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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

In re:  

Vascular Access Centers, L.P., 

                           Alleged Debtor. 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
:

Chapter 11 

Case No. 19-17117 (AMC) 

VASCULAR ACCESS CENTERS, L.P.’S MOTION FOR AUTHORIZATION TO  
CONTINUE INSURANCE COVERAGE ENTERED INTO PRE-PETITION AND 

HONOR OBLIGATIONS RELATED THERETO 

Alleged debtor, Vascular Access Centers, L.P. (the “Debtor”) hereby moves the Court, 

pursuant to this motion (this “Motion”), for entry of an order, substantially in the form attached 

hereto as Exhibit A, authorizing the Debtor to maintain and continue its insurance policies 

uninterrupted and pay any pre-petition or other amounts related to such policies to the extent the 

Debtor determines, in their discretion, that such payment is appropriate.  In support of this 

Motion, the Debtor respectfully states as follows: 

Jurisdiction 

1. The Court has jurisdiction to consider this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1334.  

This matter is a core proceeding within the meaning of 28 U.S.C. § 157(b)(2). 

2. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 1409. 

3. The statutory and rule-based predicates for the relief requested herein are sections 

105(a), 363, 1107(a) and 1108 of title 11 of the United States Code (the “Bankruptcy Code”) and 

Rule 6003 of the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure (the “Bankruptcy Rules”). 

Background 

4. On November 12, 2019 (the “Petition Date”), an involuntary petition for Chapter 

11 relief was filed against the Debtor with this Court.  The Debtor has consented to the relief 

and, upon entry of an order for relief, will be operating its business and managing its property as 
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debtor in possession pursuant to sections 1107(a) and 1108 of the Bankruptcy Code.  No request 

for the appointment of a trustee or examiner has been made in this chapter 11 case (the “Chapter 

11 Case”) and, as of the date of the filing of this Motion, no official committee has been 

appointed or designated.     

5.   The Debtor was founded by Dr. James McGuckin as a Pennsylvania limited 

partnership in 2005.  Non-debtor Vascular Access Center, LLC (“VAC-LLC”) is the Debtor’s 

general partner.  Dr. McGuckin is the Debtor’s CEO and the sole member and manager of VAC-

LLC.     

6. The Debtor operates its business through limited liability company subsidiaries, 

ten of which have minority equity positions held by investors – generally referring physicians or 

practices.  Those investors represent approximately 22% of the aggregate outstanding equity of 

the subsidiaries. 

7. The Debtor’s subsidiaries operate/manage various outpatient vascular access 

centers (“Centers”), whereby physician interventionalists perform dialysis access procedures and 

certain other vascular access procedures on patients with end-stage renal disease (“ESRD”) and 

other vascular conditions or diseases.  Physician interventionalists are physicians trained in 

interventional radiology, interventional nephrology, or vascular surgery with further training in 

using sophisticated imaging technology. 

8. Dr. McGuckin founded the Debtor with a mission of providing clinical excellence 

and unparalleled service in a convenient outpatient setting.  Today, the Debtor has its corporate 

offices in Philadelphia, PA and owns 15 Joint Commission certified Centers in eight states, has a 

fully integrated electronic medical records (EMR) system, employs approximately 100 full and 
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part-time associates (non-physician) and services nearly 10,000 patient visits annually.   

9. The Debtor was originally founded primarily to manage the Centers that serve 

patients suffering with ESRD.  There was a demand for expedient care for hemodialysis (“HD”) 

patients that Dr. McGuckin believed hospitals were simply not meeting in an efficient manner.  

Before the Debtor began to establish the Centers, outpatient centers were generally considered 

unconventional, making the competition minimal.  Over time, however, improvements in 

technology and increases in medical reimbursement for various minimally invasive procedures 

made outpatient centers increasingly popular.  In tandem, this also allowed for the expansion of 

the Debtor’s Centers’ service line offerings.  In 2009, Peripheral Arterial Disease (“PAD”) was 

officially launched as a companywide service line offering, with other minimally invasive 

therapies to follow.  PAD remains the Debtor’s highest revenue-yielding procedural line therapy 

on a per-treatment basis.  The Debtor’s Centers also offer other service lines, such as deep and 

superficial venous therapies, uterine artery embolization and kyphoplasty/vertebroplasty, as part 

of its diversification efforts. 

10. Approximately 70% of the Debtor’s revenues come from and are expected to 

continue to be derived from Medicare payments.   

