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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Icarom, PLC appeals an order of the district court declaring that
Howard County, Maryland is entitled to coverage for contamination
of groundwater underneath three landfills owned by the County pur-
suant to the terms of an insurance policy issued by |carom. Finding
no error, we affirm.

The County owns three landfills: Carr's Mill, New Cut, and Alpha
Ridge. The groundwater underneath each of the landfillsis contami-
nated as aresult of the byproducts of decomposing waste; contamina-
tion at the Carr's Mill site may be exacerbated by hazardous waste
leaking from drumsiillegally deposited on the property.

Icarom brought this declaratory judgment action seeking a determi-
nation of its duty to insure the County for |osses due to the contami-
nation of the groundwater beneath the landfills pursuant to a policy
issued by Icarom covering all risksto real and personal property
owned or leased by the County. As pertinent here, Icarom argued that
the losses were not covered by the policy because they were not fortu-
itous.

Having had the benefit of oral argument and the parties' briefs, and
after careful consideration of the record and the applicable law, we
conclude that the district court correctly determined that the loss was
fortuitous. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district
court. See lcarom, PLC v. Howard County, Md., 981 F. Supp. 379,
387-90 (D. Md. 1997).

AFFIRMED



