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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI 

 

LINDENWOOD FEMALE COLLEGE 

d/b/a LINDENWOOD UNIVERSITY,  

individually and on behalf of all     Case No. 20-CV-01503-HEA 

others similarly situated,    

         

   Plaintiff,     

         

v.         

         

ZURICH AMERICAN INSURANCE  

COMPANY,            

    

Defendant.     

 

LINDENWOOD’S OPPOSITION TO ZURICH’S MOTION TO DISMISS 
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