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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana affirmed the Social Security
Administration’s denial of Daniel V. Reyes’s application for disability benefits. The court held that the
administrative law judge applied the correct legal standards, supported the residual functional capacity
determination with substantial evidence, properly evaluated Reyes’s subjective symptoms, and
adequately considered obesity and colitis.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated Reyes' subjective symptoms regarding the intensity, persistence,
and limiting effects of his impairments

2. Whether the ALJ sufficiently articulated the reasons for her RFC determination

3. Whether the ALJ properly considered the effects of Reyes' obesity and colitis in reaching her
conclusions

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's credibility determination regarding Reyes' subjective statements about his symptoms was not
patently wrong and was well supported by the record, as the ALJ followed boilerplate language with a
multi-page, specific analysis of the medical evidence showing Reyes' functional capabilities inconsistent
with his claimed limitations.

2. The ALJ sufficiently articulated the reasons for her RFC determination, as she considered the medical
opinions in the record and any disagreements were in favor of giving Reyes a more restrictive RFC,
which benefits rather than harms the claimant.

3. The ALJ properly considered Reyes' obesity in combination with his other impairments and adequately
addressed his colitis, satisfying minimal articulation requirements.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This review of the ALJ's decision is deferential, mostly because the 'substantial evidence' standard is not a
very rigorous one. In fact, the Supreme Court announced long ago that the standard can be met so long as
there is 'more than a mere scintilla' of evidence and 'such relevant evidence as a reasonable mind might
accept as adequate to support a conclusion.'” (at 5)

“If the ALJ has otherwise explained his [credibility] conclusion adequately, the inclusion of [the template]
language can be harmless.” (at 6)

“When no doctor's opinion indicates greater limitations than those found by the ALJ, there is no error.” (at 9-
10)

“[S]ocial-security adjudicators are subject to only the most minimal of articulation requirements. An ALJ
need not address every piece or category of evidence identified by a claimant, fully summarize the record, or
cite support for every proposition or chain of reasoning.” (at 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Daniel Reyes applied for disability benefits alleging disability beginning August 30, 2021, later amended to
December 20, 2021. He had multiple physical impairments including bilateral torn rotator cuffs operated on
multiple times, mild degenerative changes to his right hip, sleep apnea, obesity, history of coronary artery
disease, and ischemia on the brain. He previously worked as a crane operator, food delivery driver, and Lyft taxi



driver. The ALJ found these conditions were severe but not disabling, determining Reyes could perform light
work with certain restrictions.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff applied for disability benefits, which were denied after a hearing by an Administrative Law Judge. The
ALJ's decision became the final decision of the Commissioner. Plaintiff then sought judicial review in federal
district court.
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