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

No. 96-60867
Conf er ence Cal endar

PAUL CLARK
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

ROY ANDERSON CORP.
R A BU LD NG CORP. ,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 1:95-CV-585-R-R
August 15, 1997
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DUHE, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Paul d ark has appealed the district court’s order granting
the defendants’ notion for sunmary judgnment and dismssing his
tort clainms under the Jones Act and General Maritine Law. dark
contends that the district court erred in determning that the
spud barge on which the alleged injury occurred was not a

“vessel” for purposes of the Jones Act. Cark also contends that

the district court erred in determning that it did not have

" Pursuant to 5THCOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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jurisdiction under General Maritine Law to entertain the tort
claim W have carefully reviewed the record and the briefs,

and, essentially for reasons stated by the district court, dark

v. Roy Anderson Corp., No. 1:95-CV-585RR (S.D. Mss. Nov. 12,
1996), we AFFIRM the district court’s order granting the
def endants’ notion for sunmary judgnent.

AFF| RMED.



