UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 99-31366

RANDALL THI BODEAUX, i ndividually and on behalf of his
m nor child Ashl ey Thi bodeaux; VI CKY TH BODEAUX,
Pl ai ntiffs-Appellants,
VERSUS

EEX CORPORATI ON,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Eastern District of Louisiana
98- CVv-3511-B
Cct ober 12, 2000

Before DAVIS and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges, and POGUE,
Judge.

PER CURI AM **
W agree with the district court that the summary judgnent
evidence fails to establish a fact issue tending to prove that

Thi bodeaux had a nore or | ess permanent connection to a vessel or

“Judge of the U S. Court of International Trade, sitting by
desi gnation

""Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THGQR R 47.5. 4.



a fleet of vessels. He spent approximately 15%of his tinme working
on two vessels and the bal ance of his work tinme aboard a stationary
platform This does not cone close to neeting the Suprene Court’s
benchmar k! t hat such a worker who divides his tine between a vessel
and platform nust spend 30% of his tine perform ng duties aboard
vessel s. M. Thi bodeaux’s conpensation renedy is, of course, still
avai lable to him

AFF| RMED.

ICHANDRIS, Inc., et al., Petitioners, v. Antonios LATSIS, 515
U S 347, 115 S. . 2172 (1995).




