IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 98-41024
Summary Cal endar

CERTAI N UNDERWRI TERS AT LLOYD S, LONDOQN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
Rl CHARD PONTI ER, JR.,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas, Brownsville

USDC No. B-97-CV-194

April 9, 1999
Before EMLIO M GARZA, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel l ant Richard Pontier, Jr. appeals froman adverse
summary judgnent. The district court determ ned that Appellee had
no duty to indemify Pontier for the |oss of a dwelling because
of Pontier’s willful failure to cooperate with an investigation
as required by the cooperation clauses of two certificates of
i nsurance issued by Appellee. Accordingly, the district court
al so dism ssed Pontier’s claimderived from such insurance

certificates.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



Qur de novo review of the sunmary judgnent |eads us to the
i nescapabl e conclusion that the district court correctly granted
summary judgnent agai nst Pontier. The sunmary judgnment proof
undi sput ably establishes that Pontier willfully and repeatedly
refused to provide docunentati on necessary to a proper
investigation of his claim The fire marshal’s report reveal ed
that the insured dwelling was intentionally set afire by a person
or persons unknown and that under said circunstances it is
customary and usual for Appellee to conduct an investigation of
the character and scope that it attenpted in this case. Yet
Pontier continually refused to provide the docunentation, which
he clearly understands that Appellee seeks and is pertinent to
Appel l ee’ s investigation and determ nati on of coverage.
Appellant’s claimthat the clause is anbi guous, as well as his
other clains, are devoid of nerit.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



