UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
TEXAS, TYLER DIVISION

Cody R. Roberson v. Commissioner, Social Security Administration

Roberson - No. 6:24-cv-325-JDK-KNM - Decided March 16, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas adopts the magistrate judge’s report
and recommendation in a Social Security appeal. The court rejects the plaintiff’s objections
concerning the administrative law judge’s residual functional capacity assessment, affirms the

Commissioner’s final decision, and dismisses the case with prejudice.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas, Tyler
Division

WRITING FOR THE COURT Jeremy D. Kernodle
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DECIDED March 16, 2026
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff sought judicial review of the Commissioner of Social

Security's final decision. After the magistrate judge recommended
affirmance and dismissal with prejudice, plaintiff filed objections,

which the district court reviewed de novo.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the objected-to portions of the Report and
Recommendation de novo. Judicial review of the Commissioner's
decision was limited to determining whether it was supported by
substantial evidence and whether the proper legal standards were
applied. The court did not reweigh the evidence, try the issues de
novo, or substitute its judgment for the Commissioner's.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE District court order; precedential status not stated in the source

PARTIES Cody R. Roberson v. Commissioner, Social Security Administration

TOPICS



judicial review of agency action =~ administrative law  civil procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

Social Security = administrative law  federal civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ's residual functional capacity assessment was supported by substantial evidence and
explained adequately.

2. Whether the ALJ was required to adopt a specific physician's assessment when determining residual
functional capacity.

3. Whether the ALJ was required to make a specific finding that Roberson could work on a regular and
continuing basis.

4. Whether the ALJ or magistrate judge improperly relied on a middle-ground rationale because the RFC

was more restrictive than some opinions and less restrictive than others.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's RFC finding was supported by substantial evidence and the ALJ applied the correct legal
standards.

2. The ALJ was not required to adopt a specific physician's assessment in determining the claimant's RFC.

3. A specific finding that the claimant can perform work on a regular and continuing basis is not required
absent special circumstances.

4. There was no error in finding that the ALJ's RFC was less limiting than some medical opinions and more
limiting than others.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Court’s judicial review of the ALJ’s decision “is limited to determining whether that decision is

supported by substantial evidence and whether the proper legal standards are applied.”” (Document text)

“On review, the Court “does not reweigh the evidence in the record, try the issues de novo, or substitute its

judgment for the Commissioner’s, even if the evidence weighs against the Commissioner’s decision.””
(Document text)

“There is no requirement for the ALJ to adopt a specific physician’s assessment.” (Document text)

“A specific finding that the claimant can perform work on a regular basis is not required absent special
circumstances.” (Document text)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Roberson challenged the Commissioner's final Social Security decision, focusing on the ALJ's assessment of his
residual functional capacity. He contended that the ALJ failed to explain how the evidence supported the specific
limitations, improperly relied on a middle-ground rationale, failed to account for the combined effects of his



impairments, and improperly rejected certain medical opinions. The district court found that the ALJ provided
detailed explanations addressing the medical opinions, objective evidence, subjective symptoms, and mental
impairments, and that the RFC finding was supported by substantial evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The case was referred to Magistrate Judge K. Nicole Mitchell under 28 U.S.C. § 636. On February 23, 2026, the
magistrate judge issued a Report and Recommendation recommending that the court affirm the Commissioner's
final decision and dismiss the appeal with prejudice. Plaintiff objected, principally challenging the ALJ's residual
functional capacity assessment. The district court conducted de novo review, adopted the Report and
Recommendation, affirmed the Commissioner's decision, and dismissed the case with prejudice.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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