IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 95-10521
Summary Cal endar

DAVI D CHASE BOYD,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

SH RLEY S. CHATER
COWMM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 7:92-CV-00121
January 29, 1996
Bef ore WENER, PARKER and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Davi d Chase Boyd contests the denial of his applications for
Social Security disability benefits and suppl enental security
incone. We AFFIRM Boyd's notion to file his reply brief inits
present formis DEN ED

Boyd presents two issues: (1) that the ALJ's hypothetica
guestions to the vocational expert failed to incorporate all of

his limtations and Boyd's counsel did not have an adequate

opportunity to renedy the defective hypothetical, and (2) that

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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the ALJ's decision was contrary to | aw because the ALJ comm tted

|l egal errors by a) failing to apply Singletary v. Bowen, 798 F.2d

818 (5th G r. 1986), and consi der whet her Boyd's al cohol abuse
woul d prevent himfrom keepi ng enpl oynent; b) failing to foll ow
the Appeals Council's instructions on remand; c¢) failing to
consi der Boyd's al cohol abuse under the gui dance of Soci al
Security Ruling 82-60; and d) failing to conplete "B" criteria of
new psychiatric review techni que.

We do not consider the first issue because Boyd did not

raise it in the district court. Varnado v. Lynaugh, 920 F.2d

320, 321 (5th Gr. 1991); Janes v. Bowen, 793 F.2d 702, 704 (5th

Cir. 1986). Nor do we consider the second i ssue because Boyd
failed to raise it before the Appeals Council or in the district

court. Paul v. Shalala, 29 F.3d 208, 210 (5th GCr. 1994).

AFFI RVED.