11. Approximately 20% of the Debtor’s revenues come from and are expected to 

continue to be generated by patients who have private payors as the primary payor.  The majority 

of these patients have insurance policies that reimburse the Debtor on terms and at rates higher 

than Medicare rates.  

12. The Debtor operates Centers in the following locations: Prince George’s County, 

Maryland; Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; West Orange, New Jersey; Mays Landing, New Jersey; 

Case 19-17117-amc    Doc 12    Filed 11/15/19    Entered 11/15/19 16:45:08    Desc Main
Document      Page 3 of 11



121214811_2 

4

Memphis, Tennessee, Bolivar, Mississippi; New Orleans, Louisiana; North Shore, Louisiana; 

Piscataway, New Jersey; and Brandywine, Maryland. 

Insurance Policies

13. In connection with the operation of the Debtor’s business and the management of 

its operations, the Debtor maintains numerous insurance policies, providing coverage for, among 

other things, professional liability, director and officer liability, crime, cyber liability, umbrella, 

general liability and property insurance (collectively, the insurance policies are referred to herein 

as the “Insurance Policies”).  The Debtor maintains the Insurance Policies through several 

different carriers and finances its premiums through First Insurance Funding.  The Insurance 

Policies, carriers, terms of the current policies and, if any, amounts owed on account of the 

policies, are listed on Exhibit B hereto.1

14. The Debtor is required to maintain insurance coverage throughout the Chapter 11 

proceedings in order to preserve the value of its business, property, and assets, and therefore does 

not believe that Court approval is necessary to permit it to maintain the Insurance Policies.  Out 

of an abundance of caution, however, the Debtor, by this Motion, seeks entry of an order 

authorizing payment of pre-petition amounts, if any, necessary to maintain the Insurance 

Policies, and to continue to maintain the Insurance Policies post-petition, including the ability to 

renew and/or replace the Insurance Policies. 

10. The Insurance Policies are critical to the Debtor’s day-to-day operations, as they 

protect the value of the Debtor’s estates, provide coverage for fiduciaries, directors, and officers, 

1  The Debtor’s liability Insurance Policies typically run on annual terms, beginning on December 1 of each calendar 
year and its professional liability Insurance Policies run on an annual basis from March 1 of each calendar year.  
Further, in addition to the Insurance Policies listed on Exhibit B and addressed herein, the Debtor maintains other 
insurance policies as part of its employee benefits programs.  These policies, such as health, dental, disability, and 
workers’ compensation, are addressed by separate motion filed concurrently herewith detailing the Debtor’s wage 
and benefits policies.   
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and provide coverage for the Debtor to the extent of many liabilities incident to its operations.2

For the policy period spanning from December 1, 2018 to November 30, 2019, the annual 

premiums for the liability Insurance Policies totaled approximately $173,691.80, payable with a 

cash down payment of $36,232.30 and ten monthly installment payments of $17,369.18 each.  

The liability Insurance Policies are scheduled to be renewed on December 1, 2019 and will 

require a down payment of approximately $36,000 to be paid at that time.  Thereafter, the Debtor 

will be required to make ten monthly payments through the remainder of the policy period. The 

Debtor’s premiums for professional liability Insurance Policies totaled approximately 

$515,721.10 for the premium financing period that runs through February 29, 2020.  The final 

monthly payment of $34,031.39 is due to be paid by the Debtor on December 1, 2019.  The 

renewal deposit for financing the professional liability Insurance Policies in the amount of 

$125,000 will become due February 29, 2020. By this Motion, the Debtor requests authority to 

pay its remaining premiums for the current policy year and to renew its liability Insurance 

Policies, which payments in the aggregate amount of approximately $70,000 are due December 

1, 2019 and the Debtor will renew its financing of its professional liability Insurance Policies in 

the ordinary course of its business in February of 2020.     

11. The Debtor believes that the continuation of the Insurance Policies is essential to 

the ongoing operations of the Debtor’s business.  The Debtor intends to continue making 

premium payments as they come due on the Insurance Policies and otherwise maintain the 

policies in the ordinary course of business.   

Relief Requested

12. By this Motion, the Debtor requests authority to continue the Insurance Policies 

2  In addition, the Debtors also carry a life insurance policy on Peter Nero, the Musical Director of Peter Nero and 
The Philly Pops.   
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uninterrupted and pay any pre- or post-petition amounts related to the Insurance Policies to the 

extent that the Debtor determines, in their discretion, that payment is necessary or appropriate. 

