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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MARTHA TERRAZAS,

Plaintiff,

vs.

MICHAEL J. ASTRUE, Commissioner 
of  Social Security,

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO. ED CV 12-00323 RZ

MEMORANDUM OPINION
AND ORDER

Plaintiff Martha Terrazas presents a single argument why the Commissioner

was wrong in finding that she is not entitled to receive Supplemental Security Income.  She

asserts that the Commissioner’s decision rested on the testimony of the vocational expert,

who deviated from the DICTIONARY OF OCCUPATIONAL TITLES without explaining why. 

The Court does not agree with Plaintiff’s argument.

The Commissioner’s delegate, the Administrative Law Judge, found that

Plaintiff had a major depressive disorder [AR 15], but nevertheless retained the residual

functional capacity to work at all exertional levels, so long as the work was limited to

simple, repetitive tasks.  [AR 18]  Relying on the testimony of the vocational expert [AR

21, 80-81], the Administrative Law Judge then found that Plaintiff could perform any of

three jobs — a bagger, a bottling line attendant, or a basket filler — each of which existed
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