UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 01-1362

PALMER BALTHI S,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
LARRY G MASSANARI, ACTING COW SSI ONER OF
SOCI AL SECURI TY ADM NI STRATI ON,

Def endant - Appell ee.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Big Stone Gap. Janes P. Jones, District
Judge. (CA-00-34-2)

Subm tted: Septenber 10, 2001 Deci ded: Septenber 21, 2001

Before WLLI AMS, TRAXLER, and GREGORY, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Roger W Rutherford, Erick A Bowran, WOLFE & FARMER, Norton, Vir-
ginia, for Appellant. James A. Wnn, Regi onal Chief Counsel, Region
11, Patricia M Smth, Deputy Chief Counsel, Taryn GCol dstein,
Assi stant Regi onal Counsel, Ofice of the General Counsel, SOCI AL
SECURI TY ADM NI STRATI ON, Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania; Ruth E.
Pl agenhoef, United States Attorney, John F. Corcoran, Assistant
United States Attorney, UN TED STATES ATTORNEY' S OFFI CE, Roanoke,
Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Pal mer Balthis appeals the district court’s order granting
summary j udgnent in favor of the Conm ssioner of Social Security in
Balthis’s action for disability insurance benefits under Title |
of the Social Security Act, 42 U S . C. A 88 401-433 (West Supp
2001). Balthis worked in the coal mning industry until June 21,
1996, when he st opped wor ki ng because of heart probl ens, back pain
and hearing |l oss. This court nust uphold the denial of benefits if
the decision is supported by substantial evidence and the correct
| egal standard was applied. See 42 U S.C A 8 405(g); Craig V.
Chater, 76 F.3d 585, 589 (4th Gr. 1996). W have revi ewed the en-
tireadmnistrative record, including additional evidence submtted
to the Appeals Council, and find substantial evidence supports the
Adm ni strative Law Judge’s determ nation that Balthis was able to
return to his past relevant work. Therefore, we affirmon the rea-

soning of the district court. Balthis v. Massanari, No. CA-00-34-2

(WD. Va. Feb. 14, 2001). W dispense wth oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the Court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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