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PER CURI AM

Danny R Curry appeals the district court’s order affirmng
the Comm ssioner’s decision to deny disability benefits. W have
reviewed the joint appendix, admnistrative record, and the dis-
trict court’s opinion accepting the recomendation of the nagis-
trate judge and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm

substantially on the reasoning of the district court. See Curry

v. Apfel, No. CA-98-422-2 (S.D.W Va. July 1, 1999). In addition,
we note that it was not error to rely on the conparative qualifi-
cations of those who evaluated Curry’s I.Q and give greater wei ght
to the opinions of nedical personnel with superior credentials.

See Long v. Bowen, 866 F.2d 1066, 1067 (8th Cr. 1989). W dis-

pense with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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