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PER CURI AM

Harry R Bail ey appeals the magi strate judge’s order granting
sunmmary judgnent in favor of the Comm ssioner of Social Security.’
Bail ey brought this action in the district court pursuant to 42
US CA § 405(g) (West Supp. 2000), seeking review of a fina
deci sion of the Comm ssioner of Social Security determ ning that
Bai | ey coul d not exclude resources for basic |iving expenses from
hi s count abl e i ncone as expendi tures necessary to fulfill the occu-
pational goals enbodied in his Plan to Achieve Self Support. See
20 CF.R 88 416.1225-1227 (1999). Bailey also sought review of
the Comm ssioner’s refusal to waive recovery of the overpaynent
whi ch resulted fromthe i nproper exclusion. See 20 C.F.R § 416. 550
(1999). W have reviewed the record and the nmgistrate judge’s
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm on
the reasoning of the magi strate judge. W dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately pre-
sented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not aid

t he deci sional process.

AFFI RVED

" The parties consented to the jurisdiction of the nagistrate
judge under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(c) (1994).



