
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
KENTUCKY

Nigel S. v. Bisignano
No. 3:25-CV-00375-RSE (W.D. Ky. Dec. 18, 2025) · No. 3:25-CV-00375-RSE · Decided December 18, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky reviewed the Commissioner of
Social Security’s denial of Nigel S.’s applications for supplemental security income and disability
insurance benefits. The court held that the Administrative Law Judge properly evaluated the claimant’s
subjective symptoms under applicable regulations and Social Security Ruling 16-3p, and that the
decision was supported by substantial evidence. The court affirmed the Commissioner’s final decision.
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COURT United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky
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PARTIES Nigel S. v. Frank Bisignano, Commissioner of Social Security

TOPICS
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social security administrative law

QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the ALJ properly considered Claimant's subjective complaints of pain and limitations in
accordance with SSR 16-3p

HOLDINGS

1. An ALJ's failure to discuss a claimant's specific hearing testimony is not per se error where the ALJ
considered the evidence as a whole and provided specific reasons for discounting subjective symptoms
that align with SSR 16-3p factors.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There is a difference between what the ALJ must consider versus what he must discuss.”

“An ALJ's failure to discuss a claimant's hearing testimony, accordingly, is not per se error, as Claimant
alleges.”

“To the contrary, it is axiomatic that the ALJ considered all of the [p]laintiff's hearing testimony, as he is the
ALJ that presided over the administrative hearing.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Claimant Nigel S. alleged disability since September 2015 due to back/neck problems, restless leg syndrome,
anxiety, stomach ulcers, and blood clots. He testified to daily numbness/tingling, limited ability to stand/walk
(25 minutes) or sit (40 minutes), spending most days in bed, and limited daily activities. The ALJ found severe
impairments of degenerative disc disease, kidney cancer, stomach ulcers, anxiety, and depression, but
determined Claimant retained the RFC for light work with additional limitations and was not disabled.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Claimant applied for SSI and DIB benefits, which were denied at initial and reconsideration levels. After an
administrative hearing, the ALJ issued an unfavorable decision. The Appeals Council declined review, making
the ALJ's decision the final decision of the Commissioner. Claimant sought judicial review in federal district
court.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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