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Requel l e Bryant filed a conplaint in federal district court
asserting that the decision of the Conm ssioner to deny her
suppl enental security incone (SSI) benefits was not supported by
substantial evidence. The district court reversed the decision
of the Conmm ssioner and remanded Bryant’s case pursuant to the
fourth sentence of 42 U S.C. § 405(g) for consideration of

addi ti onal evidence.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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Bryant does not assert that the district court erred inits
judgnent. Bryant’'s sole argunent on appeal is that the district
court erred by failing to address the argunents contained in her
objections to the magi strate judge’s report. |In adopting the
magi strate judge’s report, the district court stated that it had
conducted an i ndependent review of the record including Bryant’s
objections. This court presunes that “the district court did its
statutorily commanded duty in the absence of evidence to
the contrary” when the district court states that it conducted

an i ndependent review. Koetting v. Thonpson, 995 F.2d 37, 40

(5th Gr. 1993). Further, a district court’s failure to consider

tinely filed objections will not constitute reversible error

absent a show ng of prejudice. See Kreinernman v. Casa Veerkanp,

S.A de CV., 22 F.3d 634, 646-47 (5th Cr. 1994). As Bryant

concedes the district court did not err in its judgnent, she
cannot show prejudice with respect to her allegation the district
court failed to consider the argunents contained in her

obj ections. The judgnent of the district court is AFFIRVED



