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

No. 96- 10557
Summary Cal endar

LAVWRENCE D. FARAR,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

SHI RLEY S. CHATER
COWM 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. 5:95-CV-89-C
April 3, 1997
Bef ore JONES, DeMOSS and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Law ence D. Farar appeals the Comm ssioner’s decision
denyi ng Suppl enental Security Incone. Farar contends that the
proper | egal standards were not applied and that substanti al
evi dence does not support the Conm ssioner’s decision. Farar
al so contends that the Adm nistrative Law Judge (ALJ) did not

consider the effects of his nonexertional inpairnments on his

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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ability to do sedentary work, did not properly evaluate his
subj ective conplaints of pain, and did not present a sufficient
hypot hetical to the vocational expert. Finally, Farar contends
that the ALJ did not properly identify available jobs that he
could performand that the ALJ did not develop a full and fair
record.

We have reviewed the record and Farar’s brief and AFFIRMthe
deci sion of the Comm ssioner for essentially the reasons adopted

and set forth by the district court. Farar v. Chater, No. 5:95-

CV-089-C (N.D. Tex. Mar. 15, 1996). Farar failed to raise before
the Appeals Council his assertions that he did not receive a ful
and fair hearing and that the ALJ did not properly identify

avail able jobs. This court is without jurisdiction to exam ne
those i ssues because Farar has not denonstrated the requisite

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

Accordi ngly, the judgnent is AFFI RVED



