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

No. 97-60472
Summary Cal endar

JI MW MCFARLAND,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
KENNETH S. APFEL
COW SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 1:96-CV-222-SB

April 2, 1998
Bef ore GARWOOD, JONES and STEWART, Circuit Judges.”’

PER CURI AM

Jimmy MFarland appeals from the district court’s decision
affirmng the Comm ssioner of Social Security’s determ nation that
McFarl and i s not di sabled within the neaning of the Social Security

Act. He argues that the Adm nistrative Law Judge (ALJ) inproperly

"Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5 the Court has determned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THAQR R 47.5. 4.



used the Medical-Vocational QGuidelines, rather than relying on
vocati onal expert testinony, in concluding that MFarland coul d
perform nmedi um worKk. Qur review of the record and argunents
reveals no error. The ALJ' s finding that pain did not constitute
a nonexertional inpairnment significantly affecting MFarland’ s
residual functional capacity for the full range of nmediumwork is
supported by substantial evidence. Accordingly, the ALJ was
entitled to rely exclusively on the Medical -Vocational Cuidelines.

See Fraga v. Bowen, 810 F.2d 1296, 1304 (5th Gr. 1987).

AFFI RVED



