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SUMMARY

The court denied defendants’ motion for reconsideration of a prior summary-judgment order in a
Longshore and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act vessel-negligence action. The court held that
evidence concerning worn gangway treads, including expert materials, photographs, video, and
eyewitness testimony, created a triable issue regarding causation and did not require impermissible
jury speculation. The court left its July 1, 2025 order in effect and set deadlines for the pretrial order,
pretrial conference, and jury trial.
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DISPOSITION denied

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved for reconsideration of the court's prior order
granting in part and denying in part their motion for summary
judgment, specifically challenging the denial of summary judgment on
causation under the Longshore and Harbor Workers' Compensation
Act.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A motion to reconsider a summary-judgment order is generally
evaluated under the Rule 59(e) standard. Reconsideration is warranted
only for an intervening change in controlling law, newly available
evidence, or the need to correct clear error or prevent manifest
injustice; the court reviews whether the prior causation ruling was



clear error while viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to
Plaintiff.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district-court order; persuasive rather than precedential

TOPICS

longshore and harbor workers compensation negligence summary judgment admiralty

PRACTICE AREAS

Admiralty and maritime law Longshore and Harbor Workers' Compensation Act Civil procedure

Summary judgment Negligence

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether reconsideration of the prior summary-judgment order was warranted under the Rule 59(e)
standard.

2. Whether the record contained sufficient evidence for a reasonable jury to find that worn gangway treads
factually and proximately caused Plaintiff's fall and injuries without impermissible speculation.

HOLDINGS

1. Reconsideration was not warranted because Defendants did not establish an intervening change in
controlling law, newly available evidence, clear error, or manifest injustice.

2. The record contained sufficient evidence from which a reasonable jury could find that worn gangway
treads existing at turnover factually and proximately caused Plaintiff's fall and injuries; the jury would
not have to impermissibly speculate about causation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to Plaintiff, the Court concludes that denial of summary
judgment as to causation was not clear error because a reasonable jury could find that the worn treads
caused the fall without impermissibly speculating about the handline.” (Conclusion)

“Therefore, the jury will not have to speculate about causation.” (Discussion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Marlon Brown, a longshoreman, slipped and fell near the bottom of a vessel's gangway while the vessel was
docked at the Port of Savannah on October 9, 2022, tearing his quadricep muscle. Brown attributed the fall to
worn treads on the lower gangway steps and the tautness of a rope handline. The record included videos,
photographs, an expert report identifying unusual wear on the lower five steps, a checklist noting worn treads,
and eyewitness testimony that Brown's foot struck overly worn tread. The court had previously found no
evidence that the handline condition was a breach of a vessel duty, but determined that evidence concerning
worn treads supported a triable causation issue.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff brought a vessel-negligence action under 33 U.S.C. § 905(b) based on injuries sustained while
descending a ship's gangway. On July 1, 2025, the court granted in part and denied in part Defendants' motion
for summary judgment, holding that only the turnover duty was implicated and that causation presented a triable
issue. Defendants then moved for reconsideration, arguing that Plaintiff's competing causation theories required
impermissible jury speculation. The court denied reconsideration and left its prior summary-judgment order in
place.

DISPOSITION

denied
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