
IN THE
TIIE

JAMES A  B IGGLEST,

P la i n t i f f ,

SAVAIiINAH DIVISION

CASE NO.  CV416_  3  4  O

Be fo re  the  Cour t  i s  t he  Mag is t ra te  Judge ' s  Repor t  and

Recomrnenda t ion  (Doc .  14 )  ,  ]  t o  wh ich  P la in t i f f  has  f i f ed
l
l

^ h l A . - t ' - n q  l - l ^ . - -  1 5 \ .  I n  h i s l  o h - i e r : r  i  o n . ^  - " -  ^ ^  t h a t\ J v u ,  L - 1 .  r r r  r r . L 5 l  r r l r J c | . - L - L ( r r r . 5  o l g u s D

Lhe re  j s  i nsu I f i c i enE  ev idence  t o  suppo rc  a  den ia ]  o f  bene l j  Ls

A n . J  r e . l l r e q t s  a  h e a r i n r r  r ^ r i t  h  | , h ?  A . - i n n  r ^ ' \ n i  c c i n r a -  t '  q O C  j a f
o r l u  - r \ 1 u L  J  L J  u  r - e u  .  l r r Y

S e r - r r r i f  r r  I  f  d  a l  2 .  \  A t 1 - e -  . : a . e f t t  |  - e r r i c r ^ r  F h A  a / - \ l l - -  r - o n ^ l u d e s
.  \  ! u t

. . - "  1  - ^ r
- ! h t \ \ ,  r  o L t \ n  I  n r ! ! t  n u : i n g

Commiss  i  one r  o I  Soc ia ]  Secu r iEy ,

De fendan t

ORDER

tha t  P la i n t i f f ' s  ob jec t i ons  a re  w i t hou t  me r i t .

The  reco rds  p rov ided  i n  th i s  case  more  than  suppor t  t he

dec i s i on  o f  t he  Adm in i sc rac i ve  Law  Judge  and  t he  Appea -Ls  Counse .L

tha t  P fa in t i f f  was  no t  d l sab led .  Moreove r ,  t he  Repor t  and

Reco f i unenda r i on  co r recL l y  s ta ted  t ha t  r he  Ac t i ng  Commlss i - one r  has

n h l i n r r i n n  f ^  n c r q o n : l  l r r  r e r r i e w  l - L o  . 6 a . r d c  n r  . . r ' ^ ' ^ r
v L - r u . . u ,  ' y  f - ! c . - c r  L

r  Nancy  A .  Be r - r yh i l l  i s  now  the  Ac t i ng  Commiss ione r  o f  Soc ia , t
S e c r r r i t r z  a n d  h . : s  h e c r  s  r h h f  i f r r t e c i  ' r ' r  A . - f  i r f l  e n r r i s s i o n e r

C a r n l v r  W  C n - r r : n  : q  t - h e  d e F a h . l a n r  i r  - h i  s  s  i  ^  r r s r a . f  .  R U f e

25  {d )  o f  t he  Fede ra l  Ru les  l o f  C i v i l  P rocedu re .  The  C fe rk  o f
Cou rL  i s  D IRECTED Lo  amend  Lhe  cap r  Lon  acco rd ing l y .

B i g g l e s t  v .  C o l v i n D o c .  1 6

D o c k e t s . J u s t i a . c o m
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ev idence  i n

bas i s  f o r  a

is ADOPTED

dec i s l on  i s

t h i s  case .

t h i s  case .  (Doc .  14  a t  5 . )  As  a  resu l t ,  t he re  i s  no

^ ^ ^ ^  - ^  r  - ^  r  r /  r h a  Q F n . , r r -  e r - r i  Q q 6 o I I n T i g n d a C i O n)  t . t a L  )  r t 9  .  n u r u  L  u f  r t 9  ! ] /  ,

: s  t h o  C o r r r t ' s  o n i  n . i o n  a n d  t h e  C o r u n i s s i o n e r ' s  f i n a l

AFFIRMED. The CLprk of  Cour t  is  d l rected to cLoSE

So ORDERED tnis 2'/ !aay of Augus t 2AL7 .
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