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PER CURIAM:*

In this appeal from an order of the Benefits Review Board, the

employee challenges the ALJ's finding (which was affirmed without

decision by the Benefits Review Board) that suitable alternate

employment was available to the employee.  The ALJ found that the

employer had demonstrated that several jobs were available to Mr.

Boyle which he was capable of performing that would allow him to

earn more than he was earning at his 29-hour per week job with
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Hobby Hut.  One of these jobs was in newspaper sales in the New

Orleans area.  It paid $7.10 an hour for a 29-hour week and would

yield Mr. Boyle $205.90 per week.  

Mr. Boyle argues that the ALJ erred in concluding that he

would receive $205.90 per week from the newspaper job because this

job required him to use his personal automobile and the ALJ's

computation did not consider automobile expenses.  However, the

employee did not present evidence that automobile expenses are not

reimbursed.  The only evidence on this point was from the

rehabilitation counselor who testified that she assumed these

expenses were reimbursed but had made no specific investigation of

this point.  We are persuaded that the ALJ was entitled to infer

from this expert's testimony that ordinarily, in employment of this

type, the employer reimburses the employee's automobile expenses.

So regardless of which party had the burden of proof on this issue,

substantial evidence supported the ALJ's finding.

AFFIRMED.


