UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF
TENNESSEE, NASHVILLE DIVISION

Renada Bridges v. Frank Bisignano

Case No. 3:25-cv-000324 - No. 3:25-cv-000324 - Decided March 12, 2026

SUMMARY

This Report and Recommendation concerns Renada Bridges’s action under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g)

seeking review of the Commissioner of Social Security’s denial of her application for a closed period

of disability insurance benefits. The Magistrate Judge evaluates challenges to the ALJ’s treatment of

Bridges’s mental impairments, residual functional capacity, medical opinions, and subjective

symptoms, and recommends denying her motion for judgment on the administrative record.
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Report and recommendation on Plaintiff's motion for judgment on the
administrative record in an action under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) seeking

review of the Commissioner's denial of disability insurance benefits.

The court reviews whether the ALJ applied the correct legal standards
and whether the ALJ's findings are supported by substantial evidence.
The court must defer to an ALJ's supported findings even when the
record contains substantial evidence that could support the opposite

conclusion.

Unknown; report and recommendation in a district-court Social

Security case with no reporter citation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the ALJ erred by finding that Bridges's anxiety and depression were non-severe impairments.

2. Whether the ALJ properly considered all medically determinable impairments and the medical-opinion

evidence when formulating Bridges's residual functional capacity.

3. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated Bridges's subjective complaints concerning pain, fatigue, and other
disabling symptoms.
4. Whether the ALJ's decision was supported by substantial evidence and applied the correct legal

standards.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's determination that Bridges's anxiety and depression were non-severe impairments was

supported by substantial evidence and did not warrant reversal.

2. The ALJ adequately considered Bridges's severe and non-severe impairments and reasonably evaluated
Nurse Urell's medical opinion; the residual functional capacity determination was supported by

substantial evidence.

3. The ALJ did not err in finding that Bridges's statements concerning the intensity, persistence, and

limiting effects of her symptoms were not entirely consistent with the medical and other evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“After careful consideration of the evidence, the undersigned finds that the claimant’s medically determinable
impairments could reasonably be expected to cause the alleged symptoms; however, the claimant’s statements
concerning the intensity, persistence and limiting effects of these symptoms are not entirely consistent with the

medical evidence and other evidence in the record for the reasons explained in this decision.” (AR 24)

“The Court finds that the ALJ not only considered Plaintiff s severe and non-severe medically determinable
impairments in formulating her RFC, the ALJ also explained in detail how each impairment affects Plaintiff’s
RFC.” (AR 23)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Bridges alleged disability based on multiple physical and mental conditions, including spinal disorders, obesity,
fibromyalgia, anxiety, depression, carpal tunnel syndrome, arthritis, and leg swelling. Her insured status expired
on March 31, 2023. The ALJ found that she had severe impairments of a spine disorder and obesity, non-severe
anxiety and depression, and a residual functional capacity for light work with specified postural and
environmental limitations. The ALJ concluded that Bridges could perform her past relevant work as a

receptionist and administrative clerk.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Bridges applied for disability insurance benefits, alleging disability beginning September 15, 2019. The SSA
denied the application initially and on reconsideration. After a telephonic hearing, an ALJ denied benefits on
May 8, 2024, finding that Bridges could perform light work and past relevant work. The Appeals Council denied
review on February 19, 2025. Bridges filed this action on March 21, 2025, and moved for judgment on the
administrative record. The magistrate judge recommended denying the motion and affirming the Commissioner's

decision, subject to review by the district judge after any objections.
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