IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 97-41043
Summary Cal endar

MARK K. HEDRI CK
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

KENNETH S. APFEL, COWM SS|I ONER
OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-96-CV-583

“June 16, 1998
Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mark K. Hedrick appeals the district court’s judgnment
affirmng the decision of the Social Security Comm ssioner
denying disability benefits pursuant to 42 U S.C. § 405(g). He
chal | enges that Conm ssioner’s determ nation that Hedrick had the
residual functional capacity to performa full range of sedentary

work of an unskilled or sem -skilled nature, subject to no

clinbing, stooping, crawling, or kneeling. He specifically

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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argues that he was deni ed due process because the record was not
conplete, the Appeals Council erred in failing to reopen the
proceedi ngs, the adm nistrative |aw judge (ALJ) inpermssibly
consi dered Hedrick’s apparent |ack of disconfort during the
hearing in reaching its determ nation, the treating physicians’
opi ni ons were not given their proper weight, his earnings
represented failed work attenpts or constituted substanti al
gainful activity, and the ALJ erred in offering an inconplete
hypot heti cal question to the vocational expert.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties
and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we AFFIRM for the

reasons stated by the nmagi strate judge and adopted by the

district court. See Hedrick v. Callahan, G 96-CV-583 (S.D. Tex.
July 24, 1997).

AFFI RVED.



