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

No. 98-41204
Summary Cal endar

AURCRA DE LA PAZ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
KENNETH S. APFEL, COMM SSI ONER OF SOCI AL SECURI TY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. C-97-CV-413

August 5, 1999
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Aurora De La Paz appeals fromthe district court’s judgnment
affirmng the denial of her application for disability insurance
benefits and suppl enental security inconme. She argues that the
Adm ni strative Law Judge (“ALJ”) erred in disregarding De La
Paz’ s subjective conplaints while assessing her residual
functional capacity, the ALJ posed i nadequate hypot heti cal
gquestions to the vocational expert, and the Conm ssioner’s

determ nation regarding her disability status was not supported

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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by substantial evidence. Because De La Paz failed to exhaust her

adm ni strative renedi es by raising her argunent regardi ng the
hypot heti cal questions before the Appeals Council in her request
for review of the ALJ' s decision, we lack jurisdiction to review

this issue. See MQueen v. Apfel, 168 F.3d 152, 155 (5th Cr

1999); Paul v. Shalala, 29 F.3d 208, 210 (5th Gr. 1994).

We have reviewed the record and find that the ALJ' s finding
regarding De La Paz’s residual functional capacity and the
Comm ssioner’s determ nation of her disability status were

supported by substantial evidence. See Leggett v. Chater, 67

F.3d 558, 564 (5th Cr. 1995).
AFFI RVED.



