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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois reviews the Social Security
Commissioner’s denial of Joshua K.’s application for disability benefits. The court concludes that the
Administrative Law Judge inadequately evaluated the claimant’s fibromyalgia, reported limitations
and pain, conservative treatment, and treating physician’s opinions, and remands the matter for further
consideration. The government’s motion for summary judgment is denied, and the claimant’s motion
is granted to the extent of vacating the Commissioner’s decision and remanding.
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DISPOSITION reversed_and_remanded

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from the Commissioner of Social Security's final decision
denying Joshua K.'s application for disability benefits; the government
moved for summary judgment seeking affirmance, and Joshua K.
sought remand or reversal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews the Commissioner's legal conclusions de novo and
factual findings for substantial evidence. The court must remand when
the ALJ fails to provide a logical bridge between the evidence and the
conclusions or fails to consider all relevant evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated the limitations caused by Joshua K.'s fibromyalgia.

2. Whether the ALJ adequately considered Joshua K.'s testimony and other evidence concerning the
intensity, persistence, and limiting effects of his pain and difficulty performing daily activities.

3. Whether the ALJ adequately explained the weight given to Dr. Harding's evaluations and built a logical
bridge from the evidence to the residual-functional-capacity finding.

4. Whether the ALJ's decision was supported by substantial evidence and complied with applicable Social
Security regulations.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ improperly evaluated Joshua K.'s fibromyalgia by relying substantially on mild imaging, the
absence of a musculoskeletal impairment, and a normal electromyogram, none of which adequately
measured the effects of fibromyalgia-related pain.

2. The ALJ failed to adequately evaluate Joshua K.'s testimony and evidence concerning his pain and
limited daily activities because the ALJ relied on his ability to perform activities slowly without
discussing the significant limitations accompanying those activities.

3. The ALJ failed to build a logical bridge when discounting Joshua K.'s pain based on conservative
treatment and when discounting Dr. Harding's in-person examinations based on their age while relying
more heavily on similarly dated evidence.

4. The ALJ did not commit reversible error merely by imposing greater work restrictions than the state-
agency physicians recommended.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“a person's ability to perform daily activities, especially if that can be done only with significant limitations,
does not necessarily translate into an ability to work full-time.” (14)

“The Court emphasizes again that “the problem is not that the ALJ weighed the evidence in a certain way”
but rather that the ALJ “ignore[d] an entire line of evidence contrary to her ruling.”” (15)

“But this is not to say, as Joshua contends, that the ALJ erred by imposing more limitations than the state-
agency physicians did on the work that Joshua could perform.” (17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Joshua K., age 41 at the ALJ hearing, had worked for more than twenty years as a construction worker and
supervisor before stopping work because of physical ailments. The record documented neck, shoulder, back, and
hip pain, degenerative joint disease, degenerative disc disease, fibromyalgia, chronic fatigue, an antalgic gait,
and limitations in walking, sitting, dressing, cooking, and other daily activities. Mayo Clinic physicians
diagnosed fibromyalgia and chronic fatigue syndrome after observing widespread pain and 18 of 18 tender
points. The ALJ nevertheless found that Joshua retained the residual functional capacity for sedentary work and
could perform several jobs existing in significant numbers in the national economy.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Joshua K. applied for disability benefits in March 2021. The application was denied initially and on
reconsideration, and an ALJ held a hearing in September 2022 before finding that Joshua was not disabled. The
Appeals Council denied review on May 2, 2023, making the ALJ's decision the Commissioner's final decision.
Joshua timely filed suit under 42 U.S.C. §§ 405(g) and 1383(c)(3).

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Commissioner's decision is vacated, and the matter is remanded to the ALJ for further proceedings
consistent with the opinion, including proper consideration of fibromyalgia, the evidence concerning pain and
daily activities, conservative-treatment explanations, and Dr. Harding's evaluations.
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