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

No. 00-31223
Summary Cal endar

DREY PUJCL,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
TRANSOCEAN OFFSHORE VENTURES, | NC.

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 99-CV-619-J

~ November 9, 2001

Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Transocean O fshore Ventures, Inc. (“Transocean”), appeals
the district court’s final judgment awardi ng Drey Pujol $123, 993
i n damages, plus interest, in his suit brought under the Jones
Act, 46 U.S.C. § 688, and general nmaritine |law. Transocean
requests a remttitur of the district court’s award of $100, 000
i n general damages, arguing that the award was unreasonably high
Transocean al so argues that the district court erred in awardi ng

$23,112 in past |ost wages for a nine-nonth period in 1999.

Finally, Transocean argues that the district court erred in

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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awar di ng $881 i n past nedical expenses because Pujol incurred
sone of those expenses beyond his date of maxi num cure.
Aremttitur of the $100,000 award for general damages is
not warranted because the district court’s assessnent of damages
was not clearly erroneous and because the award did not exceed
the greatest anobunt permtted under the maxi numrecovery rule.

See Bass v. Phoenix Seadrill/78, Ltd., 749 F.2d 1154, 1169 (5th

Cir. 1985); Caldarera v. Eastern Airlines, Inc., 705 F.2d 778,

783, 784 (5th Gr. 1983). The district court |ikew se did not
err in awarding $23,112 in past |ost wages given (1) the court’s
finding that Transocean’s offer of |ight-duty work woul d have

di srupted Pujol’s ongoing treatnent and physical -therapy regi nen
and (2) the court’s reliance on Dr. Paul Doty’s trial testinony
i ndi cating that Pujol was suffering from continuing pain and

disability. See WIllians v. Reading & Bates Drilling Co., 750

F.2d 487, 490 (5th Gr. 1985). Finally, the district court did
not err in awarding $881 in past nedi cal expenses because,

al t hough nedi cal expenses recoverabl e under mai ntenance and cure
are limted to the point of maxi mumcure, the district court’s
award was based on Transocean’ s negligence and, as such, properly

enconpassed all nedical expenses. See Fitzgerald v. U S. Lines

Co., 374 U S. 16, 19 & n.7 (1963).
AFFI RVED.



