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

No. 00-51103
Summary Cal endar

| RENE MORALES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

LARRY G MASSANARI, ACTI NG
COWMM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
( A- 99- CV- 348- AWA)
My 18, 2001
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Irene Mrales appeals from the district
court’s grant of sunmmary judgnent adverse to her in its review of
t he deci sion of the Acting Comm ssioner of Social Security denying
Morales’s social security disability and supplenental security
incone (SSI) benefits. Morales contends that the Acting
Comm ssi oner’s decision was not supported by substantial evidence

and that the admnistrative |aw judge (ALJ) failed to ascertain

from the vocational expert (VE) who testified at the hearing on

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



Mor al es’ s cl ai mwhet her her inpairnents, when taken together, woul d
affect her ability to perform work.

We find that the Acting Comm ssioner’s decision is supported
by substantial evidence. See Richardson v. Perales, 402 U S. 389,
390 (1971). Morales has failed to brief whether the Acting
Comm ssioner erred by finding that she was physically capabl e of
light work. Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813
F.2d 744, 748 (5th G r. 1987). Nei t her does the record suggest
that the Acting Comm ssioner erred by finding that Morales was
capable of performng light work at the tinme of the Acting
Comm ssioner’s final decision.

The Acting Comm ssioner’s finding that Myrales's nental
conditions were not totally disabling also was supported by
substanti al evidence. Mrales’s testinony at the hearing indicates
that she could interact with others to sone extent, and her nental
residual functional capacity (RFC) assessnents indicate at | east a
limted ability to function in the nental aspects of work.

The Acting Commi ssioner’s finding that Mrales could perform
two of the jobs constituting her past rel evant work, however, was
not supported by substantial evidence. The magistrate judge thus
prudently excluded the position of security guard fromthe |ist of
jobs that ©Mrales could perform In addition, the position of
machi ne operator is defined by the Departnent of Labor as a nmedi um
wor k position, see 2 DiCTi ONARY OF OCCUPATI ONAL TI TLES 8 600. 380-018 (4th
ed., rev'd, 1991), and the Acting Conmm ssioner found that Morales

was |limted to the ability to performlight work. Mrales' s own



description of the physical requirenents of her nachi ne-operator
job also indicates that the job is beyond her physical capacity.

Neverthel ess, the VE testified that Mrales could work as a
house cl eaner at a notel, an assenbler, a cafeteria attendant, or
a cafeteria server, and the record contains no evidence calling
that testinony into question. The conclusion that Mrales could
perform jobs existing in significant nunbers in the national
econony is therefore supported by substantial evidence.

AFFI RVED.



