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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
WESTERN DIVISION

Debra Wilder )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) No. 14CV 50370
) Magistrate Judge lain D. Johnston
Carolyn W. Colvin, Acting )
Commissioner of Soci&ecurity, )
)
Defendant. )
ORDER

Plaintiff Debra Wilderbrings this action under 42 U.S.C. 8405€allenging the denial
of social securitylisability benefitsShe argues thatditase should be remanded because the
administrative law judg (“ALJ") overlookeda significant piece of evidenciaerecords
describing ¥ therapy session#aintiff had in 2010 with a social worker named Sheila Housler-
Grady.Plaintiff initially sought therapyo deal with grief from her husband’s suicide in 2008,
butthesessions roved over a wide range of problems, with plaintiff espousing conspiracy
theories aboutonflictsin her life.According to plaintifflmore accurately, her attorneyg@ading
these counseling records is “comparable to watching a horror mNaéntiff argues that #se
records along witlother evidence show that she was disabled under either Listing 12.06
(anxietyrelated disorders) or 12.08 (personality disorders}.aigumentor remand restson the
basic rule that an ALdmay not ignore entire lines of evidenc@rnett v. Astrue, 676 F.3d 586,
592 (7th Cir.2012)The Court agreesvith this argument

Plaintiff, who applied for disabilithenefitsbefore filed her applications this time on
September 7, 201This appears to have been her 50th birthday. Althougéhe alleged

physical impairments, her present appeal focasgson thepsychological impairment3.he
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ALJ first found thatplaintiff had the severe impairmentsddpression, anxiety, posaumatic
stress disordeand somatoform disorder, although the ALJ provided no explanation for these
conclusions. In the rest of the opinion, the Abadnd that the impairments had minimal impact
on plaintiff's daily life and ability to work.

The ALJreferred to theHouslerGrady treatmentecords only a few timas the opinion.
Theonly arguably substantive discussion was the following:

In addition to the degenerative disc disease and neuropathy, the claimant has

depression, anxiety, post-traumatic stress, and somatoform disorders. Tlaatclaim

had counseling with a social worker from February 3, 2010 through November 2,

2010, about nine months total, to address bereavement following the death of her

husband. Her husband, thage earner, whom the claimant took care of for eight

years, committed suicide after a long battle with a schizophrenic/delusipeal t

illness (Exhibit B8F).
R. 14.The Court agrees with plaintiff thatishdiscussion was perfunctory and glossed over the
relevantissues

This discussion contaim® actual “analysis Only a few siippets of informatiorare
conveyedOne is tle length ofthe treatment relationshifphe other is that the counseling
generally involvedbereavement These statements are terse and arguably misleading.
Althoughthe ALJaccurately statethat the relationship covered nine months, this description
leaves out that iivas extensive, casting of 17, one-hour theraggssionsMs. HouslerGrady
thus hada longitudinal picture of plaintiff's condition. It was not a snapsRaferring to tle
relationship as “bereavement” counseling, with no further details providecesthat
impression that it was a timienited andfairly normal type ofgrief counselindgollowing a

spouse’s death. Howevex closer reading of these notes, as described bslmgests that

plaintiff's problems went beyond grief counseling and argualae the result of permanent



mental impairmentsThe ALJ’s blandsummary sanitizethe darler underlying picture presented
by these notes, raising a question of whetherALJ read tha.

For each of the 17 sessions, Ms. HouSlesdyprepared a detailed summary of what
plaintiff discussed and also includedef commentaryand analysisThere are over 30 pages of
notes. Ex. 8F. In this Court’s view and to Ms. Houseady's credit, the summarie$ each
sessiorare clear, thorough, objective, and professidmtithe same timeheycollectivelytell a
vivid story of plaintiff's dayto-daytroubles andnental states.

