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

No. 98-60625
Summary Cal endar

BARBARA ANDERSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

KENNETH S. APFEL, COWM SS|I ONER
OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:97-CV-501-BN

Oct ober 26, 1999
Bef ore REAVLEY, SM TH and DENNI'S, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Bar bara Anderson appeals fromthe district court’s judgnment
affirmng the denial of her application for disability insurance
benefits. She argues that the adm nistrative | aw judge (ALJ)
failed to devel op the record to determ ne whether her
hypopar at hyroi d di sorder net or equaled listing 8 9.04A in

appendi x 1 and that the ALJ' s assessnent of Anderson’s residual

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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
R 47.5. 4.
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functional capacity for a full range of nmediumwork is not
supported by substantial evidence.

This court lacks jurisdiction to review Anderson’s claim
that the ALJ failed to develop the record regardi ng her
hypopar at hyroi d di sorder and possi bl e presence of severe
recurrent tetany because that issue was not raised before the

Appeal s Council. See Paul v. Shalala, 29 F.3d 208, 210 (5th Gr.

1994). Anderson failed to neet her burden of showi ng that she
was unable to return to her past relevant work, and there was
substanti al evidence upon which the ALJ coul d concl ude that
Anderson retained the residual functional capacity to perform her

past relevant work. Leggett v. Chater, 67 F.3d 558, 564 (5th

Cr. 1995); Geenspan v. Shalala, 38 F.3d 232, 236 (5th Gr.
1994). Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is
AFFI RVED.



