Strbac v. Commissioner of Social Security Administration

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

ZORICA STRBAC,
CASENO. 1:15-CV-1885
Plaintiff,
VS. : OPINION& ORDER
: [Resolving Doc. J]

COMMISSIONER OF SOCIAL,
SECURITY ADMINISTRATION

Defendant.
JAMES S. GWIN, UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE:

On December 26, 2013, Plaintiff Zorica Strbapléed for Disability Insurance Benefits
under Title Il of the Social Security At®fter her application wadenied on April 4, 201%,
Plaintiff requested that aldministrative Law Judge (ALJ) evaluate her applicafion.

On June 12, 2015, the ALJ determined that Strbac was not disabled within the mean
of the Social Security A¢tThe Appeals Council deniedahtiff's request for review.

On September 15, 2015, Strbac filed this clamp for wrongful denial of disability
insurance benefitsConsistent with Local Rule 72.2, tB®urt referred the matter to Magistrate
Judge Thomas M. Parker. Magistrate JuBgeker issued a Report and Recommendation,
finding the ALJ’s determination was not supigar by substantial evidence and recommending

that this Court vacate the Commissioner’s deofiaisability benefits and remand the case bacK

to the ALJ for further proceedinds.
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Specifically, the Magistrate Judge found ttret ALJ improperly rected the treating
physician’s opinion and failed to artieté “good reasons” for discounting it.

The Federal Magistrates Actg@res a district court toomduct a de novo review only of
those portions of a Report and Recommendatiavhioh the parties have made an objection.
The Commissioner of Social Security decliniedile any objections in this cas®.

Absent objection, a district court may adtp magistrate judge’s report without
review!! Moreover, having conducted its own reviewttwd parties’ briefs in this case, the Court
agrees with the conclusions of Magistrate Judge Parker.

Accordingly, the CourBDOPT S in whole Magistrate Juddearker’s findings of fact
and conclusions of law and incorporates tHalty herein by reference. The Court thus
VACATES the Commissioner’s denial of benefits &RBM ANDS this case to the

Administrative Law Judgéor further proceedings.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: September 22, 2016 g James S Gwin
JAMES S. GWIN
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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