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A Study on the Medical Liability Insurer’ s Duty to Defend
Cheng Ke Liu Lanqiu

Abstract: Different from foreign cases, the insurers of medical liability insurance remains
aloof from China’ s medical tangles. Articte 66 of Insurance Law, even though with very
brief legal provisions, do not expressly prohibit insurers’ duty to defend In view of this,
this paper focuses on Articte 66 of Insurance Law and uses the legal interpretation method
of intentional expansion, and defines the insurer’ s duty to defend as an statutory obliga-
tion and a main payment obligation. Based on this, this paper discusses about the methods of
fulfilling the duty to defend and the legal consequence of not fulfilling the duty, as well as a
few of other issues

Keywords: medical liability insurance; duty to defend; intentional expansion; compensa-

tion for damages
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