This story is the centerpiece of plaintifisgument for remand. Her two briefee largely
agreatest hits recitation ¢iie disturbing or oddtatements plaintiff madd.is fair to say that
she was suspicious of others and prone to believe in conspifaar examplealthoughher
husband’s suicide took place over a year before she began therapy, plainttffl \waa\sly
focused on her husband’s remains and specificallyp&leaf that the cleanp crews lefbody
“particles” (her husband killed himself in the bathroom using a shotgun) which supposedly
caused the pipes toekeze over, and that the Coroner was covarpthese issues. Dkt. #18 at 3
R. 421, 424Plaintiff described having paranormal premonitiogeeng poltergests,ghosts, and
spiritsin her house and othptaces; hearing strange voic&e claimed to have taken pictsire
of thespirits R. 424. She speculated that she may have been adopted or that the insurance man
may have been her father, speculatioased on her claimf havingtwo birth certificatesshe
worried that her brother (who was living with her) was trying to manipulate herrdistzieath;
she discussed her belief that the U.S. Government had possibly done something to her husband
while he was in the Nayghe believed that her telephone was being tapped; she worried that gas

was mysteriously disappearing from her riding lawnmower; she stateshthatas awakened

! Ms. HouslerGradyviewed her role as providing a supportive environmant sie endeavored to keep an open
mind, telling herself after one of the early sessidhssten carefully to client; do not interpret too soon.” R. 423.
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with hand marks on her body; she believed her house was “fighting her”; she got insdrgute
the contractorher attorney, and othengho were trying to manipulate her; she speculated that
the Government was trying to reduce world population through vaccinationdashed her

sister got pregnant without any ovarieke was suspicious of her sister trying to buy her house.
|d. at 45, 8-9.

As this summary suggestaany ofplaintiff's issuesvere not related directly to
bereavement, but touched on other areas of her life. This fact was noted by Ms. Boadier-
earlyon.See R. 418 (4/21/10: “No mention of [her husband] or the feelings of loss due to this
death. She is focused on the here and now, especially trying to get a settlemehefbio-
hazard company thatleanedthe site of [her husband’s] suicide.After the first session, Ms.
HouslerGrady listed plaintiff's primary problem as fi@f/Loss Unresolved,” butddedas a
secondary problem“Response to possible paranormal activity.” R. 428er,Ms. Housler-
Gradyquestioned whether her original diagnasfi®ereavemenwas correct. R. 414.

It is not simply that plaintiff madeumerous troublingtatements, but also that Ms.
HouslerGradyrepeatedly interpreted them as evidencparvfnoia, and possibly paranoid
personality disordegnd idetified othe symptoms suchs manid Yet, the ALJ simply glossed

overthesemany statements, essentially givingrtheo weight.

2 The Court relegates tliellowing examples t@footnote not because they an@importantbutratherbecause they
are abundantee R. 420 (3/23/10:“Loose associations more prominent today. She continues to seeasthers
strange and not very honest.”); R. 419 (4/6/10: “She expresses distthstcofoner’s office”); R. 417 (5/27/10:
“Client maricy today; speech was rapid and there was flight of ideas. Unsure justvevlaaé dealing with; she
initiated services regarding the problems in the house that she statesirsem inadequate clean up after her
husbants suicide; she does not focus on him or the suicide.”); R.@I26L0: “Is client experiencing paranoia?”);
R. 414 (6/2210: “She again focuses on rather bizarre thirgise birth certificate document; her niece’s ability to
see the spirits and the dysfunction and alienation in her fafdgigin. Diagnosis originally given at time of
Assessment may not be correct. She made very little mention of [HErtujdoday. Need to continue to explore
history with client as well as the range of symptoms she is expefefdiere is certainly a strain of paranoia
evident.”); R. 412 (7/21/10: “She has a pattern of distrusting people; dokawha Paranoid Personality
Disorder?”); R. 409 (8/19/10: “Client appears more stressed today; dligdeas and paranoid ideation.”); R. 407
(9/20/10: “She is interested in conspiracy theories.”); R. 405 (10/4/1% d8es remain suspicious of others
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Therewere severgboints where these records would seem teelerant such ashe
analysis of the Paragraph B criteinahe Section 12istings. The ALJ found that plaintiff only
had mild limitations in activities of daily livingecause, although hirother dd all the
household choregplaintiff occasionally helped sweep and because plaintiff was able to “drive
and occasionally shop.” R. 1But aside whether these are persuasasons, the ALJ did not
alsoconsider the possibility that plaintiff's parangieoblemsalso affected her abilitiegs
plaintiff asks in her brief:*Why did a person who testified to hearing voices have only mild
restrictions in daily activities?” Dkt. #18 at 7. As for the sed@achgraph Rriteria, social
functioning,the ALJ found that plaintiff had no more than mild limitasd®ecauseshe “gets
along with her adult children” aritets her bother live at her house.” R. 16. Here again, the
HouslerGrady recordsire at least arguably relevant, as they contain several stateabeuats
plaintiff's suspicions of her brothe$ee, e.g. R. 418 (“She continues to experience frustration
with her brother who is living with he)."The Court’s focus now is not on reaching a definitive
conclusion about whether plaintiff is disabled, but merelgssessing whether the ALJ
considered this evidence fully and provided a coherent explanation for her concllis®ns.
Court concludes that she did not.

