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PER CURIAM.

Sherry Lincoln applied for disability insurance benefits and supplemental
security income benefits because of diabetes. Lincoln had not worked in her earlier
occupation asawaitressfor two yearsbefore her application for benefits. According
to medical records, most of the complaints for which Lincoln sought treatment were
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minor in nature. Lincoln's diabetes-related complaints included blood sugar
fluctuation, fatigue, tendinitis, and pain. After a hearing, the Administrative Law
Judge (ALJ) denied benefits. The AppealsCouncil affirmedthe ALJ sdetermination.
Lincoln then filed for judicial review. The district court remanded the case to the
Commissioner for further proceedings to include consideration of a vocational
expert’'s (VE) testimony and lay witnesses testimony about Lincoln’s losses of
consciousness. After another hearing which included VE testimony and specifically
considered all the evidence, the ALJ again denied benefits, finding Lincoln’s
complaints were not credible and she retained the ability to perform sedentary work
available in the national economy. Although Lincoln did not seek benefits because
of amental disorder, the ALJ also considered evidence that Lincoln has borderline
intellectual functioning, dependent personality disorder, and may have somatoform
disorder. Because Lincoln’s exceptionswere not filed in time, the Appeals Council
affirmed without further consideration. Lincoln again filed for judicial review.

Thedistrict court™ affirmed the Commissioner’ sdenial of disability insurance
benefits and supplemental security income benefits, finding substantial evidencein
the record as a whole supports the Commissioner’s decision. Lincoln now appeals.
Having carefully reviewed the record and the parties’ briefs, we affirm. See Hunt v.
Massanari, 250 F.3d 622, 623-24 (8th Cir. 2001). Despite Lincoln’s contrary
assertions, we conclude the AL Jproperly posed hypothetical questionsthat captured
impairments substantially supported by the record and properly considered the VE's
opinion on each hypothetical question. See id. at 625. The ALJ also properly
considered the lay witness testimony about Lincoln’s losses of consciousness.
Additionally, wergject Lincoln’ scontentionthat acknowledging Lincoln’ sfunctional
limitations is inconsistent with concluding Lincoln isnot disabled. Indeed, the law

“The Honorable Terry 1. Adelman, United States Magistrate Judge for the
Eastern District of Missouri, sitting by consent of the parties under 28 U.S.C. §
636(C).

_2-



requires the ALJ to recite a claimant’s functional limitations when analyzing the
claimant’ sresidual functional capacity. See Lowev. Apfel, 226 F.3d 969, 972 (8th
Cir. 2000).

Finding no reversible error, we thus affirm. See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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