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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Florida reviewed the Commissioner of
Social Security’s denial of Christina Kang’s applications for disability insurance benefits and
supplemental security income. The court held that substantial evidence supported the administrative
law judge’s decision, including the evaluation of fibromyalgia and Kang’s subjective statements about
her limitations, and affirmed the Commissioner’s decision.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the Commissioner's final
decision denying disability insurance benefits and supplemental
security income benefits.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The Commissioner's factual findings are conclusive if supported by
substantial evidence. The court may not reweigh the evidence or
substitute its judgment for that of the ALJ. Legal conclusions are
reviewed de novo, and failure to apply the correct law or provide
sufficient reasoning requires reversal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ committed reversible error by failing to expressly discuss Kang's documented
fibromyalgia at each step of the sequential evaluation.

2. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated Kang's subjective statements concerning the limiting effects of her
pain and other symptoms.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's failure to mention fibromyalgia did not require remand because Kang did not identify record
evidence showing that fibromyalgia caused work-related limitations or satisfied the criteria for a
medically determinable impairment, and the ALJ otherwise considered the relevant limitations
throughout the sequential evaluation.

2. The ALJ properly evaluated Kang's subjective statements and clearly articulated explicit and adequate
reasons for finding that the alleged intensity, persistence, and limiting effects of her symptoms were not
entirely consistent with the medical and other evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As for the claimant’s statements about the intensity, persistence, and limiting effects of her symptoms, they
are inconsistent because the medical evidence fails to substantiate the asserted limitations or document a
level of functional restriction incompatible with sustained work activity.” (Tr. 28)

“A court may not decide the facts anew, reweigh the evidence, or substitute its judgment for that of the
Commissioner.” (Tr. 29)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Kang alleged disability based on spinal problems, osteoarthrosis, migraines, carpal tunnel syndrome, peripheral
neuropathy, irritable bowel syndrome, and related pain and functional limitations. The ALJ found several severe
impairments, assessed an RFC for light work with additional postural, manipulative, environmental, and
climbing restrictions, and found that Kang could perform past relevant work or alternatively other work existing
in significant numbers in the national economy. The record reflected generally normal gait and strength, no need
for assistive devices, some benefit from injections, controlled migraines, and the ability to perform a range of
daily activities.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Kang applied for disability insurance benefits and supplemental security income, alleging disability beginning
May 1, 2020. The applications were denied initially and on reconsideration; following a July 11, 2024 hearing,
the ALJ found her not disabled on September 4, 2024. The Appeals Council denied review on January 30, 2025,
and Kang filed this action on March 25, 2025. The parties consented to proceed before a United States
Magistrate Judge.
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