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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California adopted a magistrate judge’s
Report and Recommendation in a Social Security disability benefits action. The court found no clear
error, reversed the Commissioner’s decision, and remanded the matter for further administrative
proceedings under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).
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DISPOSITION reversed_and_remanded

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the
Commissioner's final adverse decision denying disability insurance
benefits. The magistrate judge recommended reversal and remand, and
the district court reviewed and adopted that recommendation without
timely objections.

STANDARD OF REVIEW When no timely objection is made to a magistrate judge's report and
recommendation, the district court need only satisfy itself that there is
no clear error on the face of the record before accepting the
recommendation. If an objection is made, the district court must
conduct de novo review of the portions objected to.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished, nonprecedential district court order

PARTIES Tammy A. v. Frank Bisignano, Commissioner of Social Security
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PRACTICE AREAS

Social Security administrative law civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What standard of review governs a magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation when no timely
objection is filed?

2. Whether the district court should adopt the Report and Recommendation recommending reversal of the
Commissioner's decision and remand for further administrative proceedings.

HOLDINGS

1. When no timely objection is filed to a magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation, the district court
need only determine that there is no clear error on the face of the record before accepting the
recommendation.

2. The district court adopted the Report and Recommendation, reversed the Commissioner's decision, and
remanded the matter for further administrative proceedings pursuant to sentence four of 42 U.S.C. §
405(g).

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Having reviewed the Report, the Court finds that it is thorough, well-reasoned, and contains no clear error.”
(at 2)

“Accordingly, Court hereby: (1) ADOPTS Magistrate Judge Berg’s report and recommendation [Doc. 21]; (2)
REVERSES the Commissioner’s decision; and (3) REMANDS this matter for further administrative
proceedings pursuant to sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Tammy A. applied for disability insurance benefits, but an Administrative Law Judge denied the
application. Plaintiff sought judicial review of the Commissioner's final adverse decision under 42 U.S.C. §
405(g). The opinion does not describe the underlying medical or vocational facts because it concerns adoption of
the magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed the action on August 15, 2024, challenging the Administrative Law Judge's denial of disability
insurance benefits. After briefing, Magistrate Judge Michael S. Berg issued a Report and Recommendation
recommending reversal and remand for further administrative proceedings under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. §
405(g). Neither party filed a timely objection, and the district court found no clear error, adopted the Report,
reversed the Commissioner's decision, and remanded.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The matter was remanded for further administrative proceedings pursuant to sentence four of 42 U.S.C. §
405(g).
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