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Per Curiam After carefully reviewing the briefs

and record below, we affirmthe Conm ssioner’s deci sion.
The appell ant raises issues on appeal that either

pertain only to the district court’s decision or were not

argued before the district court. We will not consider such

i ssues. Manso-Pi zarro v. Secretary of Health and Human

Services, 76 F.3d 15, 16 (1st Cir. 1996)(the decision will be
uphel d unless the Conm ssioner commtted |egal or factua

error); Goves v. Apfel, 148 F.3d 809, 811 (7" Cir.

1998) (district court error is irrelevant); Evangelista v.

Secretary of Health and Human Services, 826 F.2d 136, 144

(1st Cir. 1987)(argunment not raised in district court is
forfeited).

There was no i nconsi stency or error in the findings
concerning the appellant’s ability to performlight work or
the application of the Medical-Vocational Gui del i nes

(“Grid”). The ALJ found that the appellant retained the

strength needed to perform I|ight work. 20 CF.R 8§
404. 1567. Al t hough the appellant exhibited certain
nonexertional l|imtations, since the ALJ found that the

limtations did not significantly conprom se his ability to



performthe full range of light work, no vocational expert

was required. Otiz v. Secretary of Health and Human

Services, 890 F.2d 520, 524-25 (1st Cir. 1989 (per curiam.

The ALJ’ s findings concerning the appellant’s pain
and psychol ogical status were supported by substantial
evidence. There may have been sonme contrary evidence, but
the record as a whol e was adequate to support the findings.

Ward v. Commi ssioner of Social Security, 211 F.3d 652, 655

(1t Cir. 2000); Rodriguez v. Secretary of Health and Human

Services, 647 F.2d 218, 222 (1st Cir. 1981).

Affirmed. Loc. R 27(c).



