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PER CURI AM *

In this petition for reviewof an order of the Benefits Review
Board (“the Board”), Petitioner Melinda S. Bl ack asks us to reverse
the Board's affirmng of the Adm nistrative Law Judge’'s (“ALJ")
Deci si on and Order denying benefits, on the grounds that the Board

and the ALJ failed properly to apply the presunption required under

"Pursuant to 5" Cir. Rule 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5" Cir. Rule 47.5. 4.



33 US.C 8920 or, in the alternative, that the evidence was not
properly evaluated by the ALJ. This suit was filed pursuant to the
Longshore and Harbor Wrkers’ Conpensation Act, as anended, 33
US C 8 901 et seq. (“the Act”) agai nst Respondents Marathon QG |
Co. and I.T.T. Hartford Insurance Co. (“Marathon Q1"7). Havi ng
carefully and fully consi dered the record and the briefs of counsel
under the deferential substantial evidence standard, we affirmthe
decision of the Benefits Review Board for essentially the sane
reasons set forth in the Board' s opinion.
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