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PER CURI AM *

Appel I ant Mari a Sal i nas has not wor ked si nce she recei ved
injuries during a slip and fall incident in July 1987. She filed
a second application for social security disability benefits in
March 1991 asserting various health problens, including severe
post -status peptic ulcer disease, post-status rotator cuff repair

and depression. Her claimwas denied when the ALJ found that she

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
opi ni on shoul d not be published.



could perform | ess demanding work than she had previously done.
Fol | ow ng unsuccessful appeals to the appeals council and then to
the federal district court, Salinas seeks relief inthis court. W
find no reversible error and therefore affirm

Fol | ow ng her injury, Salinas underwent surgery to repair
the torn rotator cuff in her left shoulder and an arthroscopy of
the right knee. Wiile she recovered physically from these
procedures, she continued to conplain of painin the ankles, knees,
left wist, left shoulder and back. At sonme point, she devel oped
a probabl e aspirin-induced duodenal ulcer. She has suffered from
depression and Talw n dependency. She has visited nmany doctors,
and has found little relief from her ailnments and few if any
definitive diagnoses.

The ALJ concl uded t hat because of her condition, Salinas
was unable to return to her previous enpl oynent as a cook, cashier,
wai tress, or public servant. After review ng the nedical evidence,
however, and the testinony of Salinas and a vocational expert, the
ALJ found that Salinas retains the residual functional capacity to
perform sedentary worKk.

Inaspirited and I engthy brief, Salinas takes i ssue with
just about every factual finding and |egal conclusion of the ALJ.
Havi ng carefully reviewed the admnnistrative file in light of the
argunent s nade by Sal i nas, we nust reject her contentions. The ALJ
foll owed the applicable | aw and regulations in ruling on Salinas's
case, and in particular, he weighed her conplaints of pain, the

conflicting testinony of the physicians, the question of non-



exertional inpairnents, and the vocational expert's evaluation
according to the proper |egal standards.

Salinas also disputes whether there was substantial
evi dence to support the ALJ's factual findings. Like the district
court, which also thoroughly evaluated the adm nistrative record,
we believe there was. The nedical findings in this case were
conflicting, Salinas's conplaints of pain were difficult to
evaluate in terns of her synptons, and her ability to maintain
sedentary work with a sit/stand opti on was subj ect to di sagreenent.
Because there was evidence on each side of these issues, the ALJ
was entitled to and did weigh the evidence. W cannot vacate his
ruling sinply because we m ght have cone to a different result.

For these reasons, the judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



