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SUMMARY

This Report and Recommendation concerns judicial review of the Commissioner of Social Security’s
denial of supplemental security income benefits to a minor claimant. The magistrate judge
recommends affirming the Commissioner’s decision, concluding that the ALJ properly evaluated the
consultative examiner’s opinion and that the claimant’s impairments did not meet, medically equal, or
functionally equal a listed impairment.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Report and Recommendation on a complaint seeking judicial review
of the Commissioner of Social Security's denial of supplemental
security income benefits for a minor claimant.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews the Commissioner's decision to determine whether
the ALJ applied the correct legal standards and whether the findings
are supported by substantial evidence. The court may not try the case
de novo, resolve evidentiary conflicts, or decide credibility, and must
affirm when substantial evidence supports the ALJ's conclusion.
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PRACTICE AREAS

Social Security disability administrative law judicial review of agency action

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ adequately articulated consideration of the supportability and consistency factors when
evaluating Dr. Johnson-Brown's consultative medical opinion.

2. Whether the ALJ was required to discuss the medical-opinion evidence in a particular order or in a
separate section of the decision.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ satisfied the regulatory articulation requirement because, although he did not use the words
"supportability" and "consistency," he discussed the opinion's examination findings and subjective
reports and compared them with treatment notes, school records, and other evidence.

2. The ALJ was not required to discuss opinion evidence in a particular order or in a separate section; the
decision may be evaluated as a whole.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In sum, a review of the ALJ’s evaluation, illustrates that he considered the supportability and consistency of
Dr. Johnson-Brown’s opinion as required––albeit without using the magic words.” (Tr. 25)

“When read as a whole, the ALJ discussed the supportability and consistency of Dr. Johnson-Brown’s
opinion. Hurst’s sole argument, thus, does not provide a basis for remand.” (Tr. 25)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

G.J.D.A., a minor, was alleged to be disabled based on ADHD, bipolar disorder, anxiety, sensory processing
disorder, oppositional defiant disorder, autism spectrum disorder, and related behavioral and functional
difficulties. The ALJ found severe impairments but determined that they did not meet, medically equal, or
functionally equal a listed impairment. The judicial-review dispute focused on whether the ALJ adequately
evaluated the supportability and consistency of consultative examiner Dr. Johnson-Brown's medical opinion.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hurst applied for supplemental security income on behalf of G.J.D.A. The application was denied initially and
on reconsideration. After a telephonic hearing, the ALJ determined that G.J.D.A. was not disabled, and the
Appeals Council denied review. The matter was referred to a magistrate judge, who recommended affirming the
Commissioner's final decision.
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