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

No. 96-10710
Summary Cal endar

MARY F. HAM LTON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer 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-CVv-115-C

~January 22, 1997
Bef ore REAVLEY, BARKSDALE and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mary Ham | ton appeals fromthe dismssal of her conplaint
for judicial review of the Conm ssioner’s decision denying her
application for supplenental security inconme (SSI) benefits.
Ham | ton contends that the adm nistrative | aw judge (ALJ) made
i nconsi stent findings regarding her ability to do various jobs;

that the ALJ erred by failing to order a consultative physical

evaluation; and that the district court should have renmanded her

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 96-10710
-2 .

case to the Conmm ssioner for findings on new evidence.

Ham | ton did not raise her contention that the ALJ nade
i nconsi stent findings before the Appeals Council. She failed to
exhaust that contention in her adm nistrative proceedi ngs. Pau
v. Shalala, 29 F.3d 208, 210 (5th G r. 1994). Regarding
Ham lton’s remai ning contentions, we have reviewed the record and
the briefs of the parties and we have found no reversible error.
According, as to those contentions, we affirmfor essentially the
reasons relied on by the district court. See Hamlton v. Chater,
No. 5:95-CV-115-C (N.D. Tex. Mar. 27, 1996).

AFFI RVED.



