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Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer sus
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(97-CVv-1715)

March 3, 1999

Bef ore POLI TZ, BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

In contesting the denial of supplenental and disability
i ncone, Johnny Chatman mai ntai ns that the Adm ni strative Law Judge
did not conpare his residual capacity with the physical and nental
demands of his past relevant work and did not nake specific
findi ngs regarding his residual functional capacity; challenges the
ALJ’s determ nation that his testinony regarding his ability to
return to such past work was not credible; asserts that the ALJ s
determ nation was not supported by substantial evidence; and
contends that the ALJ erred by failing to act on his request for a

consul tative psychol ogi cal exam nation at governnent expense.

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



Chatman failed to exhaust his admnistrative renedies
regardi ng the psychol ogi cal exam nati on because he did not raise
his contention before the Appeals Council in his request for review
of the ALJ's decision; therefore, we lack jurisdiction to review
t hat i ssue. E.g., Paul v. Shalala, 29 F.3d 208, 210 (5th Cr.
1994),; see also 20 C.F.R 88 404.900(b), 416.1400(b).

For the remaini ng i ssues, we cannot di sturb the Conm ssioner’s
determ nations unless substantial evidence does not exist in the
record to support them or an error of |aw was made. Leggett v.
Chater, 67 F.3d 558, 564 (5th Cr. 1995). Pursuant to our review
of the record, we find no reversible error.
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