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

SN

No. 93-3899
Summary Cal endar

SO IIDDDLN.
CORRLI' S SM TH LEBLANC

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

M D- CONTI NENT LI FE | NSURANCE COVPANY

and EDGAR F. VEILLON, Individually

and as agent for Aetna Life Insurance
Conpany and M d-Continent Life Insurance
Conpany,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

S$3333333333111333))))))))Q

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Louisiana
(CA 93-2677 A (5))

S)))%%%g???)){))i%%ﬁ%))))Q
Bef ore GARWOOD, SM TH and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM
In this suit on a life insurance policy, where the insured

di ed during the contestable period, the district court granted the

nmotion for sunmary j udgnent of def endant-appell ee i nsurance conpany

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
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.



and denied that of plaintiff-appellant beneficiary. W reviewthe
grant of summary judgnent de novo, not under the "clearly
erroneous"” rule. We observe that appellee's notion for summary
j udgnent was adequately supported consistent wwth La. R S. 22:619B
and that appellant presented no summary judgnent evi dence tending
to contradict the factual premses of appellee's notion. We
concl ude, essentially for the reasons giveninthe district court's
wel | -considered "order and reasons" of Decenmber 16, 1993, that
summary judgnent was properly granted for appell ee.

The judgnent below is accordingly

AFFI RVED.



