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DORSEMENTS AVAILAE

THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY.
EXCLUSION — RIP AND TEAR

This endorsement modifies insurance provided under the following: COMMERCIAL
GENERAL LIABILITY COVERAGE PART

The following is added to SECTION | — COVERAGES, COVERAGE A BODILY INJURY AND
PROPERTY DAMAGE LIABILITY, Paragraph 2. Exclusions:

Rip And Tear

Damages arising out of:

(1) Any expenses incurred in removing concrete or concrete products from any structure
or building due to defective concrete or for improperly mixed, manufactured, poured,
formed, cured, or installed concrete;

(2) Any expenses for replacing forms, reinforcements, piping and wiring that are
destroyed during the course of removing defective concrete products; or

(3) Any expenses for returning the structure or building to the condition that existed

prior to the installation of concrete products.

All other terms and conditions under the policy remain unchanged.
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DORSEMENTS AVAILAB

THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY.
Rip And Tear Exclusion - Concrete Products
This endorsement modifies insurance under the following:

Commercial Umbrella Policy
Commercial Follow Form Policy

This insurance does not apply to any liability for property damage for "ripping and tearing
expenses" and "restoration expenses.”

The following definitions apply:

"Ripping and Tearing expenses" shall mean the actual expenses incidental to the intentional
destruction and removal of "concrete products" which are found to be "defective.”

"Restoration expenses" shall mean such additional expenses paid as are necessary to place
the structure in the same condition existing at the time such "concrete products" were
determined to be defective; but in no event shall they include the cost of the "concrete
products"” themselves or labor incidental to their replacement.

"Concrete products" shall mean poured concrete, concrete block and mortar and prestressed
structural concrete.

"Defective"” shall mean "concrete products" which, upon testing by an accredited
independent testing agency, do not meet the contractual specifications relating to
compressive strength required for the specific construction in which such materials were
incorporated.

RIC 3184A (Ed. 12/05)




