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Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Dorothy A Mays appeals from the district court’s
judgnent affirm ng the denial of her application for Suppl enental
Security Incone (SSI). W affirm

Mays argues that the Adm nistrative Law Judge (ALJ) erred
in disbelieving her testinony about her conditions and her
conplaints of pain. The ALJ's decision as to the credibility of a

claimant's limtations and whether her pain was disabling is

entitled to considerabl e deference. See Wen v. Sullivan, 925

F.2d 123, 128 (5th Gr. 1991). Based on a thorough review of the

Pursuant to 5" CR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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record, including Mys' testinony, the ALJ determned that she
retained the ability to performnmediumwork Iimted by noderate pain
and noder ate depression, both controlled with nmedication. The record
shows that the ALJ adequately considered the evidence of Mys’
conplaints of pain and that the ALJ' s concl usi ons were supported by
substantial evidence in the record.

Mays also argues that the ALJ erred by relying on the
Medi cal - Vocational Quidelines (grids) found at 20 CF. R Pt. 404,
Subpt. P, App. 2 (1999). This argunent is frivolous. The ALJ did
not use the grids and found that Mays was capabl e of perform ng past

rel evant work. See Harper v. Sullivan, 887 F.2d 92, 97 (5th Gr.

1989) (the grids are applied only when it is found that the clai mant
is incapable of perform ng past rel evant worKk).

May argues that the Conm ssioner’s decision denying
benefits is not supported by substantial evidence because it is
undi sput ed t hat she had a severe, disabling condition. The ALJ found
that her noderate depression and the noderate pain in her arm and
hand were controlled by nedication. A nedical inpairnent that

reasonably can be renedied or controlled by nedication is not

di sabling. See Johnson v. Bowen, 864 F.2d 340, 348 (5th Gr. 1988).
Mays failed to neet her burden of showing that she was unable to
return to her past rel evant worKk.

Mays al so asserts that this case shoul d be remanded pursuant to
42 U.S.C. 8§ 405(g) for consideration of new evidence which she
cont ends woul d have changed t he Conm ssioner’s deci sion. She argues
that a July 1998 letter stating her diagnosis and the Septenber 1998

grant of benefits by the Conmm ssioner warrants renmand. This evi dence



No. 99-60681
- 3-

whi ch shows, at best, a deterioration of a previously non-disabling
condition, does not warrant remand for further admnistrative

consi deration. See Johnson v. Heckler, 767 F.2d 180, 183 (5th CGr.
1985) .

AFFI RVED



