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

No. 00-30021
Summary Cal endar

HAROLD LANDRY
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
SEA MAR I NC.; ET AL.,
Def endant s
SEA MAR | NC.; PETSEC ENERGY, | NC.

Def endant s- Appel | ees;

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 98- CV-1015

 September 7, 2001

Before JONES, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Harol d Landry appeals fromthe jury’'s verdict of no Jones
Act liability, no unseaworthiness, and no obligation to pay
mai nt enance and cure in favor of Sea Mar, Inc. (Sea Mar) and the
district court’s judgnent as a matter of law in favor of Petsec
Energy, Inc. (Petsec). Landry argues that the evidence supported

his clainms of negligence, unseaworthiness, and his entitlenent to

mai nt enance and cure.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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Qur review of the record reveals that there was anpl e
evi dence supporting the jury’'s verdict and that Landry has not
shown that the evidence was so strongly and overwhelmngly in his
favor that a reasonable jury could not have arrived at a contrary

concl usi on. See Dougl as v. DynMcDernott Petrol eum Operations,

Co., 144 F.3d 364, 369 (5th Gr. 1998). Nor has Landry shown
that the judgnent as a nmatter of law in favor of Petsec was
error.

The judgnent of the district court dism ssing Landry’s
cl ai ns agai nst Sea Mar and Petsec is AFFIRVED. Sea Mar’s notion

to strike record excerpts is DEN ED



