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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
LUFKIN DIVISION

JUSTIN GREGORY,
Plaintiff
No. 9:16-CV-00005

COMMISSIONER OF THE SOCIAL
SECURITY ADMINISTRATION,
Defendant

w W W W W N W W W

ORDER OVERRULING OBJECTIONSAND ADOPTING
REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

The Plaintiff requests judicial review of a final decision of @@mmissioner of Social
Security Administration with respect tastapplication for disabilitybased berfés. This matter
has been referred to the Honorable Keith Giblin, United States Magisidde, Jat Beaumont,
Texas, for consideration pursuant to applicable laws and orders of this court. Tsieateagidge
submitted a report recommending that tleeision of the Commissioner be affirme@he court
has considered the report and recommendation filed on March 7,(R0t7 No.22) andthe
Plaintiff's objections(Doc. No.23) The court has conductedianovo review of the objections
in relation to the pleadings and the applicable Is&8ee Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(b). After careful
consideration, the court concludes that the Plaisitdibjections are without metfit. The court

concludes thahe magistrate judge correctly identified and discussed the pdiatsor argued by

1. The Plaintiff's objection to the Report and Recommendation does nontakacicount that the ALJ set forth
numerous reasons for giving little weight to the treating physEiepinionsunder the statutory analysis of 20
C.F.R. § 416. 927, and consider¢he lack of evidence to support the substantial physical impairments ifolr.
Clark’s statement, Dr. Clark’s own treatment notes showed nowaal &ndings throughout the treatment
relationship, Plaintiffacked treatment for seizures, but for the one prasmniphat was discontinuetlis opinion
was contradicted by the state agency medical consultants, and the atj¢itiorarily cumulative medical records
submitted to Appeals Council were also considered by the Magistrate Jultgé\LJ andVagistrate Judge applied
the correct standard in assessing the evidence, assigning little wetglejenting the treating physician’s opinions
altogether as suggested by Plaintiffhe ALJ sets out the proper legal standard of disability under thie Aetr
decision and the agency’s five step sequential evaluation process for egatlisdibility under the Act.
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plaintiff and analyzed those points correctly. The magistrate judge properly examinatréhe e

record to determine that substantial evidence supports the admwedtratijudge’s determination

of weight accorded to medical evidence and the Commissioner’s denial of benefits.
Accordingly, all of the Plaintiffs objections a@/ERRULED. The findings of fact and

conclusions of law of the magistrate judge are corredtthe report of the magistrate judge is

ADOPTED. A final judgment will be entered in this case in accordance with the magistrate

judgés recommendation.

So ORDERED and SIGNED this 29th day of March, 2017.

Tl £ LK

Ron Clark, United States District Judge




