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Bef ore W DENER, N EMEYER, and KING Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Solicitor for Special Appellate and Supreme Court Litigation,



UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D.C., for Respondent
Director.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Tecnico Corporation seeks review of the Benefits Review
Board' s deci sion and order affirmng the adm nistrative | awjudge's
award of | ongshore benefits pursuant to 33 U.S.C A 88 901-50 (West
1986 & Supp. 1999). CQur review of the record discloses that the
Board's decision is based upon substantial evidence and i s w thout
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

Boar d. See Tecnico Corporation v. Director, Ofice of Wrkers

Conpensation Prograns, BRB No. 97-961, (B.R B. Apr. 8, 1998). OQur

deci sion renders noot Tecnico's notion to expedite this appeal.
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