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Patrick Martyn (“Martyn”) appeals the district court’s
affirmance of the Social Security Comm ssioner’s decision to deny
Martyn’s request for a waiver of repaynent of overpaid disability
benefits. Martyn argues that 1) he was deni ed due process when the
admnistrative |aw judge denied his waiver request wthout
conducting a supplenental evidentiary hearing and without fully

devel oping the record, 2) he was not at fault with respect to the

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
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overpaynent and was thus entitled to the waiver; 3) repaynent of
the overpaid benefits would deprive him of incone needed for
ordinary living expenses and woul d thus defeat the purpose of the
Social Security Act; and 4) a clains representative altered figures
in Martyn's file with respect to his expenses.

Martyn has failed to denonstrate that he was prejudi ced by the
ALJ’ s deciding his case wi thout conducting a supplenental hearing

and wi t hout further developing the record. See Carey v. Apfel, 230

F.3d 131, 142 (5th G r. 2000).

As for Martyn's remaining clainms, all raised for the first
time in this appeal, Martyn presents no reason why he could not
have presented these clains to the district court. Nor does Martyn
establ i sh exceptional circunstances warranting our review of these

clains. See Chanbliss v. Mssanari, 269 F.3d 520, 523 (5th Cr.

2001); Kinash v. Callahan, 129 F.3d 736, 738 n.10 (5th Cr. 1997).

The district court’s affirmance of the Social Security

Conmi ssi oner’ s deci sion i s AFFI RVED



