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2024 State Tort Reform Enactments 

 

Alabama 

 

Asbestos Litigation Reform – S.B. 104 

Provides that within 45 days of filing an asbestos action, the plaintiff must provide the parties 

with an information form attested by the plaintiff specifying the basis for each claim against each 

defendant, including detailed exposure history information and the names of individuals who are 

knowledgeable about the plaintiff's exposures to asbestos.  The plaintiff also must produce all 

supporting documentation.  If a defendant that is specifically identified in the plaintiff's 

attestation as a source of exposure presents evidence that the plaintiff's attestation form is 

incomplete, the defendant may move the court for an order to require the plaintiff to supplement 

the attestation.  The court, on motion by a defendant, shall dismiss a plaintiff’s asbestos action 

without prejudice if the plaintiff fails to file the attestation form, fails to supplement the 

attestation form after being ordered by the court to do so, or if the defendant's product or premises 

is not identified in the required disclosures as a source of exposure.  Further, within 60 days after 

the plaintiff files an asbestos action, the plaintiff shall file all available asbestos trust claims and 

provide the parties with all trust claim materials available to the plaintiff or his or her counsel in 

relation to the plaintiff's exposure to asbestos. The law takes effect October 1, 2024.   

 

Colorado 

 

Premises Liability – S.B. 58 

Prior to S.B. 58, the "Colorado Recreational Use Statute" (CRUS) protected landowners (owners) 

from liability resulting from the use of their lands by other individuals for recreational purposes.  

However, the CRUS did not limit an owner's liability for injuries or death resulting from the 

owner's willful or malicious failure to guard or warn against a known dangerous condition, use, 

structure, or activity likely to cause harm (willful or malicious failure).  Provides that under such 

circumstances, an owner does not commit a willful or malicious failure if: the owner posts a 

warning sign at the primary access point where the individual entered the land, which sign 

satisfies certain criteria; the owner maintains photographic or other evidence of the sign; and the 

dangerous condition, use, structure, or activity that caused the injury or death is described by the 

sign.  Requires an individual who accesses land for recreational purposes to stay on the 

designated recreational trail, route, area, or roadway unless the owner expressly allows otherwise, 

or be deemed a trespasser.  Previously, the CRUS stated that "owner" included the possessor of 

any interest in land. The bill clarifies that "owner" includes a possessor or holder of a 

conservation easement.  The bill also states that the CRUS may not be construed to limit an 

owner's ability to restrict or prohibit the use of the owner's land for any recreational purposes.  

 

Indiana 

 

Seat Belt Evidence Admissibility – H.B. 1090 

Allows juries to hear evidence of the non-use or misuse of seat belts for the purposes of  

mitigation of damages.  Only applies to individuals 15 years of age and older. 

 

Third Party Litigation Financing – H.B. 1160 

Prevents a CPAP provider from making any decision, having any influence, or directing the  

consumer claimant or the consumer claimant's attorney with respect to the conduct of the  

underlying civil proceeding. Provides that a commercial litigation financier may not provide 

funding to a commercial litigation financing agreement that is financed by a foreign entity of 

concern. Prevents a party from sharing information subject to a court order to seal or protect that 

 



is received in the course of the civil proceeding with a commercial litigation financier. Provides 

that a commercial litigation financier may not make any decision, have any influence, or direct 

the plaintiff with respect to the underlying civil proceeding. Specifies that a commercial litigation 

financing agreement is subject to discovery. Requires the plaintiff or the plaintiff's attorney to 

provide written notice of a commercial litigation financing agreement if the agreement is directly 

or indirectly financed by a foreign person. 

 

Louisiana 

 

Direct Actions Against Insurers – H.B. 337 

Repeals the current direct action statute against insurers except in specific limited circumstances.  

 

Expert Evidence / Rule 702 – S.B. 16 

Aligns the Code of Evidence Article 702 with the new federal rule. 

 

Third Party Litigation Financing – S.B. 355 

Requires all foreign third party litigation funders to disclose specific information to the attorney 

general. In addition, it provides that any litigation financing contract or agreement under which 

anyone other than a legal representative may receive compensation contingent on the proceeds of 

the civil action, shall be discoverable. 

 

West Virginia 

 

Commercial Trucking Litigation Reform – S.B. 583 

Limits noneconomic damages in commercial vehicle cases to $5 million, with certain exceptions  

as specified. 

  

Third Party Litigation Financing – S.B. 850 

Extends TPLF litigation safeguards and disclosure requirements enacted in 2019 for consumer 

lawsuit lending to apply to all TPLF by: extending the current law’s application from funds 
provided to a “natural person” to any person who claims an entitlement to recovery from a legal 
claim (aside from a plaintiff’s attorney); applying the law to any financing in which the funder 
has a right to receive payment is contingent on the outcome of the claim; eliminating an 

exemption in current law for commercial tort claims; exempting loans to law firms when they do 

not give the lender an interest in the litigation; exempting funding provided to or by nonprofit 

organizations so long as they are not repaid more than they the amount they funded plus interest; 

applying current prohibitions on lender conduct to all TPLF, such as the bars on paying referral 

fees, referring plaintiffs to a particular lawyer or healthcare provider, attempting to influence the 

litigation or its resolution, or providing legal advice; requiring automatic disclosure of any TPLF 

agreement, including funding provided to an attorney or law firm where repayment is contingent 

in any respect on the outcome; limiting an existing prohibition on funders charging more than an 

annual fee of 18% to funding provided to a natural person, retaining its use only for consumer 

lawsuit loans.   