Basis for Relief

13. Pursuant to sections 105(a) and 363(b) of the Bankruptcy Code, the Debtor seeks 

authority to continue the Insurance Policies uninterrupted, on the same basis, and in accordance 

with the same practices and procedures as were in effect before the Petition Date.  Thus, by this 

Motion, the Debtor proposes to honor the Insurance Policies and pay any other amount to the 

extent that the Debtor determines, in its discretion, that payment is necessary to avoid 

cancellation, default, alteration, assignment, attachment, lapse, or any form of impairment to the 

coverage, benefits, or proceeds provided under the Insurance Policies.   

14. To the extent that the Debtor seeks, by this Motion, to pay any amounts relating to 

pre-petition coverage under the Insurance Policies, the Debtor submits that the Court may 

authorize payment of pre-petition claims in appropriate circumstances based on section 105(a) of 

the Bankruptcy Code.  Section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, which codifies the inherent 

equitable powers of the bankruptcy court, empowers the court to “issue any order, process, or 

judgment that is necessary or appropriate to carry out the provisions of this title.” 11 U.S.C. § 

105(a).  Under section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code, courts may permit pre-plan payments of 

pre-petition obligations when they are essential to the continued operation of the debtor’s 

business.  Specifically, the Court may use its power under section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code 

to authorize payment of pre-petition obligations pursuant to the “necessity of payment” rule (also 

referred to as the “doctrine of necessity”). 

15. The “doctrine of necessity” or the “necessity of payment” rule originated in 

railway cases and was first articulated by the United States Supreme Court in Miltenberger v.  
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Logansport, C.&S.W.R. Co., 106 U.S. 286 (1882).  The doctrine was expanded to non-railroad 

debtors in the mid-century. See Dudley v. Mealey, 147 F.2d 268, 271 (2d Cir. 1945) (holding, in 

a hotel reorganization case, that the court was not “helpless” to apply the rule to supply creditors 

of non-railroad debtors where the alternative was cessation of operations). 

16. The United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit recognized the 

“necessity of payment” doctrine in In re Lehigh & New England Ry. Co., 657 F.2d 570, 581 (3d 

Cir. 1981).  The Third Circuit held that a court could authorize the payment of pre-petition 

claims if such payment was essential to the continued operation of the debtor.  Id. (stating courts 

may authorize payment of pre-petition claims when there “is the possibility that the creditor will 

employ an immediate economic sanction, failing such payment”); see also In re Penn Central 

Transp. Co., 467 F.2d 100, 102 n.1 (3d Cir. 1972) (holding necessity of payment doctrine 

permits “immediate payment of claims of creditors where those creditors will not supply services 

or material essential to the conduct of the business until its pre-reorganization claims have been 

paid”);  In re Just for Feet, Inc., 242 B.R. 821, 824-25 (Bankr. D. Del. 1999) (noting that, in the 

Third Circuit, debtors may pay pre-petition claims that are essential to continued operation of 

business);  In re Columbia Gas Sys., Inc., 171 B.R. 189, 191-92 (Bankr. D. Del. 1994) (same). 

17. Today, the rationale for the necessity of payment rule—the rehabilitation of a 

debtor in reorganization cases—is “the paramount policy and goal of Chapter 11.” In re  

Ionosphere Clubs, Inc., 98 B.R. 174, 176 (Bankr. S.D.N.Y. 1989); see also In re Just For Feet, 

Inc., 242 B.R. at 826 (finding that payment of pre-petition claims to certain trade vendors was 

“essential to the survival of the debtor during the chapter 11 reorganization”); In re Quality  

Interiors, Inc., 127 B.R. 391, 396 (Bankr. N.D. Ohio 1991) (“[P]ayment by a debtor in 

possession of pre-petition claims outside of a confirmed plan of reorganization is generally 
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prohibited by the Bankruptcy Code,” but “[a] general practice has developed . . . where 

bankruptcy courts permit the payment of certain pre-petition claims, pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 105, 

where the debtor will be unable to reorganize without such payment.”); In re Eagle-Picher  

Indus., Inc., 124 B.R. 1021, 1023 (Bankr. S.D. Ohio 1991) (approving payment of pre-petition 

unsecured claims of tool makers as “necessary to avert a serious threat to the Chapter 11 

process”); Burchinal v. Cent. Wash. Bank (In re Adams Apple, Inc.), 829 F.2d 1484, 1490 (9th 

Cir. 1987) (recognizing that allowance of “unequal treatment of pre-petition debts when 

necessary for rehabilitation . . .” is appropriate);  Mich. Bureau of Workers’ Disability Comp. v.  

