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PER CURI AM

Newport News Shi pbuil di ng and Dry Dock Conpany seeks revi ew of
the Benefits Review Board' s decision and order affirmng the
Adm ni strative Law Judge’s order denying partial relief under 8
8(f) of The Longshore and Harbor Wrkers’ Conpensation Act, 33
U S CA 88 901-950 (West 1986 & Supp. 2000). CQur review of the
record discloses that the Board' s decision is w thout reversible
error. Accordingly, we deny the petition for review. W deny as
noot the Enployer’s notion to hold the case in abeyance pending

resol uti on of Newport News Shi pbuilding & Dry Dock Co. v. Wnn, 326

F.3d 427 (4th Gr. 2003); Newport News Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co.

v. Ward, 326 F.3d 434 (4th Cir. 2003); Newport News Shi pbuilding &

Dry Dock Co. v. Cherry, 326 F.3d 449 (4th Cr. 2003); and Newport

News Shi pbuilding & Dry Dock Co. v. Pounders, 326 F.3d 455 (4th

Cr. 2003). W dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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