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SUMMARY

This memorandum and recommendation addresses Christopher Ross Huffman’s challenge to the
Commissioner of Social Security’s denial of disability insurance and supplemental security income
benefits. The magistrate judge recommends affirming the Commissioner’s decision, concluding that
the ALJ properly evaluated Plaintiff’s seizure disorder, applicable listing criteria, residual functional
capacity, and medical opinions under the substantial-evidence standard.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. §§ 405(g) and 1383(c)
(3) of the Commissioner's final decision denying his applications for
disability insurance benefits and supplemental security income. The
magistrate judge issued a memorandum and recommendation
recommending that the Commissioner's decision be affirmed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews whether the Commissioner's decision is supported
by substantial evidence and whether the correct legal standards were
applied. The court may not reweigh the evidence, resolve evidentiary
conflicts, or substitute its judgment for that of the Commissioner.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ erred by evaluating Huffman's seizure disorder under Listing 11.02 rather than Listing
12.07 and by failing to properly evaluate the paragraph B criteria and resulting RFC.

2. Whether the ALJ complied with 20 C.F.R. §§ 404.1520c and 416.920c when evaluating the medical
opinions of Ronald Koenig, M.D., Gwyneth McCawley, M.D., Nathaniel Jablecki, M.D., and Shannon
Mitchell, P.A.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ did not commit reversible error by evaluating Huffman's seizure disorder under Listing 11.02
rather than separately under Listing 12.07 because the ALJ considered the seizure-related symptoms
while applying equivalent paragraph B criteria under Listings 12.04, 12.06, and 12.15.

2. The ALJ complied with 20 C.F.R. §§ 404.1520c and 416.920c by evaluating the persuasiveness of the
medical opinions based principally on supportability and consistency and by explaining why some
proposed limitations were persuasive while others were not.

3. The Commissioner's decision should be affirmed because the ALJ applied the correct legal standards and
the factual findings were supported by substantial evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Substantial evidence has been defined as ‘more than a scintilla and [it] must do more than create a
suspicion of the existence of a fact to be established. It means such relevant evidence as a reasonable mind
might accept as adequate to support a conclusion.’” (Standard of Review)

“As such, the undersigned will recommend that the Commissioner’s decision be affirmed.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Huffman alleged that a crush injury to his left hand, seizure-like events or seizure disorder, migraines, and
mental impairments prevented him from working. The ALJ found several severe impairments, determined that
Huffman did not meet or medically equal a listed impairment, and assessed a residual functional capacity for a
restricted range of light work. Although Huffman could not perform his past work as a cook helper, the
vocational expert identified other jobs existing in significant numbers that he could perform.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Huffman applied for Title II and Title XVI disability benefits, alleging disability beginning July 1, 2021. The
Social Security Administration denied the applications initially and on reconsideration. After two administrative
hearings, the ALJ denied benefits on August 9, 2024, and the Appeals Council denied review on October 11,



2024. Huffman filed this action on November 15, 2024; after briefing, the magistrate judge recommended
affirmance.
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