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THOVAS NUNEZ, JR
Plaintiff - Appellant,

V.

JO ANNE B. BARNHART, COWM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY
Def endant - Appel |l ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas, Austin Division
USDC No. 1:04-CVv-712

Bef ore DeMOSS, STEWART and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Thomas Nunez, Jr. (“Nunez”) filed a claimunder the Soci al
Security Act for Supplenental Security Incone (“SSI”). After two
evidentiary hearings, the Adm nistrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) denied
Nunez’ s claimand the Appeals Council affirmed. Treating the
deci sion of the Appeals Council as the final decision of the
Comm ssi oner of Social Security, Nunez filed suit in the district
court for the Western District of Texas seeking judicial review

of the Comm ssioner’s decision. The case was referred to a

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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

Dockets.Justia.com


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/circuit-courts/ca5/06-50430/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/appellate-courts/ca5/06-50430/920061030/
http://dockets.justia.com/

Magi strate Judge who reviewed the record and briefs submtted by
both parties. The district court entered final judgnent
affirmng the Conm ssioner’s decision to deny Nunez benefits.
Nunez appeals to this Court.

Qur reviewis limted to determning (1) whether there is
substantial evidence in the record as a whole to support the
Comm ssioner’s decision, and (2) whether the Comm ssioner’s
deci sion conports with relevant |egal standards. Jones v. Apfel,
174 F. 3d 692, 693 (5th Cr. 1999). W have carefully revi ened
the briefs, the record excerpts, and relevant portions of the
record itself. For the reasons stated in the Magistrate Judge’'s
Menmor andum Qpi ni on and Order, we find that the Comm ssioner's
decision is supported by substantial evidence and is based on a
proper application of the law. W affirmthe decision of the
district court to enter final judgnent agai nst Nunez.

AFFI RVED.



