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Plaintiff Benito Cervantes appeals the district court’s order granting
summary judgment to Defendant Foremost Insurance Company. Reviewing de
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novo and taking all facts in the light most favorable to Plaintiff, Am. Tower Corp.
v. City of San Diego, 763 F.3d 1035, 1043 (9th Cir. 2014), we affirm.
The insurance policy does not cover the damage to Plaintiff’s mobile home.
It covers only "direct, sudden and accidental loss of, or damage to" the mobile
home. Under Washington law, the word "sudden," when not otherwise defined,
means "unforeseen and unexpected." Anderson & Middleton Lumber Co. v.
Lumbermen’s Mut. Cas. Co., 333 P.2d 938, 941 (Wash. 1959). Undisputed
evidence shows that the damage about which Plaintiff complains developed over a
period of up to a year or longer and was readily detectable. The damage was thus
not "sudden."
Plaintiff’s argument that the damage was "sudden" because he failed to
detect it misses the point. What matters is whether the damage itself was
detectable, not whether the insured party actually detected it. See id. at 940 (noting
that the damage in that case could be considered sudden "as long as its progress
was undetect[a]ble").
AFFIRMED.
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