Chateaugay Corp. (In re Chateauguay Corp.), 80 B.R. 279, 287 (S.D.N.Y. 1987) (authorizing 

payment of pre-petition worker’s compensation claims on grounds that the fundamental purpose 

of reorganization and equity powers of bankruptcy courts “is to create a flexible mechanism that 

will permit the greatest likelihood of survival of the debtor and payment of creditors in full or at 

least proportionately”); 3 COLLIER ON BANKRUPTCY, § 105.04[5][a] (15th ed. rev. 2004) 

(discussing cases in which courts have relied on the “doctrine of necessity” or the “necessity of 

payment” rule to pay pre-petition claims immediately). 

18. Courts also have permitted post-petition payment of pre-petition claims pursuant 

to section 105(a) of the Bankruptcy Code in other situations, such as if nonpayment of a pre-

petition obligation would trigger a withholding of goods or services essential to the debtors’ 

business reorganization plan. See Ionosphere Clubs, 98 B.R. at 167-77 (finding that section 105 

of the Bankruptcy Code empowers bankruptcy courts to authorize payment of pre-petition debt 

when such payment is needed to facilitate the rehabilitation of the debtor). 

19. This flexible approach is particularly critical where a pre-petition creditor 

provides vital goods or services to a debtor that would be unavailable if the debtor did not satisfy 
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its pre-petition obligations.  In In re Structurlite Plastics Corp., 86 B.R. 922, 931 (Bankr. S.D. 

Ohio 1988), the bankruptcy court stated it “may exercise its equity powers under § 105(a) [of the 

Bankruptcy Code] to authorize payment of pre-petition claims where such payment is necessary 

‘to permit the greatest likelihood of survival of the debtors and payment of creditors in full or at 

least proportionately.’” Id.  The court explained that “a per se rule proscribing the payment of 

pre-petition indebtedness may well be too inflexible to permit the effectuation of the 

rehabilitative purposes of the Code.” Id. at 932. 

20. Moreover, the Court may authorize the Debtor to pay pre-petition amounts to 

maintain insurance coverage under section 363(b) of the Bankruptcy Code.  Section 363(b)(1) of 

the Bankruptcy Code provides that “[t]he trustee, after notice and a hearing, may use, sell, or 

lease, other than in the ordinary course of business, property of the estate.”  11 U.S.C. § 

363(b)(1).  Under these sections, a court may authorize a debtor to pay certain pre-petition 

claims.  See In re Ionosphere Clubs, 98 B.R. at 175 (affirming lower court order authorizing 

payment of pre-petition wages pursuant to section 363(b)).  To do so, “the debtor must articulate 

some business justification, other than the mere appeasement of major creditors.”  Id.  As 

discussed herein, the maintenance of the Insurance Policies is critical to the operation and 

successful reorganization of the Debtor’s business.   

21. Payment of any pre-petition insurance amounts and continued payment of 

insurance premiums on the Insurance Policies will benefit the estates and the Debtor’s creditors 

by allowing the Debtor’s operations to continue without interruption, facilitating a smooth 

transition into Chapter 11.  Accordingly, the Debtor believes it is in the best interests of its 

creditors and parties in interest to authorize the Debtor to maintain the Insurance Policies by 

paying any outstanding pre- or post-petition amounts owing thereunder.   
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22. In addition, by this Motion, the Debtor requests that its banks and financial 

institutions be authorized and directed, when requested by the Debtor in the Debtor’s sole 

discretion, to honor and pay checks or requests for fund transfers arising out of any pre-petition 

claims and obligations relating to the Insurance Policies.  The Debtor represents that these 

payments can be readily identified as relating directly to the authorized payment of obligations 

under the Insurance Policies, and that, accordingly, payments for pre-petition obligations other 

than those addressed herein or in another order of this Court will not be honored inadvertently.   

23. In light of the foregoing, the Debtor respectfully submits that obtaining the 

authority to pay and honor any claims and obligations relating to the Insurance Policies is 

essential to the Debtor’s successful reorganization and is in the best interests of the Debtor’s 

estate and creditors.   

