UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF

ILLINOIS, WESTERN DIVISION

Todd B. v. Frank J. Bisignano, Commissioner of Social Security

Todd B. - No. 3:25-cv-50095 - Decided April 9, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois affirmed the Commissioner of

Social Security’s denial of Todd B.’s applications for disability insurance benefits. The court rejected

challenges concerning the evaluation of subjective symptoms, adjustment disorder, and obesity,

concluding that the ALJ’s residual functional capacity finding was supported by substantial evidence

and adequately explained.
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Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the
Commissioner's final decision denying a period of disability and
disability insurance benefits. The parties filed cross-motions for

summary judgment and consented to magistrate-judge jurisdiction.

The court reviewed whether the Commissioner's decision was
supported by substantial evidence or resulted from an error of law.
Factual findings supported by substantial evidence are conclusive, and
the court would not reweigh evidence, resolve evidentiary conflicts,
determine credibility, or substitute its judgment for the ALJ's. The
ALJ's evaluation of subjective symptoms could be overturned only if

patently wrong.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the ALJ improperly evaluated Plaintiff's subjective symptoms.

2. Whether the ALJ inadequately considered Plaintiff's adjustment disorder and resulting concentration,

persistence, or pace limitations in determining the residual functional capacity.

3. Whether the ALJ inadequately considered the effects of Plaintiff's obesity in determining the residual

functional capacity.

4. Whether the ALJ's residual functional capacity determination and resulting denial of benefits were
supported by substantial evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's evaluation of Plaintiff's subjective symptoms was not patently wrong because the ALJ
considered the relevant regulatory factors and adequately explained the decision to find that Plaintiff's

symptoms were not as limiting as alleged.

2. The ALJ adequately considered Plaintiff's adjustment disorder and mild limitation in concentration,

persistence, or maintaining pace, and substantial evidence did not require additional RFC restrictions.

3. The ALJ adequately considered the effects of Plaintiff's obesity and incorporated obesity-related

restrictions into the RFC.

4. The Commissioner's final decision denying benefits was supported by substantial evidence and did not

result from legal error.
KEY QUOTATIONS
“The threshold for substantial evidence ‘is not high.””

“The Court will not overturn this well-reasoned decision.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged disability beginning November 13, 2020, based on physical and mental impairments including
knee problems, neuropathy, asthma, obesity, non-severe obstructive sleep apnea, and adjustment disorder. The
ALJ found that Plaintiff retained the residual functional capacity for light work with restrictions involving lower-

extremity pushing and pulling, postural activities, environmental exposure, balance, and hazards. The ALJ



determined that Plaintiff could not perform past relevant work but could perform other jobs existing in

significant numbers in the national economy.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff applied for disability and disability insurance benefits alleging disability beginning November 13, 2020.
An administrative law judge issued an unfavorable decision on February 7, 2024, finding that Plaintiff could
perform light work subject to specified limitations and could perform jobs existing in significant numbers in the
national economy. The Appeals Council denied review on February 6, 2025, making the ALJ's decision final.
Plaintiff then filed this action, and the court denied Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment and granted the
Commissioner's motion.
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