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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Kentucky reviewed the denial of Lisa M.

Beckman’s application for supplemental security income. The court held that the Administrative Law

Judge properly evaluated the medical opinions and that the residual functional capacity finding was

supported by substantial evidence. The court denied Beckman’s request for remand and directed entry

of judgment for the Commissioner of Social Security.
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affirmed

Judicial review of the Commissioner of Social Security's denial of
supplemental security income benefits under 42 U.S.C. §§ 405(g) and
1383(c).

The court reviews whether the ALJ applied the correct legal standards
and whether the decision is supported by substantial evidence. The
court may not conduct de novo review, resolve evidentiary conflicts,
or make credibility determinations. An ALJ's decision must be
affirmed if supported by substantial evidence, even when substantial

evidence also supports a contrary conclusion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated the supportability and consistency of Nurse Partin's functional
opinion under the applicable medical-opinion regulations.

2. Whether substantial evidence supported the ALJ's residual functional capacity finding limiting Beckman

to light work rather than sedentary work.

3. Whether the ALJ's denial of supplemental security income should be remanded for further proceedings.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ adequately addressed the supportability and consistency factors and reasonably found Nurse

Partin's functional opinion unpersuasive.

2. Substantial evidence supported the ALJ's finding that Beckman could perform light work with specified

postural and environmental restrictions; the record did not require a limitation to sedentary work.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The undersigned is not persuaded by Nurse Partin’s opinion as it is not adequately supported and appears to

rely primarily on the claimant’s self-reported symptoms.” (D.E. 9-1 at 34-35)

“Further, the degree of limitation opined is not consistent with the evidence of record, including, for example,
treatment records from all other providers who do not indicate any abnormalities in the claimant’s gait or that
she ambulates with an assistive device.” (D.E. 9-1 at 34-35)

“The record is not so one-sided that it demands a finding that Beckman is limited to, at most, sedentary
work.” (D.E. 9-1 at 39-40)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Beckman alleged disability based on physical and mental impairments, including obesity, asthma, degenerative
disc and joint disease, borderline intellectual functioning, ADHD, and depressive disorder. The ALJ found that
she had no past relevant work but retained the residual functional capacity for light work with postural and
environmental restrictions. Beckman relied principally on a functional-capacity form completed by Nurse
Michael Partin, who opined that she had substantially greater limitations and needed position changes,
unscheduled breaks, and an assistive device. The administrative record also included a consultative examination

documenting normal gait, full strength, intact sensation, and ambulation without an assistive device.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Beckman applied for supplemental security income, alleging disability beginning December 12, 2022. The
Social Security Administration denied the claim initially and on reconsideration. After a July 11, 2024 hearing,
the ALJ found Beckman not disabled through July 22, 2024, and the Appeals Council denied review on July 7,
2025. Beckman sought judicial review, and the parties consented to magistrate-judge jurisdiction under 28
U.S.C. § 636(c) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 73. The district court denied remand and ordered judgment

for the Commissioner.
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