
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

ELIZABETH ROSADO, :
:

Plaintiff, :
v. : No. 05-CV-01743

:
JO ANNE B. BARNHART, Commissioner of :
Social Security, :

:
Defendant. :

MEMORANDUM

GREEN, S.J. July              , 2006

Presently before the court are the parties’ cross-motions for summary judgment. 

Oral argument on the motions was held and the argument of counsel heard and considered.  In

addition to considering the parties’ memoranda and the arguments of counsel, the court has

carefully reviewed the record and the opinion of the Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”).  Upon

consideration of the foregoing and for the reasons set forth below, summary judgment will be

granted in favor of Defendant.  Plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment will be denied.  

The factual and procedural background of this case are fully set forth in the

parties’ respective motions; therefore, it is not necessary to recite them herein.  On summary

judgment Plaintiff argues that the ALJ did not properly evaluate all of the relevant evidence of

record in determining Plaintiff’s residual functioning capacity.  Plaintiff claims that the ALJ

ignored the opinion of the claimant’s treating physician, Dr. Mark A. Putnam, that Plaintiff

suffered from major depression and had a GAF score of 45.  However, the comments on which

Plaintiff rely are from Dr. Putnam’s psychiatric evaluation dated May 16, 2001.  R. at 140-141. 

At the time of that examination Plaintiff had not taken her medication for some time.  Id.

Furthermore, in that evaluation - even with a GAF score of 45 - Dr. Putnam noted that Plaintiff’s

speech was fluent and nonpressured, and that she was alert and cooperative with no psychotic

symptoms.  Id.  Plaintiff’s thought processes were logical and goal directed, and she had good



judgment and fair insight.  Id.  Dr. Putnam finally noted that Plaintiff was scheduled to return for

follow-up in 4-6 weeks.  Id.

A comprehensive, rather than isolated, review of the record demonstrates that

Dr. Putnam subsequently examined Plaintiff in November 2001 and February 2002.  Plaintiff

was diagnosed with moderate major depression in November 2001, and with anxiety disorder in

February 2002.   Id. at 138-139.  Plaintiff continued to treat with medicine during the interim of

those visits and in February 2002, Dr. Putnam noted that Plaintiff was no longer having panic

attacks.  Id. at 138.  Moreover, her affect was “somewhat blunted. . .less dysphoric than it had

been initially.”  Id.  He also noted that Plaintiff had no psychotic symptoms, was cognitively

intact, and stable.  His recommendation included continuing her medications and a return

follow-up visit in 2-3 months.  Id.  Viewed collectively, all of Dr. Putnam’s evaluation reports and

the report of the state agency psychologist, Dr. Poloni, provide substantial evidence upon which

the ALJ could base his opinion.  Consequently, Defendant’s motion for summary will be granted

and Plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment will be denied.

An appropriate order follows.
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AND NOW, this 18th  day of July 2006, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. Defendant’s motion for summary judgment is GRANTED;

2. Plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment is DENIED;

3. The Clerk of the Court shall mark this case closed.

BY THE COURT:

________________________
CLIFFORD SCOTT GREEN


