UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
ARKANSAS, TEXARKANA DIVISION

Rhonda Martz v. Frank Bisgnano, Commissioner, Social Security

Administration

Civil No. 25-cv-04035 (W.D. Ark. Dec. 1, 2025) - No. 25-cv-04035 - Decided December 1, 2025

SUMMARY

The court reviews the Commissioner of Social Security’s denial of Rhonda Martz’s claim for disability

insurance benefits. It concludes that the administrative law judge failed to adequately consider Martz’s

migraine headaches at step two and in the residual functional capacity assessment, including

limitations identified in medical opinions. The court reverses the denial of benefits and remands the

matter to the Commissioner for further consideration under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).
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Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the
Commissioner's denial of disability insurance benefits. The parties
filed appeal briefs, and the district court reviewed the administrative

record.

The court reviews whether the Commissioner's findings are supported
by substantial evidence on the record as a whole. Substantial evidence
is less than a preponderance but sufficient for a reasonable mind to
find the evidence adequate. The ALIJ's decision must be affirmed when
supported by substantial evidence, even if substantial evidence could

support a contrary result.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the ALJ erred by failing to address Martz's migraines at step two and in the RFC assessment.

2. Whether the RFC was supported by substantial evidence when the ALJ did not explain the omission of

migraine-related limitations identified in medical opinions.

3. Whether the step-five determination was supported when it relied on an RFC that did not adequately

account for Martz's migraines.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's decision was not supported by substantial evidence because the ALJ omitted migraines at step
two and failed to adequately address their effects, including medical-opinion evidence of environmental
limitations, in the RFC assessment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“While it is not reversible error to fail to find an impairment severe at step two so long as said impairment is
considered in the RFC assessment, failure to find an impairment severe at step two and then failing to

consider the effect of the impairment on Plaintiff’s RFC is reversible error.”

“Therefore, the Court finds remand is necessary for the ALJ to more clearly consider the Plaintiff’s migraines
and the impact they may have on her RFC.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Martz alleged disability from migraines and several physical and mental conditions, including rheumatoid
arthritis, lupus, degenerative disc disease, and anemia. The ALJ found several severe impairments but did not
determine whether migraines were severe at step two and adopted an RFC that did not include restrictions
related to noise, vibration, or hazards associated with migraines. Several medical opinions identified migraines

and related environmental limitations, but the ALJ did not explain why those limitations were omitted from the
RFC.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Martz protectively filed for disability insurance benefits in August 2021, alleging disability beginning March 1,
2019. After a December 2023 administrative hearing, the ALJ issued an unfavorable decision on April 23, 2024,



finding that Martz was not disabled through her date last insured. Martz filed this action, and the district court

reversed the Commissioner's decision and remanded under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Commissioner must reconsider Martz's migraines and their impact on her residual functional capacity,
including the environmental limitations identified in the medical opinions, and then reconsider the disability

determination under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).
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