
     1Judge Thornberry concurred in the above opinion before his
death on December 11, 1995.
     2 Local Rule 47.5 provides:  "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and merely decide particular cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of law imposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession."
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determined that this opinion
should not be published.
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Charles C. White, Sr., filed suit against Exxon under the
Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, 43 U.S.C. §§ 1331-1356, to
recover damages for injuries he sustained while working on an
offshore platform owned and operated by Exxon.  Exxon moved for
summary judgment, alleging that because White was a borrowed
employee, Exxon was entitled to tort immunity under the Longshore
and Harbor Workers' Compensation Act, 33 U.S.C. § 905(a).  The
district court agreed and entered summary judgment in favor of
Exxon.

In granting summary judgment, the district court determined
White was a borrowed employee in light of Ruiz v. Shell Oil, 413
F.2d 310 (5th Cir. 1993).  The court reviewed the summary judgment
evidence in light of the nine Ruiz factors, Id. at 312-14, and
determined there was no genuine issue as to any material fact
regarding White's status as a borrowed employee.

After conducting a de novo review of the record, and viewing
the evidence in the light most favorable to White, we conclude that
the district court did not err in granting summary judgment in
favor of Exxon.  See Billizon v. Conoco, Inc., 993 F.2d 104 (5th
Cir. 1993); Melancon v. Amoco Production Co., 834 F.2d 1238 (5th
Cir. 1993).  The judgment of the district court is therefore
AFFIRMED.


