however, in the risk which is reflected in the higher Charge for ALTA 9.1 and 9.2. ALTA $is an
endorsement issued only to Jenders. A lender does not have & claim unless and until there is 2
default on the loan, and it is discovered that title defects impair the lender’s security interest in
the insured property. ALTA 9.1 and ALTA 9.2 will be issued only in connection with an
owners' policy. The risk of loss is greater on an owner's policy than on a lender's policy because
a default on a loan is not the precondition to a claim, Accordingly, the Charge is proposed to be
10% higher than the approved Charge for ALTA §.

In short, there are no data upon which the proposed Charges for ALTA 7 (TIRBOP 400-
1999), ALTA 9.1 (TIRBOP 1031) and ALTA 9.2 (TIRBOP 1032), They are proposed to be
priced in accordance with the principles used to price gll endorsements: the proposed Charges
reflect the additional work and/or risk assumed by issvance of the endorsement. The use of these
new endorsements is expected to be infrequent and their impact on overall revenue non-material.

III. Proposed Revisious to the Rating Manial.

Enclosed you will find a red-lined version of the Rating Manual, Many of these proposed
changes are required to update the Rating Manual; for example, the address of the Rating Bureau
and the member company names have been corrected. The revisions also take into account the
new endorsements proposed in this filing.

The most significant change proposed is the elimination of Section 2.3(b) of the Manual,
This abolishes the Charge for out-of-office closings end for closings that take place beyond
normal office hours. This will reduce agent retentions in an amount equivalent to approximately
2.1% of overall title insurance revenue.

Also proposed is the elimination of Scction 7.7 of the Manual, which regulates, inter alia,
charges for photocopying and overnight delivery. Certain Charges authorized under Section 7.7
of the Manua) are simply eliminated, such zs the one for photocopying, with no ability of the
insurer or agent to charge for them, Other Charges aitthorized by Section 7.7 of the Mznual, such
as ovemnight delivery, are deleted from the Rating Manual but not intended to be eliminated from
practice, We belicve that this kind of special service may not be “title insurance” and therefore
not subject to regulation by the Department. As explained in the proposed revisions lo Section
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2.1 of the Manual, the title insurance fee for a policy covers delivery by U.S. Mail; any other
delivery is at the expense of the policyholder or other person with an interest in the insured
transaction.

Two itemns are being added as pass-through charges in Section 7.4 (formerly 7.6) of the
Manual. One change is for domestic relations lien information which is charged in many
countries. ‘The second is for a certification which is charged by some planned communities such
as condominiums. The Agent or Insurer will nol be abls to charge more than the cherge made by
the govemnment or the planned community for those certifications. .

The only other substantive change to the Rating Manual is found in Section 5.12
(formerly 5.15) of the Manual. The zvailability of discounted title insurance Charges has been
extended to applicants cligible for any governmental program designed to assist persons in the
purchase of 2 home.  The current rule is specific to a program, The Community Reinvestment
Program, or lo a specific agency, the Pennsylvania Housing Finance Authority. In addition, the
limit of $50,000 is proposcd to be raised to $200,000. The Rating Bureau does not belicve it
should limit eligibility for title insurance discounts where the responsible governmental agency
permits & subsidy for the mortgage loan generating the need for title insurance.

An effective date of October 1, 1999, is proposcd for the new endorsements, climination
of certain Charges and revision to the Rating Manual. This will allow sufficient time lo print the
nicw forms and rating manuals, to distribute them and to undertake the requisite training of agents

and employees.

The Rating Bureau has been working for a long time on this filing, We belicve that the
title insurance marketplace will be well served by these new coverages, standardized form
endorsements and simplified Reting Manual. Your attention to this filing is eppreciated. [fyou
have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. '

Sincerely yours,
A ek (G270
M. Hannzh Leavitt

MHL/Imm

Enclosures

ce:  Gordon M. Burlingame, Jr.
Executive Direclor
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

INSURANCE DEPARTMENT HE‘—ME,\..-,IU)

STRAWBERRY SOUARE
HARRISEURG, PA. 17120

September 15, 1999

EXTEUYIVE OFFICES

IMPORTANT NOTICE

TO: ALL MEMBERS OF THE TITLE, RATING
BUREAU OF PENNSYILVANIA /

1 {5
FROM: Gregory S. MartinL’L (. / Y
Deputy Insurance/Cojtrmissiéner
SUBJECT: Title Insurance Ratjng Bureau Of Pennsylvania
Revised Rating Mznual of October 1, 1999

As you know, the Pennsylvania Insurance Department (“Insurance
Department™) has approved a revised Rating Manual with an effective date of October 1, 1999.
Manual Rule 2.3(b), relating to out-of-office closings, has been deleted from the new Rating
Manual. Accordingly, member companics and their agents will no longer be reporting special
charges for out-of-office closings or closings that take place beyond normal office hours.
Further, the Insurance Department will not be regulating the amount that is charged a customer

for this special service.

It is the Insurance Department’s position that consumers must be given notice in
advance of the day of closing of the additional expensc that may be incurred by scheduling a
closing at the convenience of the consumer. Therefore, your company and your sgents will be
required to demonstrate that they have given advance written notice to every applicant for title
insurance of the opportunity to save money by arranging a settiement in the office of the agent
or underwriter during regular business hours. Attached you will find a sample notice which the

Insurance Department finds acceptable,

This notice can be sent to the applicant, which may be the lawyer, real estate broker or
lender for the title instrance policyholder. In this case, your company or agent must advise the
applicant that the notice should be forwarded by the applicant to the consumer.

This notice should be given in every cass where a title insurance company or agent
expects to impose an additional charge for out-of-office or after-hours closings. This directive
from the Insurance Department should not be considered s the Department’s approval or tacit
encouragement of the imposition of such an additional charge. Many agents and underwriters
do not impose a charge for this service, and this pro-consurer practice is appropriate.

Attachment




Dear Applicant:

Please be advised that the Notice set forth below is intended for the
consumer(s)/party(ics) who will bc finandally responsible for any
additional closing service fee in connection with the real estate closing. If
you arc not that person or party, please forward a copy of the Notice to the
consumer(s)/party(ics) who may be affected. Thanlk You,

NOTICE

The title insurance fee includes the cost of the closing on the insured real
estate property if it takes place during regular business hours and at the
office of the title insurance agent or underwriter.

If your closing takes place at another location or a time of your choosing, or
that of your attorney, lender or rwaltor, the title insurzace agent or
underwriter may impose an additional charge for this special secvice. You
may determine the amount of this additional charge, if agy, by calling the
title insurance represeatative at

(Tusert ame, add ress, pboge # of vontact persou)




