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PER CURIAM:*

Brenda L. McRorey appeals the district court’s decision affirming the

determination by the Commissioner of Social Security that she is not disabled within

the meaning of the Social Security Act.  McRorey maintains that the Administrative

Law Judge erred in determining that her testimony, and that of her daughter, were
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not fully credible.  The record reflects that the ALJ considered McRorey’s

subjective complaints of pain, evaluated her allegations in light of the objective

medical evidence, and made a credibility determination based on all of the evidence

presented, lay and expert.  The ALJ’s evaluation of the credibility of McRorey’s

subjective complaints is due judicial deference because it is supported by substantial

evidence.1 

McRorey also contends that the ALJ did not give sufficient weight to the

opinion of her treating physician, Randy Nance, M.D.  The ALJ determined that Dr.

Nance’s medical assessment of McRorey’s impairment and physical restrictions

was not supported by the more recent objective medical evidence in the record, or

by the  consultative physical examinations performed by two different physicians. 

We must conclude that the ALJ did not err in evaluating Dr. Nance’s medical

assessment in the context of the entire medical evidence of record.2 

The judgment appealed is AFFIRMED.


