UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF

OHIO, WESTERN DIVISION

James C. v. Commissioner of Social Security

James C. - No. 2:25-cv-231 - Decided February 24, 2026

SUMMARY

This Report and Recommendation addresses a Social Security disability appeal in the Southern

District of Ohio. The plaintiff challenged the Administrative Law Judge’s evaluation of a consultative

examiner’s opinion, particularly the asserted need for additional short breaks. The magistrate judge

concluded that the ALJ properly evaluated the medical opinion and that the finding of non-disability

was supported by substantial evidence, recommending affirmance and closure of the case.
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Report and recommendation in a Social Security appeal under 42
U.S.C. § 405(g), recommending affirmance of the Commissioner's

denial of benefits.

The Commissioner’s factual findings must be affirmed if supported by
substantial evidence and made under the correct legal standards.
Substantial evidence is such relevant evidence as a reasonable mind
might accept as adequate to support a conclusion. The reviewing court
may not reweigh evidence, resolve evidentiary conflicts, decide
credibility questions de novo, or reverse merely because substantial

evidence could support a different conclusion.

Nonprecedential report and recommendation; no reporter citation or
precedential designation appears.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated the supportability and consistency of Dr. Rowland’s medical
opinion under 20 C.F.R. § 416.920c.

2. Whether substantial evidence supported the ALJ’s finding that Plaintiff was not disabled.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ properly considered the supportability and consistency of Dr. Rowland’s opinion and

reasonably found the proposed need for additional short breaks unpersuasive.

2. The ALJ’s finding that Plaintiff was not disabled was supported by substantial evidence and should be

affirmed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, as long as the ALJ’s decision, when read as a whole, shows that she substantively considered the

supportability and consistency factors, the ALJ’s decision must be affirmed.” (Tr. 1237)

“This court may not try the case de novo, resolve conflicts in the evidence, or decide questions of credibility.”
(Tr. 1240)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged disability beginning July 28, 2016, based on learning, affective, anxiety, ADHD, schizophrenia,
and intermittent explosive or personality disorders. Following a prior remand, the ALJ found that Plaintiff
retained the capacity for restricted work and could perform jobs such as janitor, hand packager, and laundry
worker. Plaintiff challenged the ALJ’s treatment of consultative examiner Susan Rowland’s opinion, particularly
the opinion that he would benefit from additional short breaks. The court concluded that the ALJ reasonably
found that limitation vague, speculative, and inconsistent with largely normal mental-status findings and other
record evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

James C. applied for child’s insurance benefits and supplemental security income, and an ALJ denied both
claims. The Appeals Council declined review, after which Plaintiff sought judicial review. The court previously

remanded the case for a new administrative hearing; a second ALJ again denied benefits on December 12, 2024,



and Plaintiff returned to the district court challenging the evaluation of consultative examiner Dr. Susan
Rowland’s opinion. The magistrate judge recommended that the Commissioner’s decision be affirmed and the

case closed, subject to objections under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(b).
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