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

No. 01-21061
Summary Cal endar

RUSTY S. NI CHOLS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JO ANNE B. BARNHART, COWM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court

for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 00-CV-3344

“June 27, 2002
Before JOLLY, EMLIO M GARZA, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Rusty S. Nichols appeals the nmagi strate judge’s judgnment
affirmng the Social Security Comm ssioner’s decision to deny him
disability benefits. He argues that the Adm nistrative Law Judge
(“ALJ”) erred in determning that he retained the residual
functional capacity to do sedentary work that involves lifting
and carrying five pounds frequently and ten pounds occasionally,

sitting six to eight hours per day, standing and wal king six to

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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ei ght hours per day, sitting and standing at will, and
occasional |y bendi ng, stooping, and craw ing.

Ni chol s has not denonstrated any error in the Conm ssioner’s
deci sion. Substantial evidence supports the determ nation that
Ni chol s retai ned the residual functional capacity to do sedentary

work with the specified l[imtations. See Bowing v. Shalala, 36

F.3d 431, 434 (5th Gr. 1994); Johnson v. Bowen, 864 F.2d 340,

343 (5th Gr. 1988). N chols’ argunent that the Appeals Counci
failed to give controlling weight to the opinions of the
physi ci ans at University of Texas Medical Branch Hospitals is
unavai l i ng because those opinions did not contradict the other
medi cal evidence; they sinply added subjective conplaints of

pain. Nichols argunent that the ALJ m srepresented the evidence
of record is equally unavailing in that there was evidence in the
record to support the ALJ’s conclusion that he did not have a

listed inpairnent. See Leggett v. Chater, 67 F.3d 558, 563 & n.2

(5th Gir. 1995).

To the extent that N chols argues that the ALJ did not
credit his subjective conplaints of pain and ot her nedi cal
evi dence he asserts supports his claimof disability, he is
correct, but this court will neither reweigh the evidence nor

overturn the ALJ's credibility determ nations. See Chaparro V.

Bowen, 815 F.2d 1008, 1011 (5th Gr. 1987).

The magi strate judge’s judgnment is AFFI RMVED