24.  Nothing in this Motion should be construed as an admission as to the validity or 

priority of any claim against the Debtor, a waiver of the Debtor’s rights to dispute any claims or 

assert any counterclaims or affirmative defenses, or an approval or assumption of any agreement, 

contract or lease, pursuant to section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code.   

25.   Bankruptcy Rule 6003(b) provides that “[e]xcept to the extent that relief is 

necessary to avoid immediate and irreparable harm, the court shall not, within 21 days after the 

filing of the petition, grant relief regarding . . . a motion to use, lease or otherwise incur an 

obligation regarding property of the estate, including a motion to pay all or part of a claim that 

arose before the filing of the petition . . . .”  As set forth above, the Debtor submits that because 

the relief requested in this Motion is necessary to avoid immediate and irreparable harm to the 

Debtor for the reasons set forth herein, Bankruptcy Rule 6003(b) has been satisfied.   

Notice 

26. The Debtor has provided notice of this Motion to:  (a) the Office of the United 
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States Trustee for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania; (b) the entities listed on the List of 

Creditors Holding the 20 Largest Unsecured Claims filed pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 1007(d); 

(c) the Internal Revenue Service; and (d) the Debtor’s insurers.  In light of the nature of the relief 

requested, the Debtor respectfully submits that no further notice is necessary.   

No Prior Request 

27. No prior motion for the relief requested herein has been made to this or any other 

court. 

WHEREFORE, for the reasons set forth herein, the Debtor respectfully requests that the 

Court enter an order, substantially in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A, (a) authorizing the 

Debtor to maintain and continue its Insurance Policies uninterrupted and pay any pre-petition 

amounts related to such policies to the extent the Debtor determines, in its discretion, that such 

payment is appropriate and (b) granting such other and further relief as is just and proper. 

Dated:  November 15, 2019 
            Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

/s/  Lawrence G. McMichael 
DILWORTH PAXSON LLP 
Lawrence G. McMichael 
Anne M. Aaronson 
Jesse N. Silverman 
1500 Market St., Suite 3500E 
Philadelphia, PA 19102 
Telephone:  (215) 575-7000 
Facsimile:  (215) 575-7200 

Proposed Counsel for the Alleged Debtor and 
Debtor in Possession 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

In re:  

Vascular Access Centers, L.P., 

                            Alleged Debtor. 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
:

Chapter 11 

Case No. 19-17117 (AMC) 

ORDER AUTHORIZING VASCULAR ACCESS CENTERS, L.P. TO CONTINUE  
INSURANCE COVERAGE ENTERED INTO PRE-PETITION AND HONOR 

OBLIGATIONS RELATED THERETO 

Upon consideration of the motion (the “Motion”)1 of Vascular Access Centers, L.P., as 

debtor and debtor in possession (the “Debtor”) for entry of an order (this “Order”) authorizing 

the Debtor to maintain and continue the Insurance Policies uninterrupted and pay any pre-

petition amounts related to such policies to the extent the Debtor determines, in its discretion, 

that such payment is appropriate; and it appearing that the relief requested is in the best interests 

of the Debtor’s estate, its creditors and other parties in interest; and it appearing that the relief 

requested is necessary to avoid immediate and irreparable harm; and it appearing that this Court 

has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to U.S.C. §§ 157 and 1334; and it appearing that this 

Motion is a core proceeding pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 157(b)(2); and it appearing that venue of 

this proceeding and this Motion in this District is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1408 and 

1409; and due and proper notice of this Motion having been provided; and it appearing that no 

other or further notice need be provided; and after due deliberation and sufficient cause 

appearing therefore, it is hereby ORDERED: 

1. The Motion is granted. 

1 Capitalized terms used but not otherwise defined herein shall have the meanings set forth in the Motion. 
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2. The Debtor is are authorized, but not directed, to maintain the Insurance Policies 

without interruption, on the same basis, and in accordance with the same practices and 

procedures that were in effect prior to the Petition Date. 

3. The Debtor is authorized, but not directed, to make any payment under or with 

respect to the Insurance Policies to the extent the Debtor determines, in its discretion, that such 

payment is necessary to avoid cancellation, default, alteration, assignment, attachment, lapse, or 

any form of impairment to the coverage, benefits or proceeds provided under the Insurance 

Policies.   

4. In accordance with this Order and any other order of this Court, each of the 

financial institutions at which the Debtor maintains its accounts relating to the payment of the 

obligations described in the Motion is directed to honor checks presented for payment and all 

fund transfer requests made by the Debtor related thereto to the extent that sufficient funds are on 

deposit in such accounts. 

