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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Maryland affirms the Commissioner of Social
Security’s denial of Andrea K.’s application for Supplemental Security Income. The court rejects the
claimant’s argument that the Administrative Law Judge improperly relied on lay opinion in assessing
residual functional capacity and concludes that substantial evidence supported the step-five vocational
finding.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ improperly substituted a lay medical opinion for medical evidence when assessing
Plaintiff's residual functional capacity.

2. Whether the ALJ's step-five finding was unsupported by substantial evidence because the vocational
expert's job numbers allegedly did not correspond to the cited occupations.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ did not impermissibly play doctor or substitute a lay opinion for medical expertise. The ALJ
properly evaluated the medical and other evidence, explained why the state-agency opinions were
unpersuasive, and independently assessed residual functional capacity as required by the regulations.

2. The ALJ did not err in finding that work existed in significant numbers in the national economy that
Plaintiff could perform. Even accepting Plaintiff's estimates and excluding the allegedly obsolete nut-
sorter occupation, the remaining jobs substantially exceeded numbers previously accepted as significant.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The key consideration is whether the ALJ identified the evidence relied upon in determining the claimant’s
residual functional capacity and built “an accurate and logical bridge from the evidence to that
conclusion.””

“In sum, the ALJ did not err in finding that jobs exist in significant numbers in the national economy that
Plaintiff can perform.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged disability based on vision loss, scoliosis, arthritis, insomnia, anxiety, depression, and bipolar
disorder. The ALJ found severe impairments consisting of obesity, bipolar disorder, adjustment disorder,
situational depression, and anxiety, but determined that Plaintiff retained the residual functional capacity for
restricted light work. Based on vocational-expert testimony, the ALJ found that jobs existed in significant
numbers in the national economy that Plaintiff could perform.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff applied for Supplemental Security Income on February 2, 2021. The SSA denied the application
initially and on reconsideration. After a February 7, 2024 hearing, an Administrative Law Judge found Plaintiff
not disabled on April 1, 2024, and the Appeals Council denied review on March 3, 2025. Plaintiff filed this
action on April 16, 2025, and the court affirmed the Commissioner's decision.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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