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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Indiana reviewed Deanna L. Trivett’s
challenge to the denial of her application for supplemental security income. The court held that the
ALJ properly relied on state agency medical opinions, adequately addressed the record and subjective
complaints, and built a logical bridge to the decision; the Commissioner’s decision was affirmed and
remand was denied.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Action under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) seeking judicial review and remand
of an administrative law judge's denial of supplemental security
income.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court must affirm the Commissioner's decision if it is supported
by substantial evidence and free from legal error. The court reviews
the entire record deferentially and may not reweigh evidence, resolve
conflicts, make credibility determinations, or substitute its judgment
for the Commissioner's. The ALJ must nevertheless build an accurate
and logical bridge from the evidence to the conclusion and adequately
address evidence contrary to the decision.
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judicial review of agency action administrative law agency adjudication disability definition

PRACTICE AREAS

Social Security administrative law judicial review of agency action disability benefits

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ permissibly relied on state-agency medical opinions that allegedly failed to consider all
of the record evidence.

2. Whether subsequent diagnoses rendered the state-agency opinions stale or unreliable.

3. Whether the ALJ failed to build an accurate and logical bridge between the evidence and the
determination that Trivett was not disabled.

4. Whether the ALJ improperly failed to include off-task restrictions or credit Trivett's subjective symptom
allegations.

HOLDINGS

1. An ALJ may rely on state-agency medical opinions when they are consistent with the record, and the
ALJ did not err in finding the opinions sufficiently supported and consistent here.

2. A later diagnosis does not by itself render an earlier medical opinion unreliable; later evidence must be
significant and reasonably capable of changing the reviewing physician's opinion. The ALJ permissibly
found that Trivett's later diagnoses did not meet that standard.

3. The ALJ did not fail to build an accurate and logical bridge because the decision addressed the asserted
conditions and explained why subjective allegations were not fully consistent with objective medical
evidence and other record evidence.

4. The ALJ permissibly declined to include off-task restrictions and discounted the weight of subjective
symptom allegations that lacked adequate objective support or were inconsistent with other evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This Court must affirm the ALJ's decision if it is supported by substantial evidence and free from legal
error.”

“A reviewing court will not “reweigh evidence, resolve conflicts, decide questions of credibility, or substitute
[its] own judgment for that of the Commissioner.””

“Nonetheless, if, after a “critical review of the evidence,” the ALJ's decision “lacks evidentiary support or an
adequate discussion of the issues,” this Court will not affirm it.”

“Further, the ALJ “may not select and discuss only that evidence that favors his ultimate conclusion,” but
“must confront the evidence that does not support his conclusion and explain why it was rejected,””

“The existence of new diagnoses does not by itself render a prior report unreliable.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Trivett alleged disability beginning when she applied for supplemental security income in May 2022. State-
agency medical consultants concluded that she could perform light work with limited use of her left hand, and
the ALJ found those opinions largely persuasive. Later records documented conditions including hyponatremia,
macrocytosis, atherosclerosis, hives, insomnia, and anxiety, but the treating records did not identify significant
functional limitations, and examinations were generally normal apart from scattered hives that appeared
responsive to medication.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Trivett applied for supplemental security income in May 2022. The application was denied initially and on
reconsideration; after a December 2023 hearing, the ALJ denied benefits on January 12, 2024. The Appeals
Council denied review on November 18, 2024, and Trivett then filed this action. The district court affirmed the
Commissioner's decision and denied remand.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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