In its responsdrief, the Governmentlaims thathe ALJ “expressly discussed” the
claims of paranoia and personality disorder. Dkt. #25 @h#s. assertion isimply not true. The
ALJ never used the word “paranoia” or the phrase “personality disorder” anywwhbee
opinion.lt is true, as the Government argues, that the ALJ briefly noted that pleestiffed
that she sometimes hears voices that wake handgsees things that others do not see.” R. 15.

Although theseareperhaps oblique references to paranoia problbynemselves they arot

motive”); R. 404 (10/18/10:Possible paranoia; today flight of ideas was very ewider-or whatever reason,
despite these many observations, Ms. HeSkrady never offered a formal diagnosis.
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adequatéecause the ALJ did not include any accompanying analysis. Nor was thexféoainy
made to connect this testimony back to Ms. Housler-Grady’s ongoing concerrathatf ptas
possibly suffering from paranoid personality disorder.

The Governmeralsopoints out thathe ALJ cited to severalther reasont support the
decision;such as the fact that plairititas never hospitalized and did not participatéherapy
after stopping counseling with Ms. Houslerady. Although thesassertions are true, they are
not directly responsive to the Houslerady records and therefore cannot serve as a blanket
excusea ignore tem As noted above, the Court has doubtsether the ALJ even read the
HouslerGradyrecords For these same reasons, the Court refuses the Government’s invitation to
affirm under the harmless error doctrilikt. #25 at 9Spiva v. Astrue, 628 F.3d 346, 353 (7th
Cir. 2010) (If it is predictable with great confidence that the agency will reinstate itsioesis
on remand because the decision is overwhelmingly supported by the record thougntyésa
original opinion failed to marshal that support, then remanding is a waste of) tifxteliis
stage the issuef plaintiff's possible paranoieelatedand other psychologicahpairmentshas
not been developed sufficiently &low for any confident judgment. & far as the Court can
determine, o expert eveseriously considered the Housléradyrecords or the larger claithat
plaintiff had paranoid personality disorderarelated disordefThe Court notes that a
psychologist, Thomas Low, completed the Psychiatric Review Technique and foundydontra
the ALJ, that plaintiff hasho medical impairments. R. 545. In his notes, Dr. Low made a vague
reference to thelouslerGradyrecords: “Mentally[plaintiff] was seen for bereavement in
counselling in 2010.R. 557.However, this referencaifers from the samproblem discussed

above—namely no analysisln any eventthe ALJ never reliedn this opinion.



As for the other medical opinions, none of them addressed this specific issue, nor
assessdthe Houskr-Gradyevidence The ALJ summarizethe statements fronegeral
doctors—including Dr. Dumpit, Dr. Bach, and Dr. McFadden—who offered observations about
whetherplaintiff had a possible neurological impairmeausingmemory problemsBut this
problemwas separate frompuestions about paramcand manialThe expert wh@ame the
closest to addressingedeissuesvaspsychologst Shaun Bong who interviewed plaintiff,
administered numerous psychological tests (such as MyJRIrdissued a report. Ex. 5H. |
anything, Dr. Bong’s report suppogfaintiff. The ALJ at least acknowledged this repstating
among other things that Dr. Bong concluded that plaintiff had “prominent mood symptoms,
personality factors (somatic thiimg), post-traumatic stress (husband’s death, car accident) and
features of a somatoform disorder.” R. 15. However, the ALJ seemed to give this report no
weight, and it is not entirely clear whyloreover,in summarizing this report in a lengthy
paragraph, the ALdmittedanimportart conclusion, one strongly favorable toiptdf. It is
this: “Given the prominent role that personality factors and mood symptoms are impinging on
the patient’s cognition, physical wddkeing, and reduced level of functioning, [plaintiff] is not
capable of gainful employmeat this time.” R. 90.

The above reasons are sufficient to justify a rem@hd.ALJ should consider calling an
impartial medical expert or ordering another psychological consultative exi@oniiPlaintiff's
motion for summary judgment is granted, the Government’s matidenied and ths case is

remanded for further consideration consistent with this opinion.

NN

lain D. Johnston
United States Magistrate Judge

Date: July21, 2016 By:




