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In the United States there are two approaches to resolving the conundrum on
multiple causes in insurance contracts. One approach intends an appropriate result under the
circumstances according to the reasonable expectations of parties to an insurance contract in each case.
Another approach intends denying an ad hoc thinking and establishing a clear criterion for judgement. By
one criterion in the latter approach the key is whether the cause is within the scope of the risk which
an insurer assumes. When the two causes are dependent on each other, the antecedent cause is the cause of
the loss if the risk of the antecedent cause materializes. What role the rule of contra ?roferentem on
the interpretation of contacts plays depends on whether the multiple causes problem is placed ultimately
as the matter of interpretation of contracts or as the matter of facts. Functionally this depends on
whether the proper resolution can be accomplished by the rule of contra proferentem.
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