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SUMMARY

This Report and Recommendation addresses Barbara Ann Harrington’s challenge to the Commissioner
of Social Security’s denial of Period of Disability and Disability Insurance Benefits. The magistrate
judge concluded that the Administrative Law Judge properly evaluated Harrington’s impairments and
residual functional capacity, including her mild mental limitations, and recommended affirming the
decision and closing the case.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Report and recommendation by a United States magistrate judge on
judicial review of the Commissioner's denial of Period of Disability
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STANDARD OF REVIEW Whether the Commissioner's factual findings are supported by
substantial evidence and whether the Commissioner applied the proper
legal standards. The court may not decide facts anew, reweigh the
evidence, or substitute its judgment for the Commissioner's.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ was required to incorporate specific mental limitations corresponding to mild
psychiatric-review-technique findings into the RFC.

2. Whether the ALJ adequately explained the relationship between the step-two psychiatric-review-
technique findings and the RFC determination.

3. Whether substantial evidence and proper legal standards supported the ALJ's denial of benefits.

HOLDINGS

1. An ALJ is not required to reanalyze verbatim each of the four broad psychiatric-review-technique areas
or automatically translate mild step-two findings into specific RFC restrictions, so long as the ALJ
separately provides a detailed and itemized assessment of the claimant's functionality and considers all
medically determinable impairments in the RFC analysis.

2. The ALJ's RFC assessment and denial of benefits were supported by substantial evidence and proper
legal standards because the ALJ considered the claimant's mental impairments, evaluated the medical
opinions and treatment records, and found that she could perform her past relevant work.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The psychiatric review technique is plainly “not an RFC assessment” but is “used to rate the severity of
mental impairment(s) at steps 2 and 3 of the sequential evaluation process.”” (Discussion, Section IV)

“The ALJ was not required to re-analyze, verbatim, each of the four broad areas of the psychiatric review
technique.” (Discussion, Section IV)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Harrington alleged disability based on physical and mental impairments beginning March 17, 2023. The ALJ
found severe physical impairments including osteoarthritis, a T-12 compression fracture, lumbar degenerative
disc disease, obesity, and diabetes mellitus, as well as nonsevere depressive and anxiety disorders producing no
more than mild limitations in the four broad mental-functioning areas. The ALJ assessed an RFC for a restricted
range of light work and determined that Harrington could perform her past relevant work as an advertising clerk.
The reviewing court relied on mental-health evaluations and treatment records showing mild symptoms, no
disabling mental limitations, and generally adequate functioning.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Harrington applied for Period of Disability and Disability Insurance Benefits, alleging disability beginning
March 17, 2023. After a June 25, 2024 administrative hearing, the ALJ denied the claim on August 14, 2024. The
Appeals Council denied review, making the ALJ's decision the Commissioner's final decision. Harrington sought
judicial review and argued that the ALJ failed to account for mild mental limitations in the residual functional



capacity assessment. The magistrate judge recommended affirming the ALJ's decision and closing the case; the
recommendation remained subject to objections and review by a district judge.
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