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

No. 00-10891
Summary Cal endar

MARCI A J. | GAYAC
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
LARRY G MASSANARI, ACTI NG COMW SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:99-Cv-274

 April 26, 2001
Before SM TH, BENAVI DES, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Marcia J. |lgayac appeals the district court's judgnent
affirmng the Conm ssioner of Social Security's denial of
disability benefits. She argues that the Adm nistrative Law
Judge ("ALJ") erroneously accorded greater weight to the opinions
of consulting physicians than to the opinions of her treating
physi cian. She also argues that the ALJ failed to adequately

inform her of her statutory right to counsel prior to the

heari ng.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Cr
R 47.5. 4.
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| gayac failed to object in the district court to the
magi strate judge's report and reconmendation. W therefore

review her clains only for plain error. See Parfait v. Bowen,

801 F.2d 810, 813 (5th Cr. 1986); Douglass v. United Servs.

Auto. Ass'n, 79 F.3d 1415, 1428-29 (5th Gr. 1996)(en banc). W

conclude that there was reliable nedical evidence in the record
controverting lgayac's treating specialist and that the ALJ's

deci sion was supported by substantial evidence. See Shave v.

Apfel, 238 F.3d 592, 595 (5th Cr. 2001); Newton v. Apfel, 209
F.3d 448, 453 (5th Gr. 2000). W also conclude that the ALJ
adequately infornmed | gayac about her statutory right to counsel
at the hearing and that |gayac has not proven that she was

prejudi ced by her waiver. See Brock v. Chater, 84 F.3d 726, 729

n.1 (5th Cr. 1996); dark v. Schweiker, 652 F.2d 399, 403 (5th

Gir. 1981).
AFFI RVED.



