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PER CURI AM

Er nesti ne Johnson Tons appeal s the district court's order up-
hol di ng t he deci sion of the Conmm ssioner of Social Security (Com
m ssioner) findingthat she was not under a disability for purposes
of the Social Security Act for the period beginning October 3,
1980, through Septenber 30, 1986. Tons clains that the ALJ erred
because: (1) his hypothetical to the vocational expert was im
proper; (2) he incorrectly eval uated her allegations of pain; and
(3) his decisionwas not supported by substantial evidence. Because
Toms' clains are without nmerit and we find no reversible error, we

affirm the Conmmi ssioner's decision. See generally English v.

Shal ala, 10 F. 3d 1080, 1085 (4th G r. 1993) (holding that an ALJ's
hypot heti cal questions to a vocational expert mnmust be based upon
consi deration of all rel evant nmedi cal record evidence of the claim

ant's inpairnments); Craig v. Chater, 76 F.3d 585, 595-96 (4th Cr.

1996) (stating this court's standards for evaluation of pain and
substantial evidence). W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the deci sional

Process.
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