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

No. 98-60124
Summary Cal endar

ELLA ARMSTRONG,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

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

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:97-CV-57-B

April 30, 1999

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ella Arnmstrong appeals the district court’s judgnent for the
Comm ssioner in his action pursuant to 42 U S C 8 405(g) for
review of the Adm nistrative Law Judge’s (“ALJ”) deci sion denying
her request for Disability Insurance Benefits and Suppl enental
Security Incone. W review the Conm ssioner’s decision to

det erm ne whet her the decision is supported by substantial 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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inthe record and whet her the Comm ssi oner applied the proper |egal

standards in evaluating the evidence. VMllav. Sullivan, 895 F. 2d

1019, 1021 (5th Gr. 1990).

Armstrong nakes the following contentions: (1) the
Commi ssi oner di d not adequately consider “the severity and effects”
of her physical inpairnments on her residual functional capacity;
(2) the Commissioner did not properly evaluate her nental
inpairnments; (3) the ALJ failed to fulfill his duty by not ordering
a consultative neurol ogi cal exam nation; and 4) the case shoul d be
remanded because the transcript of the hearing before the ALJ
contains “repeated references to the inaudibility of [Arnstrong’ s]
testinony.” W have reviewed the record and the parties’ briefs,
and we find no reversible error. Accordingly, we AFFIRM the

judgnent entered by the district court. See Arnstrong v. Apfel

No. 3:97CV57-B-B (N.D. Mss. Jan. 12, 1998).
AFF| RMED.



