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PER CURIAM:*

Gertrude Robinson appeals an adverse judgment in her action under 42

U.S.C. § 405(g) seeking review of the Commissioner’s denial of her request for

Supplemental Security Income benefits.  Robinson did not object to the magistrate

judge’s recommendation that the district court enter judgment for the Commissioner. 

Accordingly, we review to determine whether the district court plainly erred in its

determination that the Commissioner’s denial of benefits is supported by substantial
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evidence in the record, and that the Commissioner applied the proper legal standards

in evaluating that evidence.2 

The Social Security regulations do not support Robinson’s contention that the

undisputed medical evidence that she has bilateral carpal tunnel syndrome

necessarily dictates a finding of disability.3  The medical evidence does not establish

that Robinson has a “loss of major function” in both hands, necessary for a finding

of disability under § 1.09(A).

We do not address Robinson’s contentions that the ALJ misstated her history

of mental health treatment; that her depression is a disabling condition under the

Social Security regulations; and that the ALJ failed to consider whether the

combination of depression and bilateral carpal tunnel syndrome constituted disabling

multiple impairments.  These matters were not raised before the Appeals Council

and a review of the record does not convince us that we should nonetheless exercise

jurisdiction over them.4 

Finally, Robinson’s claim that the regulations dictate a finding that she is

unemployable because she lacks bilateral manual dexterity is manifestly without

merit.

AFFIRMED.


