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

No. 98-30889
Summary Cal endar

PAULA J. DAVI S,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

KENNETH S. APFEL, COWM SS|I ONER
SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 97-CV-1813
 July 30, 1999
Bef ore REAVLEY, SM TH, and JOLLY, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Paul a J. Davis appeals fromthe district court’s decision
uphol di ng the denial of her application for supplenental security
i ncone. She argues that substantial evidence does not exist to
support the Conm ssioner’s finding that she was not di sabl ed, and
that the Adm nistrative Law Judge (ALJ) erred when she found
Davi s’ s subjective conplaints of pain and of the debilitating
side effects of her nedications not to be credible. She also

asserts that the ALJ erred by not soliciting the testinony of a

Pursuant to 5th Gr. 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 CGr. R
47.5. 4.
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vocati onal expert to determ ne whether substantial nunbers of
j obs exi st which she can perform despite her inpairnents.

A thorough review of the record reveal s substanti al evidence
to support the ALJ' s determi nation that Davis's conplaints of
pain and of the disabling side effects of her nedications are

overdrawn. See Anthony v. Sullivan, 954 F.2d 289, 292 (5th Gr.

1992); Anderson v. Sullivan, 887 F.2d 630, 633 (5th GCr. 1989).

Further, because Davis fits the criteria set forth in Rule 201. 28
of the Medical -Vocational Cuidelines, the ALJ was entitled to
rely exclusively on the Guidelines in determ ning whether
substantial nunbers of sedentary jobs exist in the national

econony. See Wen v. Sullivan, 925 F.2d 123, 126 (5th Cr

1991); 20 CF. R pt. 404, subpt. P, app. 2, Rule 201. 28.
Accordingly, the district court’s dismssal of Davis's action is

AFFI RVED.



