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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California reviewed the Commissioner of
Social Security’s denial of Latasha Nicole Morgan’s application for supplemental security income. The
court held that the evidence concerning available jobs was sufficient to support the step-five
determination and that the ALJ provided adequate reasons for discounting Morgan’s symptom
testimony. Plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment was denied, the Commissioner’s cross-motion
was granted, and the decision was affirmed.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the
Commissioner's final decision denying supplemental security income.
The parties filed cross-motions for summary judgment.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The district court may reverse the Commissioner's decision only for
legal error or lack of substantial evidence. Substantial evidence is
more than a mere scintilla but less than a preponderance, and the court
must uphold the decision when the evidence is susceptible to more
than one rational interpretation or any error is harmless.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court opinion; precedential status unknown
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence submitted to the Appeals Council concerning the number of jobs available in the
national economy undermined the ALJ's step-five finding.

2. Whether the ALJ gave legally sufficient specific, clear, and convincing reasons for discounting the more
severe aspects of Morgan's subjective symptom testimony.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence estimating 21,215 jobs in the national economy did not require remand because that
number constitutes a significant number of jobs, and any discrepancy between the vocational expert's
estimate and the later evidence was harmless.

2. The ALJ provided specific, clear, and convincing reasons supported by substantial evidence for
discounting the more severe aspects of Morgan's subjective symptom testimony.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A qualified vocational expert’s testimony about the number of jobs existing in the national economy that a
claimant can perform is ordinarily sufficient by itself to support the ALJ’s step-five finding, and can count as
substantial evidence even when not accompanied by supporting data.” (Discussion, Part IV.A.2)

“If the claimant satisfies the first step of this analysis, and there is no evidence of malingering, the ALJ can
reject the claimant’s testimony about the severity of her symptoms only by offering specific, clear and
convincing reasons for doing so.” (Discussion, Part IV.B.1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Morgan alleged disability based principally on irritable bowel syndrome with constipation, abdominal pain,
bloating, and related limitations, along with depression and obesity. The ALJ found severe IBS with
constipation, obesity, and depression, but determined that Morgan retained the residual functional capacity for
light work with specified environmental, postural, and social restrictions. Although Morgan could not perform
past relevant work, the vocational expert identified three jobs totaling approximately 365,000 national jobs.
Morgan later submitted evidence to the Appeals Council estimating only 21,215 available jobs, and the district
court concluded that number was nevertheless significant.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Morgan applied for supplemental security income under Title XVI in September 2021. The application was
denied initially and on reconsideration; an ALJ held a hearing on February 16, 2023, and found Morgan not
disabled on March 20, 2023. The Appeals Council denied review on December 11, 2023, making the ALJ's
decision the Commissioner's final decision. The district court denied Morgan's motion for summary judgment,
granted the Commissioner's cross-motion, affirmed the final agency decision, and closed the case.



DISPOSITION

affirmed
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