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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Alabama overruled Nicki Jackson’s
objections to a magistrate judge’s recommendation in a Social Security disability benefits case. The
court adopted the recommendation, denied the plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment, granted the
Commissioner’s motion for summary judgment, and affirmed the denial of benefits.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed objections to a magistrate judge's
recommendation in an action seeking review of the Commissioner's
denial of Social Security benefits.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The district court conducts de novo review of portions of a magistrate
judge's report and recommendation to which a specific objection is
made. The Commissioner's decision is affirmed if supported by
substantial evidence; the court may not decide facts anew, make
credibility determinations, or reweigh the evidence.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished federal district court order; precedential status is not
identified in the opinion.

TOPICS

judicial review of agency action administrative law summary judgment civil procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

Social Security disability administrative law federal civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ committed reversible error by failing to specifically reference Plaintiff's hearing
testimony when evaluating her subjective symptoms.

2. Whether any failure by the ALJ to reference Plaintiff's hearing testimony was harmless.

3. Whether substantial evidence supported the ALJ's residual functional capacity determination and the
Commissioner's denial of benefits.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ did not commit reversible error by failing to specifically cite Plaintiff's hearing testimony
because an ALJ need not examine every piece of evidence or cite particular phrases or formulations
when the decision demonstrates consideration of the claimant's medical condition as a whole.

2. The ALJ was not required to treat symptoms allegedly caused by endometriosis as affecting Plaintiff's
ability to work where the record contained no evidence that endometriosis was a medically determinable
impairment.

3. Substantial evidence supported the ALJ's residual functional capacity determination and the
Commissioner's denial of benefits.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“considered all symptoms and the extent to which these symptoms can reasonably be expected as consistent
with the medical evidence and other evidence, based on the requirements of 20 CFR 404.1529 and 416.929
and SSR 16-3p.” (Doc. 14-2 at 29)

“the ALJ’s decision is not a broad rejection of Platiniff’s subjective complaints but rather shows the ALJ
considered Plaintiff’s medical condition as a whole.” (Doc. 24 at 10-11)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The ALJ found that Plaintiff had severe impairments including inflammatory arthritis, depression, anxiety, a
spine disorder, and obesity, and determined that she could perform light work with additional limitations.
Plaintiff alleged that the ALJ failed to address her hearing testimony concerning limitations involving sitting,
standing, walking, use of her arms and hands, shortness of breath, fatigue, and endometriosis symptoms. The
district court concluded that the ALJ considered Plaintiff's symptoms as a whole and supported the residual
functional capacity determination with medical records, examinations, imaging, medical opinions, and other
substantial evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Magistrate Judge recommended affirming the Commissioner's decision, denying Plaintiff's motion for
summary judgment, and granting the Commissioner's motion for summary judgment. Plaintiff objected to the



recommendation concerning the ALJ's consideration of her hearing testimony and the alleged harmlessness of
any error. The district court overruled the objections, adopted the recommendation, denied Plaintiff's motion,
granted the Commissioner's motion, and affirmed the Commissioner's decision.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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