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

No. 00-30292
Summary Cal endar

WANDA SUE WEBB,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
KENNETH S. APFEL, COWMM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 98- CV-652-B
* November 2, 2000
Before JOLLY, SM TH, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Wanda Sue Webb appeal s t he magi strate judge’ s summary j udgnent
affirmng the Conm ssioner’s decision denying disability benefits
under 42 U.S.C. 8 405(g). Her argunents that (1) the ALJ failed to
properly consider the totality of the vocational expert’s
testinony, and (2) the ALJ overl ooked assessnents and opinions
contained in the nedical reports that established that her nental
i npai rments prevent Wbb from perform ng substantial gainful

activity are ancillary to the issue whether there is substanti al

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



evidence to support the Commi ssioner’s determ nation that Wbb's
mental inpairnments did not render her disabl ed.

The Comm ssioner’s decision is supported by substantial
evidence in light of the vocational expert’s testinony and Wbb’'s

medi cal history. See Newton v. Apfel, 209 F.3d 448, 452 (5th Cr

2000). Accordingly, Wbb has failed to carry her burden of proving
that she is not capable of performing the jobs summarized in the

ALJ’ s deci sion and thus that she is not disabl ed. See Sel ders V.

Sullivan, 914 F.2d 614, 618 (5th Gr. 1990). The judgnent of the
magi strate judge is

AFFI RVED.



