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SUMMARY

The magistrate judge recommends awarding Aaron J. James $7,120.80 in attorney’s fees and costs
under the Equal Access to Justice Act after finding that he was the prevailing party, the
Commissioner’s position was not substantially justified, and the requested hours and enhanced hourly
rate were reasonable. The report also addresses payment of the award under Astrue v. Ratliff and gives
the parties fourteen days to file specific objections.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved for attorney fees and costs under the Equal Access to
Justice Act after prevailing in a Social Security benefits action. The
magistrate judge issued a report and recommendation recommending
an award of $7,120.80.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Objections to the report and recommendation must be timely and
specific to trigger de novo review by the district court under 28 U.S.C.
§ 636(b)(1).

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential

TOPICS

attorney fees administrative law judicial review of agency action civil procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

Social Security administrative law attorney fees civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether James was entitled to attorney fees and costs under the Equal Access to Justice Act.

2. Whether the requested hourly rate, number of hours, and filing-fee reimbursement were reasonable and
authorized.

3. Whether the EAJA award should be payable to James or directly to his attorney.

HOLDINGS

1. The magistrate judge recommended that James receive an EAJA award because he was the prevailing
party, the government's position was not substantially justified, and the requested work and fees were
reasonable.

2. The recommended EAJA award should be payable to James, but it may be paid directly to his attorney if
James validly assigned his fee rights and owes no outstanding debt to the federal government.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is the opinion of the undersigned that the Plaintiff is entitled to a fee award in this case, as he is the
prevailing party, the government’s decision to deny benefits was not “substantially justified,” the hourly rate
requested for attorney hours does not exceed the CPI for the years in question, and the time asserted to have
been spent in the representation of the Plaintiff before the district court is reasonable.” (Discussion)

“Accordingly, the undersigned recommends awarding Plaintiff the sum of $7,120.80 for attorney’s fees
pursuant to the EAJA, 28 U.S.C. § 2412.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

James prevailed in an action challenging the Commissioner's denial of Social Security benefits. He requested
$7,120.80 under the EAJA, based on 26.65 attorney hours in 2025 and 2026 at an hourly rate of $252.00, plus
reimbursement of a $405.00 filing fee. The Commissioner did not object to the requested award.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Aaron J. James sought judicial review of the Commissioner's denial of Social Security benefits and prevailed. He
then moved for $7,120.80 in EAJA attorney fees and costs, consisting of attorney time and a $405 filing fee. The
Commissioner filed no objection, and the magistrate judge recommended granting the motion subject to the
parties' right to object under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1).
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