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PER CURIAM:*

Falcon Drilling Company, Inc. appeals the judgment entered by the district

court in this Jones Act case.  For the reasons assigned, we affirm.

In 1996 following a bench trial, the district court made findings of fact and

applied conclusions of law resulting in a judgment decreeing that Falcon was

negligent and responsible for the injuries sustained by Greg Crawford, and that

Crawford was not contributorily negligent.  Judgment in favor of Crawford for
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$563,190.91 was entered.  On appeal,1 we affirmed as to the amount of

damages, but remanded the case in light of the intervening en banc decision in

Gautreaux v. Scurlock Marine, Inc.,2 which recast the standard of negligence in

Jones Act cases.  In doing so, we noted that several of the district court’s factual

findings as to liability might be affected by the Gautreaux standard.  On remand,

the district court addressed the facts in light of the teachings of Gautreaux and

again found that Falcon was negligent and responsible for Crawford’s damages

and that Crawford was not contributorily negligent.

On this appeal, we review the district court’s factual findings for clear

error.3  Finding ample evidence in the record to support the district court’s

findings, and that those findings are not clearly erroneous, the judgment

appealed is AFFIRMED.


