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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of New York reviewed a Social Security
disability benefits appeal under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g). The court upheld the Commissioner’s denial of
benefits, concluding that the ALJ’s residual functional capacity assessment and evaluation of the
medical opinions were supported by substantial evidence. Plaintiff’s motion for judgment on the
pleadings was denied, and the Commissioner’s motion was granted.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the
Commissioner's denial of Social Security disability benefits. The
parties filed cross-motions for judgment on the pleadings under
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(c).

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews the Commissioner's final decision to determine
whether it is supported by substantial evidence and based on the
correct legal standard. If the evidence permits more than one rational
interpretation, the Commissioner's determination must be upheld, and
the court may not substitute its judgment or reweigh the evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ's residual functional capacity determination was supported by substantial evidence.

2. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated the persuasiveness of the medical opinions under the applicable
regulations, including the supportability and consistency factors.

3. Whether the ALJ improperly relied on non-examining agency medical consultants while disregarding
the opinions of the consultative examining physician and treating physician.

4. Whether the ALJ erred by failing to expressly discuss Plaintiff's initial physical-therapy functional
testing.

5. Whether remand was required because the ALJ failed to expressly address the treating physician's
opinion that Plaintiff needed to change positions every hour.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's sedentary residual functional capacity determination, with additional postural and hazard
limitations, was supported by substantial evidence, and the record did not require a different result.

2. The ALJ properly evaluated the medical opinions by considering their supportability and consistency
and permissibly found the state-agency reviewers' opinions most persuasive and the opinions of Drs.
Magurno and Hernandez-Hermann less persuasive.

3. The ALJ did not improperly cherry-pick the evidence.

4. The ALJ's failure to expressly identify every detail of Plaintiff's initial physical-therapy functional
testing did not require remand.

5. Remand was not required because the ALJ rejected Dr. Hernandez-Hermann's opinion as a whole as
unsupported, which necessarily rejected the proposed hourly position-change limitation, and the record
did not support that limitation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“the RFC conclusion “need not perfectly match any single medical opinion in the record, so long as it is
supported by substantial evidence.”” (III)

“Plaintiff has simply not shown that “the record requires a reasonable factfinder to reach a different result.””
(III)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged disability beginning August 20, 2019, based principally on knee problems, sciatica or back pain,
sleep apnea, and obesity. The medical record reflected degenerative disc disease, a knee disorder, mostly normal
gait, some limitations in knee and spinal range of motion, conservative treatment including medication, limited
injections, and a short course of physical therapy. Plaintiff testified that her knee symptoms limited prolonged



sitting and standing, but also stated that medication controlled her knee symptoms and that she probably could
perform receptionist work.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed applications for Title II disability insurance benefits and supplemental security income, which
were denied initially and on reconsideration. After a hearing, the ALJ issued an unfavorable decision on January
12, 2024. The Appeals Council denied review, and Plaintiff appealed to the district court. The court denied
Plaintiff's motion, granted Defendant's motion, affirmed the Commissioner's decision, and directed the Clerk to
close the case.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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