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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania reviewed the Commissioner
of Social Security’s denial of Dacia Talbot’s claim for supplemental security income benefits. The
court rejected Talbot’s challenges concerning evaluation of her mental impairments, migraines at step
three, obesity, and her alleged need to nap. The court affirmed the Commissioner’s decision,
concluding that it was supported by substantial evidence.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews the Commissioner's factual findings for substantial
evidence and reviews legal issues plenarily. It may not reweigh the
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reversal requires evidence that not only supports a contrary conclusion
but compels it. The ALJ must articulate sufficient reasons to permit
judicial review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ adequately evaluated Talbot's mental impairments and incorporated any resulting
limitations into the residual functional capacity assessment.

2. Whether substantial evidence supported the ALJ's step-three determination that Talbot's migraines did
not meet or medically equal Listing 11.02 under SSR 19-4p.

3. Whether substantial evidence supported the physical residual functional capacity assessment, including
the treatment of obesity and Talbot's alleged need to nap during the day.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ adequately considered Talbot's non-severe mental impairments and sufficiently explained why
they did not require additional functional limitations in the residual functional capacity assessment.

2. Substantial evidence supported the ALJ's determination that Talbot's migraines did not meet or medically
equal Listing 11.02, and any deficiency in the ALJ's explanation was harmless.

3. The ALJ sufficiently considered Talbot's obesity in determining her limitations and residual functional
capacity, and remand was not warranted.

4. The ALJ was not required to include a limitation for Talbot's alleged need to nap because the record did
not establish it as a medically supported impairment or limitation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“About once a month.” (doc. 9-2 at 58)

“the ALJ need not include limitations in the RFC that are not credibly established by the evidence.”
(Conclusion footnote 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Talbot applied for supplemental security income on September 23, 2020, alleging disability beginning February
29, 2020. The ALJ found severe impairments including thyroid neoplasm, Graves' disease, cardiac arrhythmia,
tachycardia, right-knee osteoarthritis, migraines, and obesity, but determined that she retained the residual
functional capacity for a limited range of light work. Although she could not perform past relevant work, the
ALJ found that jobs existed in significant numbers in the national economy that she could perform. The district
court concluded that the ALJ adequately evaluated Talbot's mental impairments, migraines, obesity, and alleged
need to nap.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Talbot applied for supplemental security income, received an initial denial, and obtained a hearing before an
Administrative Law Judge. The ALJ found that she was not disabled, and the Appeals Council denied review,
making the ALJ's decision the Commissioner's final decision. Talbot then filed this action, 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 affirmed the Commissioner's decision.
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affirmed
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