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PER CURI AM *

Andrew C. Anderson appeals the district court’s judgnent for
the Comm ssioner in his action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 8§ 405(g) for
review of the Adm nistrative Law Judge’s (“ALJ”) deci sion denying
his request for Supplenental Security Incone benefits. W review
t he Conm ssioner’s decision to determ ne whether it is supported by
substantial evidence in the record and whether the Conmm ssioner
applied the proper legal standards in evaluating the evidence
E.g., Villav. Sullivan, 895 F.2d 1019, 1021 (5th G r. 1990).

Not wi t hst andi ng Anderson’ s contention t hat t he ALJ

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



“di sregarded the great weight of objective nedical evidence,”
substantial evidence in the record supports the ALJ’s finding that
Anderson had the residual functional capacity to perform nmedi um
wor k. Furthernore, because the ALJ’ s determ nation that Anderson’s
capacity for work was not conprom sed by nonexertional limtations
i s supported by substantial evidence, the ALJ was entitled to rely
exclusively on the Medical-Vocational Guidelines. See Fraga V.
Bowen, 810 F.2d 1296, 1304 (5th Gr. 1987). Finally, Anderson’s
contention that the ALJ erred in not considering the conbined

effects of his inpairnents is belied by the record.
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