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SUMMARY:

Summary judgment in favor of the insurance company and agent on the insured’s claim for negligent procurement of automobile collision coverage was proper where the insured, a well-educated professor, failed to read the policy declarations for two years, when a simple glance would have revealed the absence of collision coverage, and also failed to examine his bank account for the same two-year period and take notice that his premiums had decreased, when he testified that he had expected his premiums to increase.

 Although an insured can assume that a renewal or replacement policy contains the same terms as an original policy, unless the insured receives adequate notice as to a change in policy conditions, that rule applies to unilateral policy changes made by an insurance company where the policy is due to expire and coming up for an annual renewal, and that rule does not apply to a change in a policy brought about by a condition changed by the insured.
Summary judgment in favor of the insurance company and agent on the insured’s claim for contract reformation on the basis of mistake was proper because reformation is an equitable remedy available to a complaining party who has acted with reasonable diligence, and the insured cannot claim relief on the grounds of mistake when the loss occasioned by the alleged mistake was the result of his own negligence as a matter of law.  
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by FISCHER, P.J.; MOCK, J., CONCURS and STAUTBERG, J., DISSENTS.