5. Nothing in the Motion or this Order, nor as a result of the Debtor’s payment of 

any insurance obligation pursuant to this Order, shall be deemed or construed as an admission as 

to the validity or priority of any claim against the Debtor or an approval or assumption of any 

agreement, contract or lease pursuant to section 365 of the Bankruptcy Code. 

6. The Debtor is authorized and empowered to take all actions necessary to 

implement the relief granted in this Order. 

7. The requirements set forth in Rule 6003(b) of the Bankruptcy Rules are satisfied 

by the contents of the Motion or otherwise waived. 
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8. Notwithstanding the possible applicability of Rules 6004, 7062 and 9014 of the 

Bankruptcy Rules, or otherwise, the terms and conditions of this Order shall be immediately 

effective and enforceable upon its entry. 

9. All time periods set forth in this Order shall be calculated in accordance with Rule 

9006(a) of the Bankruptcy Rules. 

10. This Court retains jurisdiction with respect to all matters arising from or related to 

the implementation of this Order. 

Dated: ____________, 2019 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

____________________________________ 
The Honorable Ashely M. Chan 
United States Bankruptcy Judge 

Case 19-17117-amc    Doc 12-1    Filed 11/15/19    Entered 11/15/19 16:45:08    Desc
Exhibit A - Proposed Order    Page 4 of 4



121214811_2 

Exhibit B 
[Insurance Policies] 
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# POLICY CARRIER POLICY # EFFECTIVE 
DATE 

PREMIUM CARRIER ADDRESS 

1 Property/Flood American 
Bankers 
Insurance 
Company 

9904623612 7/12/2019-
7/12/2020 

$2,306 PO Box 8695 Kalispell, 
MT 59904 

2 Commercial Property (LA) Mt. Hawley 
Insurance 
Company 

MCP0164079 12/1/2018-
12/1/2019 

$18,625 9025 N. Lindburgh 
Drive                      
Peoria, IL 61615 

3 Boiler & Machinery  C.N.A. 4030465147 12/1/2018-
12/1/2019 

$6,853 CNA Commercial 
Insurance             151 N. 
Franklin St. Chicago, IL 
60606 

4 Inland Marine C.N.A. IM6023744229 12/1/2018-
12/1/2019 

$88,194 333 S. Wabash                             
Chicago, IL 60604 

5 General Liability &
Employee Benefits 
Liability 

C.N.A. HMA4032277547-
1 

12/1/2018-
12/1/2019 

$106,892 Three Radnor Corporate 
Center, 100 Matsonford 
Road Suite 200                                  
Radnor, PA 19087 

6 Professional Liability-
Locums 

National Fire & 
Marine 

ES022298 12/1/2018-
12/1/2019 

$475,000 MedPro Group                          
5814 Reed Road                       
Fort Wayne, IN 46835 

7 Umbrella Liability-Locums Landmark 
American 
Insurance 
Company 

LHZ774657 12/1/2018-
12/1/2019 

$195,000 945 East Paces Ferry 
Road,               Suite 
1800                          
Atlanta, GA 30326 
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8 Umbrella Liability  C.N.A. HMC4032279816-
1 

12/1/2018-
12/1/2019 

$41,980 Three Radnor Corporate 
Center, 100 Matsonford 
Road Suite 200                                 
Radnor, PA 19087 

9 Auto Liability C.N.A. 6023657162 12/1/2018- 
12/1/2019 

$1,904 Three Radnor Corporate 
Center, 100 Matsonford 
Road Suite 200                                  
Radnor, PA 19087 

10 Directors & Officers Allied World 
National 
Assurance 

0308-4088C 6/17/2019- 
6/17/2020 

$20,818 1690 New Britain Ave.,      
Suite 101              
Farmington, CT 06032  

11 Crime Ironshore 
Specialty 

2584802 12/1/2019-
12/1/2020 

$4,252 PO Box 3407                                
New York, NY 10008 

12 Cyber Liability Lloyd's  ESE0116146 12/8/2019-
12/8/2020 

$20,000 2801 WEST CHESTER 
PIKE SUITE 200 
BROOMALL, PA 

13  Commercial Property (PA)  C.N.A. 6023648441 12/1/2019-
12/1/2020 

$34,008 Three Radnor Corporate 
Center, 100 Matsonford 
Road Suite 200                           
Radnor, PA 19087 
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