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

No. 98-40264
Summary Cal endar

BOBBY R MJLLI NS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver 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 Eastern District of Texas

USDC No. 9:95-CV-27

March 16, 1999

Before DAVIS, DUHE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Bobby R Mullins appeals the district court’s judgnment for the
Comm ssioner in his action pursuant to 42 U S C 8 405(g) for
review of the Adm nistrative Law Judge’s (“ALJ”) deci sion denying
his request for Disability Insurance Benefits and Suppl enental
Security Incone. W review the Conm ssioner's decision to
determ ne whether the Comm ssioner applied the proper |[egal

standards and whether the decision is supported by substantia

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



evi dence on the record as a whole. Anthony v. Sullivan, 954 F.2d

289, 292 (5th Gir. 1992).

Mul I ins nmakes the follow ng contentions: (1) the district
court erred in requiring “specifications” in order to satisfy one
of the inpairnment listings in the Conmm ssioner’s regulations; (2)
the Comm ssioner erroneously relied on the opinion of a “nedical
advisor,” Dr. Dreher; (3) the Comm ssioner erred in weighing the
effect of Mullins’ pain nedications and of his inability to afford
such nedications; and (4) the Comm ssioner erred in accepting a
vocational expert’s findings that he, Millins, could perform
several jobs that involved driving. W have reviewed the record
and the parties’ briefs, and we find no reversible error.
Accordi ngly, we AFFIRMthe judgnent entered by the district court.
See Mullins v. Callahan, No. 9:95-CV-27 (E.D. Tex. Feb. 25, 1998).

AFFI RVED.



