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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Alfred Rhea Nidiffer, Petitioner Pro Se. Dougl as Al l an Snoot,
JACKSON & KELLY, Charleston, West Virginia;, Kathy Lynn Snyder
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Christian P. Barber, Barry H Joyner, UN TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Alfred R Nidiffer seeks reviewof the Benefits Review Board’ s
deci sion and order affirmng the adm nistrative | aw judge’ s deni al
of black lung benefits pursuant to 30 U S.C. A 88 901-945 (West
1986 & Supp. 2000). Qur review of the record discloses that the
Board’ s decision is based upon substantial evidence and is w thout
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

Board.” See Nidiffer v. Westnorel and Coal Co., Nos. 99-1312-BLA;

98-1271-BLA (Cct. 30, 2000). W dispense with oral argunent be-
cause the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

*

W have considered the recent revisions to the regul ations
i npl enenting the Black Lung Benefits Act, see Regul ations Inple-
menting the Federal Coal Mne Health and Safety Act of 1969, as
anended; 65 Fed. Reg. 79,919 (Dec. 20, 2000), and have determ ned
that the revisions do not affect the outcone of this case.



