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Def endant - Appel l ant Ricky A. G aham appeals the district
court’s judgnent affirmng the Social Security Comm ssioner’s
decision to deny disability benefits. He argues that the
determ nation by the Adm nistrative Law Judge (ALJ) that he did not
meet or equal the criteria of any inpairnents |listed in Appendi x 1,
20 CF.R Part 404 was not supported by substantial evidence.
Graham contends that he net the requirenents for establishing the

af fective di sorder of depression under 20 C.F. R Pt. 404, Subpt. P,

Pursuant to 5THGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



App. 1, § 12.04. We have reviewed the record and the parties’
briefs and conclude that ALJ's determnation that Gahanis
depression did not neet or equal the criteria of any inpairnents
listed in Appendix 1, 20 CF. R Part 404 is supported by

substanti al evi dence. See Anthony v. Sullivan, 954 F.2d 289, 292

(5th Gr. 1992); Villa v. Sullivan, 895 F.2d 1019, 1021-22 (5th
Cr. 1990). The ALJ was not required to give precedence to
subj ective evidence over objective evidence which showed that
Grahanmi s depression was not disabling. Anthony, 954 F.2d at 295-
96. Further, no doctor testified that G aham was di sabled as a

result of his alleged depression. Vaughan v. Shalala, 58 F. 3d 129,

131 (5th Gr. 1995).
Moreover, Grahanis testinony regarding his daily activities

was i nconsistent with his clained limtations. Reyes v. Sullivan,

915 F.2d 151, 154-155 (5th Gr. 1990). Finally, nedical records
showed that G aham was prescribed Wellbutrin and that he was

responding well to the nedication. See Johnson v. Bowen, 864 F.2d

340, 348 (5th Cr. 1988). The judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



