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

No. 98-60108

Summary Cal endar

NORMA A. SM TH,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
KENNETH S. APFEL, COWM SSI ONER OF

SOClI AL SECURI TY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissippi
(4:95-CV-9-L-9)

Sept enber 25, 1998
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Norma Smith appeals froma judgnment affirm ng the decision of
the Comm ssioner of Social Security that denied her claim for
disability insurance and supplenental security benefits. She
argues that the adm nistrative | aw judge (ALJ) erred in not finding
her subjective conplaints of pain credible and al so i n hol di ng t hat
she is capable of a reduced range of sedentary work. She further
argues that the ALJ erred in relying on the Medical-Vocational

GQuidelines and the testinony of +the Vocational Expert in

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determn ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



determ ning that jobs exist in the national econony for individuals
with her limtations.

We find that there exists substantial evidence to support the
ALJ’ s findings. Gven the evidence of Smth's daily activities and
her present course of nedical treatnent, the ALJ was entitled to

find her conplaints of debilitating pain overstated. See R pley v.

Chater, 67 F.3d 552, 556 (5th Gr. 1995). Furthernore, contrary to
Smth s suggestion, the ALJ did not inproperly rely solely on the
“grids” in the Medical Vocational Quidelines in finding that jobs
exist in the national econony for soneone of Smth's limtations.
Rat her, the ALJ used the grids only as a framework, premsing his
conclusion primarily upon the individualized testinony of the
Vocati onal Expert. Because (considering the objective nedical
evidence in the record) the ALJ was entitled to disbelieve Smth’s

conplaints of debilitating pain, see Carrier v. Sullivan, 944 F. 2d

243, 247 (5th Gr. 1991), the ALJ was free to disregard the
Vocati onal Expert’s statenent that Smth woul d be unable to work if
her conplaints were true. Accordingly, the decision of the

district court is AFFI RVED.



