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Xiaoyan Gu (Plaintiff) appeals the judgment of the circuit court denying her motion for
summary judgment and granting the cross-motion for summary judgment of Ace Ina
Insurance Company Canada (Defendant). Plaintiff’s sole point is that the circuit court’s
judgment is erroneous because Defendant is precluded from asserting its policy exclusion
defense where the issue of the insured’s coverage was conclusively determined in a prior
matter and Plaintiff “stands in the shoes” of the insured under § 379.200 RSMo (2000).

REVERSED AND REMANDED.

Division Four Holds: The circuit court erred by concluding that res judicata does not bar
Defendant from raising its policy exclusion defense.
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