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SUMMARY

The report and recommendation addresses an unopposed motion by the Commissioner of Social
Security to reverse the denial of the claimant’s disability benefits applications and remand for further
administrative proceedings. The magistrate judge recommends granting the motion and entering a
sentence-four remand under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Claimant sought judicial review of the Commissioner of Social
Security's final decision denying applications for disability insurance
benefits. The Commissioner filed an unopposed motion requesting
reversal and remand for further administrative proceedings. The
magistrate judge issued a report and recommendation recommending
that the motion be granted and that the decision be reversed and
remanded under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g), the district court reviews
the administrative decision on the pleadings and transcript of the
record and may affirm, modify, or reverse it, with or without remand.
Reversal and remand are appropriate when the administrative record is
insufficient to support the denial and further fact-finding is necessary.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential

PARTIES P.A.J. v. Social Security Administration, Frank Bisignano,
Commissioner of Social Security
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Commissioner's unopposed motion for reversal and remand should be granted under
sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).

2. Whether the administrative record was insufficient to support the SSA's denial of benefits and required
further administrative fact-finding.

HOLDINGS

1. Reversal of the Commissioner's denial of benefits and remand for further administrative proceedings
was appropriate because the Commissioner effectively conceded that the administrative record was
insufficient to support the final decision.

2. A sentence-four remand constitutes a final judgment for the plaintiff and terminates the district court's
jurisdiction over the remanded claims once issued.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A sentence-four remand order “terminates the litigation with victory for the plaintiff” and constitutes a final
judgment on the remanded claims, divesting the district court of jurisdiction thereover once issued.”

“reversal of the Commissioner’s denial of benefits and remand for further proceedings is appropriate under
sentence four of § 405(g) when the administrative record is insufficient to support that denial and further fact-
finding is necessary for statutorily adequate resolution of the plaintiff’s claims.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

P.A.J. applied for disability insurance benefits under Title II of the Social Security Act. The SSA denied the
applications in a final decision. In the judicial-review action, the Commissioner conceded that remand was
appropriate and stated that the SSA would offer P.A.J. a new hearing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

P.A.J. filed an action seeking review of a final SSA decision denying disability insurance benefits. The
Commissioner moved without opposition for entry of judgment reversing the decision and remanding the claims
for further proceedings, including a new hearing. The magistrate judge recommended granting the motion and
entering a sentence-four remand; the text does not state the district court's subsequent action.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case should be remanded to the SSA for further administrative proceedings, including an opportunity for a
new hearing on P.A.J.'s applications.
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