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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Archie T. Boone appeals the district court’s order uphol di ng
the denial of his application for disability benefits and sup-
pl enental security income. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s opinion accepting the recomendati on of the magi s-
trate judge and find no reversible error. The ALJ did not abrogate
his duty to advise Boone of the availability of representation.’
Nor did the ALJ fail to assist Boone, a pro se clainmant, in
devel oping the record. Finally, substantial evidence supports the
Comm ssi oner’s decision. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning

of the district court. See Boone v. Halter, No. CA-99-857-1

(MD.N.C. Apr. 26, 2001). W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nma-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional

process.

AFFI RVED

To the extent that the Comm ssioner failed to follow
procedures set forth in his Hearings, Appeals and Litigation Law
Manual , we find that Boone failed to show prejudice resulting from
ri gorous adherence to those procedures.




