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

No. 93-7125
unmary enaar
(S Cal endar)

AMOCO O L CO.,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
PHI LI PPE MARTI N, Phili ppe

Martin & Associ es and Col oni a,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA G 92-296)

(July 12, 1993)

BEFORE KI NG DAVIS, and WENER, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Aroco G| Conpany appeals the district
court's dismssal on grounds of forum non conveniens. Havi ng
considered the district court's thorough opinion, we concl ude that
the court properly applied the anal ytical framework prescribed for
determning the validity of a notion to dism ss on grounds of forum

non conveniens. Reviewing the district court's conclusion under

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



t he deferenti al abuse of discretion standard, we find no reversible
error.

For the foregoing reasons, the opinion of the district court
IS

AFF| RMED.



