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

No. 99-10764
Summary Cal endar

RAY HONSBERGER
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

KENNETH S. APFEL, COWM SSI ONER OF
SOCI AL SECURI TY ADM NI STRATI ON,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:98-CV-617-Y

 February 25, 2000
Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ray Honsberger appeals the nagistrate judge’ s judgnent
affirmng the decision of the Comm ssioner to deny Honsberger’s
disability claim Qur reviewis limted to determ ni ng whet her
the record as a whol e shows that the Comm ssioner’s decision is

supported by substantial evidence and whet her the Comm ssi oner

applied the proper |egal standards. See Anthony v. Sullivan, 954

F.2d 289, 292 (5th Cr. 1992).
The ALJ's determ nation that Honsberger’s nedical conditions

failed to neet the criteria set forth in the Inpairnment Ratings

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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i's supported by substantial evidence. As for Honsberger’s
ability to performwork despite his conplaints of severe
headaches and neck pain, the ALJ has great discretion in

determ ning whether pain is disabling. See Wen v. Sullivan, 925

F.2d 123, 128 (5th Gr. 1991). The ALJ acted within his

discretion in rejecting these clains. See Giego v. Sullivan,

940 F.2d 942, 945 (5th Cr. 1991).

W also find no error in the AL)' s determ nation that

numer ous j obs exi st neeting Honsberger’s limtations. See Mrris
v. Bowen, 864 F.2d 333, 335-36 (5th CGr. 1988). Thus, the ALJ
properly concl uded that Honsberger is not disabled.

For the foregoing reasons, we affirmthe judgnent of the
magi strate judge.

AFFI RVED.



