UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
for the Fifth Crcuit

No. 93-7580
Summary Cal endar

S.W JORDAN and JORDAN ELECTRIC
COMPANY, | NC.

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
VERSUS

UNI TED STATES FIDELITY &
GUARANTY COMPANY, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
(CA-3:91-423(L)(0O)

(February 4, 1994)

Before DAVIS, JONES and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Appel lants, S.W Jordan and Jordan Electric Conpany, Inc.
appeal the dism ssal of their action against their insurer, US F
& G/F.GI1.C, for bad faith refusal to imediately assune the
defense of Jordan Electric's custoner, Georgia Pacific Paper
Conpany. The district court granted US.F. & G/F.GI1.C "'s notion

for summary judgnent and after a neticul ous review of the summary

! Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases
on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



j udgnment record concl uded that the record di d not denonstrate a bad
faith refusal by US F. &G to imediately defend Georgia Pacific
or settle Georgia Pacific's claim for indemity against Jordan
El ectric. The district court further concluded that because U. S. F.
& G/F.GI.C. was entitled to decline an immedi ate defense to
Ceorgia Pacific, the appellant could not recover for intentional
interference wwth contractual relations. For essentially the sane
reason the district court also rejected the plaintiffs' claimfor
punitive damages. The court further concluded that any duty U S. F
& G/F.GI1.C had to defend was owed to Jordan El ectric Conpany,
Inc., rather than S.W Jordan individually, and consequently S.W
Jordan individually was entitled to no recovery.

We have carefully reviewed the record and find that we agree
wth the district court's anal ysis and concl usions. Therefore, for
reasons assigned inthe district court's careful nmenorandum opi ni on
and order of June 18, 1993, that court's judgnent is affirned.

AFFI RVED.



