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

No. 99-31244
Summary Cal endar

CECI LE A. LENNI X,
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 Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 98- CV-2296-LLM

~ August 4, 2000
Bef ore HI GG NBOTHAM DUHE, and WENER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Cecile A Lennix appeals fromthe grant of sunmary judgnent
for the Conm ssioner of Social Security in her action for judicial
review of the Conm ssioner’s decision denying her application for
disability benefits for the period after July 11, 1995. Lenni x
contends that the Conm ssioner’s decision was not supported by
substantial evidence; that the Admnistrative Law Judge (ALJ)
i gnored evidence she submtted; and that she was deprived of due

process.

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



The Comm ssioner’s decision was supported by substanti al
evi dence. Ri chardson v. Perales, 402 U S. 389, 390 (1971).
Lenni x’ s depression (the basis for an award of benefits for the
period ending July 11, 1995) had been treated successfully by July
11, 1995, and her nedication ultimtely was discontinued; her
di abetes, diagnosed after July 1995 was under control wth
medi cation; and her respiratory condition and associ ated bl oating
were under control with nmedication. Lennix’s contention regarding
the records she submtted is unavailing — the admnistrative
record, which supported the Comm ssioner’s determ nation, contained
all but one of the docunents about which Lennix now conpl ains.
That docunent added no support to Lennix's disability claim
Finally, the Due Process C ause does not require that each and
every claimreceive a full hearing before a judge at each step of
revi ew.
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