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

No. 93-2730

Summary Cal endar

DARRELL LEON BOOKER
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
DONNA SHALALA, Secretary

of Health and Human Servi ces,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA-H92-479)

(May 10, 1994)
Bef ore Hl GG NBOTHAM DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Darrell Leon Booker injured his right shoulder during April
1988. An ALJ determ ned t hat Booker was not di sabled. The Appeal s
Counci | deni ed Booker's request for review of the ALJ's deci sion.
Booker then filed a conplaint in district court, arguing that the

ALJ' s concl usion regardi ng the pain he suffered was erroneous. The

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



district court granted the Secretary's notion for sunmary judgnent
and affirnmed the Secretary's denial of disability benefits.

The ALJ determ ned that Booker was not disabled because
Booker's inpairnment did not prevent him from doing any other
substantial gainful activity. See 20 C F. R 88 404. 1520, 416. 920;
Ant hony v. Sullivan, 954 F.2d 289, 293 (5th Cr. 1992). Booker

argues that he cannot get a special driver's license for the |ight
driving jobs suggested by the vocational expert. Aside fromthe
driving jobs, however, the vocational expert testified that Booker
could perform several wunskilled 1light |obs. Booker has not
suggested why he cannot performthese jobs. Substantial evidence
supports the ALJ's deci sion.

Booker al so argues that he has new evi dence about his nedi cal
condi ti on. The evidence he produces before this court does not
relate to the tine period for which benefits were deni ed, making

remand i nappropri ate. Haywood v. Sullivan, 888 F.2d 1463, 1471

(5th Gr. 1989). The evidence he produced before the district
court repeats clains rejected by the ALJ because of their |ack of
credibility and does not raise a reasonable possibility of a

changed outcone on remand. Bradley v. Bowen, 809 F.2d 1054, 1058

(5th CGr. 1987). Booker also does not explain why these records
were not presented to the Secretary in the first instance. |[d.

AFFI RVED.



