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What’s my part in all this?

One of the most common issues to arise in offshore energy construction claims is the application of 
WELCAR’s Defective Parts clause.

The opening paragraphs of the clause state:

“The insurance afforded by Section I covers 
physical loss and/or physical damage to 
the property insured herein occurring 
during the Policy Period and resulting 
from a Defective Part, faulty design, faulty 
materials, faulty or defective workmanship 
or latent defect even though the fault in 
design may have occurred prior to the 
attachment date of the Policy.

Section I, however, does not provide 
coverage for loss or damage to (including 
the cost of modifying, replacing or 

repairing) any Defective Part itself, unless 
all of the following are satisfied:

a. such Defective Part has suffered 
physical loss or physical damage during 
the Policy Period

b. such physical loss or physical damage 
was caused by an insured peril external 
to that part, and

c. the defect did not cause or contribute 
to the physical loss or physical damage.”

In short, the aim is to exclude the cost of 
loss or damage to a Defective Part itself 
(unless paragraphs a. to c. are satisfied 

which are to the effect that the defect 
in the Defective Part did not cause the 
damage to it)1, but to cover the cost of 
‘consequential’ damage resulting from a 
Defective Part (or indeed other specified 
perils). In theory then, the clause is 
perfectly simple.

In practice, however, the clause is 
problematic for a number of reasons. 
Perhaps most fundamentally, disputes 
arise because the clause requires the 
identification of a ‘part’. Whereas it will 
generally be in the insured’s interests to 
argue that the ‘part’ is the smallest possible 



component, thereby minimising the cost 
which is excluded and maximising the 
covered consequential damage, insurers 
may have an incentive to construe the 
‘part’ as the largest identifiable element for 
the opposite reasons2.

Even leaving that tension aside, defining 
something as nebulous as a ‘part’ is 
inherently difficult. Dictionary definitions 
of a ‘part’ include “Some but not all of a 
thing” and “component of a machine”3.  
The issue, of course, is that one person’s 

‘part’ will be another person’s ‘part of a 
part’ and so on and so on. 

The unsatisfactory nature of that debate is 
illustrated by English case law. For example, 
in the Nukila4, the first instance judge held 
that the entire leg of a jack-up rig was a 
‘part’, whilst the Court of Appeal suggested 
that a weld could be as much a ‘part’ as the 
entire leg.

The Defective Parts clause does include a 
definition of ‘Defective Part’, which reads 
as follows:

“…any part of the subject matter insured 
which is or becomes defective and/
or unfit or unsuitable for its actual or 
intended purpose, whether by reason 
of faulty design, faulty materials, faulty 
workmanship, a combination of one 
or more thereof or any other reason 
whatsoever...” 

So essentially, a Defective Part is a “part” 
which “is or becomes defective” for 
“any…reason whatsoever”. However, that 
definition is circular and so does not take 
the debate any further forward. 

There is, however, English case law which 
takes a more constructive approach to 
this problem and which suggests that a 
‘part’ is whatever would be considered to 
be a ‘part’ in commercial terms5, ie a part 
is comprised of the assembly components 
that are supplied to the insured as a single 
commercial unit or package. That said, (i) 
there have been no cases on the Defective 
Parts clause itself; and (ii) even the cases on 
similar wordings leave the position open to 
argument and differing interpretations.

Rather than continuing to ask a question 
to which there is often no obvious answer, 
we should perhaps query why we continue 
to persist with this approach at all. It 
doesn’t have to be this way. Indeed, an 
alternative approach is employed by the 
London Engineering Group, who produce 
a suite of provisions known as the ‘LEG 
defects clauses’6.

Rather than requiring the identification of 
a ‘part’, the LEG defects clauses  exclude 
“All costs rendered necessary by defects 
of material workmanship design plan 

specification”, but then define the available 
cover by reference to the cost of resolving 
the defect at the desired level.

For example, LEG2 provides that:

“…should damage occur to any portion 
of the Insured Property containing any of 
the said defects the cost of replacement 
or rectification which is hereby excluded 
is that cost which would have been 
incurred if replacement or rectification 
of the Insured Property had been put 
in hand immediately prior to the said 
damage” (emphasis added).
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Similarly, LEG3 provides that:

“…should damage…occur to any portion 
of the Insured Property containing any of 
the said defects the cost of replacement 
or rectification which is hereby excluded 
is that cost incurred to improve the 
original material workmanship design 
plan or specification” (emphasis added).

Although there is still often a debate 
under such clauses about the level of costs 
which should be excluded, it is at least a 
discussion which can be informed properly 
by expert evidence (including the Root 
Cause Analysis which will be invariably 
carried out), and one where the merits and 
deficiencies in each party’s position can be 
objectively assessed. 

In fact, the WELCAR Defective Parts clause 
itself hints at the LEG approach when it 
says: “the term “Defective Part” shall also 
include such ancillary components, which 
are not themselves faulty, but which would 
normally be removed and replaced by new 
components when the component that is 
faulty is rectified”. However, the clause as 
a whole does not follow through with the 
LEG approach. 

For the reasons set out above, we would 
suggest that the LEG approach is far more 
preferable than continuing to ask whether 
your entire platform leg or a weld (or rivet 
or bolt) on the leg is the relevant part for 
the purposes of applying an exclusion.

