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

No. 02-50088
Summary Cal endar

JAMES SULLI VAN, A M nor
by Janmes Sorrells, Next Friend (father),

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JO ANNE B. BARNHART, COWM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-01-CV-338-SS

" December 30, 2002
Bef ore GARWOOD, W ENER, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Janes Sorrells (“Sorrells”), on behalf of his mnor son
Janes Sul livan, appeals the district court’s judgnment affirmng
the Social Security Comm ssioner’s denial of his application for
suppl enental security incone (SSI). Sorrells contends that the

Adm ni strative Law Judge’s (ALJ) findings were not supported by

substanti al evi dence.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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“Appel | ate review of the [ Conm ssioner’s] denial of
disability benefits is limted to determ ni ng whet her the
decision is supported by substantial evidence in the record and
whet her the proper |egal standards were used in evaluating the

evidence.” Villa v. Sullivan, 895 F.2d 1019, 1021 (5th Cr

1990) (citation omtted); R pley v. Chater, 67 F.3d 552, 555 (5th

Cr. 1995). *“Substantial evidence is nore than a scintilla, |ess
than a preponderance, and is such relevant evidence as a
reasonable m nd m ght accept as adequate to support a
conclusion.” Villa, 895 F.2d at 1021-22 (citation omtted).

The record contains substantial evidence supporting the
Comm ssioner’s conclusion that Sullivan’s condition did not
result in marked and severe functional |imtations which
warranted SSI benefits. See 42 U S.C. § 1382c(a)(3)(0O(i).
Because the Comm ssioner’s decision was supported by substanti al
evi dence, the decision of the district court is affirned.

AFFI RVED.



