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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Appellant Mary R. Lowrey appeals the order of a magistrate judge
affirming the Commissioner's decision denying her application for
widow's insurance benefits. On appeal, she challenges whether sub-
stantial evidence supported the administrative law judge's ("ALJ")
decision that her birth record was preferred evidence of her age and
that it outweighed all other evidence. Finding no reversible error, we
affirm.

Judicial review is limited to determining whether substantial evi-
dence supported the ALJ's decision and whether he applied the cor-
rect law. Hays v. Sullivan, 907 F.2d 1453, 1456 (4th Cir. 1990). It is
the ALJ's responsibility to resolve conflicts in the evidence; not the
reviewing court's. Smith v. Chater, 99 F.3d 635, 638 (4th Cir. 1996).

In the present case, we find that the magistrate judge properly
determined that substantial evidence supported the ALJ's decision
and that he applied the correct law. Lowrey's birth record constituted
"preferred evidence" pursuant to 20 C.F.R.§ 404.716 (1996), which
was conclusive absent substantial evidence casting doubt as to its
accuracy. The ALJ analyzed this aspect of the issue in great detail and
properly found that the evidence presented by Lowrey was insuffi-
cient to refute the accuracy of the birth record. Since substantial evi-
dence supports the ALJ's determination that Lowrey was not yet sixty
years old, the magistrate judge did not err in affirming the decision.

We therefore affirm the order of the magistrate judge. We dispense
with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are ade-
quately presented in the material before the court and argument would
not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED

                                2


