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Before JONES, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ceres @ulf, Inc. (“Ceres”) appeals the Benefits Review
Board’s (“Board”) decision affirmng (1) the Admnistrative Law
Judge’s (“ALJ”) award of permanent disability benefits and
attorney’s fees under the Longshore and Harbor Wbrkers’
Conmpensation Act (“LHWCA"), 33 U S.C. 88 901-50 (1998); (2) the
ALJ’ s denial of section 8(f) relief under the LHWCA;, and (3) the
District Director’s award of an attorney’s fee. After hearing oral
argunent s and readi ng the briefs and adm ni strative decisions, this
court finds that there is substantial evidence supporting the

Board’s decision. This court, therefore, affirns.

Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion should not be published and is not
precedent except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.4.



This court reviews a decision of the Board regardi ng an
award of benefits under the LHWCA using the sane standard of review
as the Board, nanely whether the award i s supported by substanti al

evidence and is in accordance with the | aw New Thought s Fi shi ng

Co. v. Chilton, 118 F.3d 1028, 1030 (5th G r. 1997).

The record shows that Lonnie Houser, Sr. (“Houser”)
established a prinma facie case that he aggravated a pre-existing
condition while working for Ceres on February 24, 1995. As a
result, Houser is entitled to the section 20(a) presunption that
the injury was causally related to his working conditions. Ceres
has failed to rebut this presunption. Al t hough Ceres relies
heavily on the nmedical opinion of Dr. Nutik, Dr. Nutik’s testinony
is in fact consistent with the other nedical doctors who opined
t hat Houser aggravated a pre-existing cervical spine condition on
February 24, 1995. G ven the deference this court gives to the
ALJ’s credibility decisions, this court affirns the granting of
section 20(a) conpensati on.

Furthernore, this court finds that Ceres is not entitled
to section 8(f) relief since Houser did not have a pre-existing
permanent partial disability within the neaning of section 8(f).
As a result, this court does not reach the other issues raised by
Ceres with respect to section 8(f) relief. Since this court also
finds that the attorney’s fees were reasonable, this court affirns.

AFFI RVED.



