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3. Finally, it is important to note that industry opposed a proposal that would have gone a 
long way to improve uniformity across the states – the development of a consistent 
standard and threshold for exempt commercial policyholder.  Industry steadfastly rejected 
uniformity over their ability to seek more favorable treatment on a state by state basis.  
Regulators are not responsible and should not take action to repair problems that industry 
created and industry can fix. 

For these reasons – combined with the already-full charges for the C Committee with far 
greater importance – we oppose any new commercial lines regulatory initiatives and support the 
existing efforts that came out of the last examination just a couple of years ago. 


