IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-50213
Summary Cal endar

BOBBI E JO MEREDI TH,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

KENNETH S. APFEL
COWM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas

USDC No. 1:98-CV-458

Novenber 1, 1999
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM DeMOSS, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Bobbi e Jo Meredith appeals fromthe nagistrate judge’ s
judgnent affirm ng the denial of her application for suppl enental
security incone. She argues that substantial evidence did not
exi st to support the Comm ssioner’s decision that she could do
ot her work because such deci sion was not based on a consideration
of the conbined effect of her inpairnents. She argues that the
ALJ failed to consider the conbined effect of her (1) inability

to sit or stand for nore than four hours per day; (2) her vision

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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probl ens; and (3) her pain and her necessity to performvarious
treatnents to relieve such pain.
Substanti al evidence existed to support the finding that

Meredith was not di sabl ed. See Ripley v. Chater, 67 F.3d 552,

555 (5th Gr. 1995); Myore v. Sullivan, 919 F.2d 901, 905 (5th

Cir. 1990). The magistrate judge did not fail to consider the
conbi ned effect of Meredith's exerti onal and nonexerti onal

i npai rments. See Fraga v. Bowen, 810 F.2d 1296, 1305 (5th G

1987) .
AFFI RVED.



