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PER CURI AM *

Elaine E. Selvera appeals from a judgnent affirmng the
Comm ssi oner’ s deci si on denyi ng soci al security suppl enental incone
benefits.

Sel vera contends: al though she has a GED, substanti al
evidence indicates she is intellectually only at the elenentary-
education level of performance, and, therefore, the jobs the

admnistrative |law judge (ALJ) found capable of performng are

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



above her actual ability; the ALJ failed to consider all of her
i npai rnment s, nost not abl vy, her  nervousness, anxi ety, and
depression, and howthey interfere with her gai nful -work abilities;
the ALJ’ s finding she could performlight work i s inconsistent with
t he evi dence, which denonstrates she cannot neet the requirenents
of the noted jobs, dry cl eaner and housekeeper; and the ALJ failed
to include all of her limtations in the hypothetical question
gi ven the vocational expert, and thus erred by failing to analyze
the conbi ned effect of all of her inpairnents.

Addi tional ly, Selvera chall enges the conpetency of the nedi cal
expert at the agency hearing. But, before he testified, she
conceded he was “qualified as a nedical expert”.

Based on our review, the ALJ applied the proper |egal
standards and substantial evidence supports the benefits-denial.
See Martinez v. Chater, 64 F. 3d 172, 173 (5th Gr. 1995); see al so
Bowing v. Shalala, 36 F.3d 431, 435-36 (5th Cr. 1994)
(hypot heti cal questions for vocational expert).

AFFI RVED