Notes 
1. It is possible to purchase a Defective Part 

Exclusion Buy-Back which covers the cost of 
repairing or replacing a defective part which 
has suffered physical loss or damage subject 
to a separate deductible and aggregate limit. 

2. Those ‘incentives’ may of course be ‘reversed’ 
depending on the applicable deductible(s).

3. The Concise Oxford Dictionary.
4. Promet Engineering (Singapore) Pte Ltd 

v Sturge (The Nukila) [1997] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 
146. The case concerned the Inchmaree 
Clause rather than the Defective Parts clause. 
Ultimately, the Court of Appeal held that 
clause covered damage to the ‘part’ whatever 
it was. However, the fact that the trial judge 
and the Court of Appeal judges disagreed on 
the relevant part illustrates the point.

5. Seele Austria GmbH & Co KG v Tokio Marine 
Europe Insurance Limited [2008] EWCA 
Civ 441.

6. Apart from LEG1, which is an “outright” 
defects exclusion.

Gary Walkling
Partner
+44 20 3060 6165
gary.walkling@rpc.co.uk

Leigh Williams
Partner
+44 20 3060 6611
leigh.williams@rpc.co.uk

  INTERNaTIONaL RISK TEaM – WHaT’S My PaRT IN aLL THIS? 3

mailto:leigh.williams%40rpc.co.uk?subject=


rpc.co.uk
© 2020 Reynolds Porter Chamberlain LLP 19942_A4PB_International Risk - Defective parts_d5/12520

The RPC international risk team

Alex Almaguer  
Latin America Insurance 
Practice Lead
+44 20 3060 6371

alex.almaguer@rpc.co.uk

Energy  |  Power  |  Marine  |  Construction  |  Mining  |  Heavy Industry  |  Cyber  |  Political Risk  |  
Political Violence  |  Trade Credit  |  Specialty  |  Facultative & Treaty  |  First Party and Liability

Iain Anderson
Partner
+65 6422 3050

iain.anderson@rpc.com.sg

Gerald Yee
Partner
+65 6422 3060

gerald.yee@rpc.com.sg

Paul Baker
Legal Counsel
+44 20 3060 6031

paul.baker@rpc.co.uk

Chris Burt
Senior Associate
+44 20 3060 6593

chris.burt@rpc.co.uk

Leah Wood
Associate
+44 20 3060 6203

leah.wood@rpc.co.uk

Damon Brash
Senior Associate
+44 20 3060 6247

damon.brash@rpc.co.uk

Mark Errington
Partner
+65 6422 3040

mark.errington@rpc.com.sg

Antony Sassi
Partner
+852 2216 7101

antony.sassi@rpc.com.hk

William Jones
Senior Associate
+65 6422 3051

william.jones@rpc.com.sg

Summer Montague
Senior Associate
+65 6422 3042

summer.montague@rpc.com.sg

Victoria Sherratt
Partner
+44 20 3060 6263

victoria.sherratt@rpc.co.uk

Toby Savage
Partner
+44 20 3060 6576

toby.savage@rpc.co.uk

Hugh Thomas
Senior Associate
+44 20 3060 6025

hugh.thomas@rpc.co.uk

Catherine Percy
Partner
+44 20 3060 6848

catherine.percy@rpc.co.uk

Naomi Vary
Partner
+44 20 3060 6522

naomi.vary@rpc.co.uk

Gary Walkling
Partner
+44 20 3060 6165

gary.walkling@rpc.co.uk

Dorothy Flower
Partner
+44 20 3060 6481

dorothy.flower@rpc.co.uk

Leigh Williams
Partner
+44 20 3060 6611

leigh.williams@rpc.co.uk

Rebecca Wong
Senior Associate
+852 2216 7168

rebecca.wong@rpc.com.hk

Jonathan Lim  
Senior Associate
+65 6422 3062

jonathan.lim@rpc.com.sg

Carmel Green
Partner
+852 2216 7112

carmel.green@rpc.com.hk

Samuel Hung
Senior Associate
+852 2216 7138

samuel.hung@rpc.com.hk

Richard Breavington
Partner
+44 20 3060 6341

richard.breavington@rpc.co.uk

Prakash Nair
Director
+65 6422 3061

prakash.nair@rpc.com.sg

Helping to resolve high value insurance claims – worldwide

  INTERNaTIONaL RISK TEaM – WHaT’S My PaRT IN aLL THIS? 4

mailto:alex.almaguer%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:iain.anderson%40rpc.com.sg?subject=
mailto:gerald.yee%40rpc.com.sg?subject=
mailto:paul.baker%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:chris.burt%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:leah.wood%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:damon.brash%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:mark.errington%40rpc.com.sg?subject=
mailto:antony.sassi%40rpc.com.hk?subject=
mailto:william.jones%40rpc.com.sg?subject=
mailto:summer.montague%40rpc.com.sg?subject=
mailto:victoria.sherratt%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:toby.savage%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:hugh.thomas%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:catherine.percy%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:naomi.vary%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:gary.walkling%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:dorothy.flower%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:leigh.williams%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:leigh.williams%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:leigh.williams%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:carmel.green%40rpc.com.hk?subject=
mailto:carmel.green%40rpc.com.hk?subject=
mailto:richard.breavington%40rpc.co.uk?subject=
mailto:richard.breavington%40rpc.co.uk?subject=

