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

No. 94-40791
Conf er ence Cal endar

BARBARA M ARDAO N,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
DONNA E. SHALALA,
U S Secretary of Health and
Human Servi ces,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 89-CV-2727

(January 26, 1995)

Before POLI TZ, Chief Judge, and H G3E NBOTHAM and DeMOSS,
Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Barbara Ardoin filed this application for supplenenta
security incone benefits based on disability beginning in May of
1986, due to nerves, high blood pressure, and arthritis. On
remand to the admnistrative |aw judge (ALJ), after a
suppl enental hearing, the ALJ found that Ardoin was not disabl ed.

The district court granted the Secretary's notion for sunmmary

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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judgnent, finding that the decision of the ALJ was supported by
substanti al evidence and that the ALJ had correctly di scounted
Ardoin's conpl aints.

On appeal, Ardoin challenges only the ALJ's credibility
determ nation. The vocational expert testified that if all of
Ardoin's all eged physical and nental problens and Iimtations
were true, there was no work she could perform However, the ALJ
found that to the extent that Ardoin had alleged disability, a
di sabling condition, or totally disabling pain, her testinony was
not credible. The ALJ supported this finding by noting that in
her initial application for benefits on May 13, 1987, Ardoin had
listed nunmerous activities that she could perform such as
housewor k, cooking, driving, shopping, and getting her kids off
to school. Ardoin filed a reconsideration disability report on
Septenber 9, 1987, in which she stated that she could not do
anything. The ALJ noted additional inconsistencies in Ardoin's
conplaints to the doctors who exam ned her and in her testinony
at the hearings regarding her daily activities.

| f the claimant could have prevailed if all of the
claimant's evidence had been believed, the ALJ nust nake specific
findings regarding the credibility of the claimant's conpl aints

of pain. Scharlow v. Schweiker, 655 F.2d 645, 648 (5th Cr

1981). The ALJ made express findings regarding Ardoin's
credibility and adequately supported his findings with references
to inconsistencies in her testinony at the hearings and

statenents nmade in her applications for benefits. See Hollis v.

Bowen, 837 F.2d 1378, 1385 (5th Cr. 1988) (inconsistencies in
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testinony on pain and daily activities supported ALJ's findings
on credibility). The ALJ's finding that Ardoin's conplaints were
not credible is entitled to consi derable deference, Wen v.
Sullivan, 925 F.2d 123, 128 (5th Gr. 1991), and this Court may
not reweigh the evidence. Carrier v. Sullivan, 944 F. 2d 243, 247

(5th Gir. 1991).

The decision of the Secretary is supported by substanti al
evi dence, and this appeal, based solely on the credibility
determ nations of the ALJ which were specifically addressed in

his decision, is DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. See 5th CGr. R 42.2.



