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OPINION OF THE COURT

GREENBERG, Circuit Judge.

This matter comes on before this court on gpped by Gladys Gary from an order of
the district court entered on February 25, 2002, in this Supplemental Security Income
socid security disability case. The district court in its order gpproved and adopted the
report and recommendation of a magistrate judge dated October 29, 2001, and then granted
the Commissioner summary judgment. On this gpped we exercise plenary review of the
digtrict court order but will accept the Commissioner’ sfindings of fact if they are
supported by substantial evidence. See 42 U.S.C. § 405(g); Knepp v. Apfel, 204 F.3d 78,

83 (3d Cir. 2000).



In this case the Adminidirative Law Judge reached the fifth step in the five-step
sequentia evauation process used in evaduating disability clams set forthin20 CFR. 8

416.920. See Burnsv. Barnhart, No. 02-1091, __ F.3d __, 2002 WL 31716291, at *3 (3d

Cir. Dec. 4, 2002). The case reached the fifth step because Gary did not have past relevant
work to which she could return, the inquiry made in the fourth step. At the fifth step the
Commissioner determined that Gary could perform work in the economy given her resdud
functional capacity, age, education and work experience. While we have consdered Gary’s
objections to these findings we find evidence to support them and thus we must uphold the
determination.

For the foregoing reasons we will affirm the order of February 25, 2002.
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