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Dorothy T. Johnson appeals, pro se, the affirmance of the
Soci al Security Comm ssioner’s decisiontotermnate her disability
i nsurance benefits and suppl enental social security incone. The
Comm ssi oner determ ned that, post-surgery Johnson had undergone
medi cal inprovenent. See 42 U S.C. § 423(f). Johnson contends
this determnation was not based upon substantial evidence.

(Johnson al so cl ains the Adm ni strative Law Judge was not presented

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



wth a conplete copy of her nedical records. We decline to
consider this claim because it is raised for the first tine on

appeal . See Leverette v. Louisville Ladder Co., 183 F. 3d 339, 342

(5th Gir. 1999), cert. denied, 528 U.S. 1138 (2000).)

Qur review of the Comm ssioner’s decision “is limted to
determ ning whether that decision is supported by substantial
evidence and whether the proper |egal standards were applied”.
Ripley v. Chater, 67 F.3d 552, 555 (5th Gr. 1995). “Substantia
evidence is nore than a scintilla, |less than a preponderance, and
is such relevant evidence as a reasonable mnd mght accept as
adequate to support a conclusion.” Martinez v. Chater, 64 F.3d
172, 173 (5th Cr. 1995) (internal quotations and citations
omtted).

Johnson’s contentions are unavailing. There was substanti al
evidence to support the Conm ssioner’s nmnedical inprovenent

deci si on.
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