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PER CURI AM

Danny E. Likes appeals from the judgnent affirmng the
Commi ssioner's denial of Likes' claimfor disability benefits under
the Social Security Act. Likes alleges that he was di sabl ed before
his insured status ran out in 1985. Li kes contends that his
disability is caused by post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD)
stemmng fromhis 1966 war duty in Vietnam

Li kes underwent an examination in July 1968, in conjunction
wth a disability application from the Veteran's Adm nistration
(VA) for his service-related injuries. |In the report, Likes was
descri bed as "a nervous person." The exam ner wote that Likes was

"a conplaining type of individual who nmakes one wonder from the

very beginning if there is not a psychiatric function." The
exam ner further comented, "There is mld anxiety reaction
mani fest in conplaints of his present illness and post mlitary



period." There are no other nedical reports nentioning Likes'
mental problens until Likes was diagnosed with chronic PTSD in
1991. Two nental health professionals have opined that Likes has
suffered from chronic PTSD since 1966. The record al so includes
testinony by Likes' w fe describing Likes' poor anger control and
di ssoci ati ve epi sodes since 1981.

The ALJ found that Likes did not have a nedically determ nabl e
ment al i npairnent and that he was not disabled as of, or prior to,
Decenber 31, 1985. The ALJ accepted that Likes has suffered from
severe PTSD from 1991, but determ ned that the 1968 exam nati on and
Li kes' uncorroborated statenents were not sufficient to establish
that he had a nedically determ nable nental inpairnent before his
insured status expired. The ALJ further determ ned that there was
no authority for relating Likes' present nental illness back to
Decenber 1985 on the basis of the testinony of Likes and his w fe,
which was not corroborated by "objective evidence, such as
psychi atric counseling."”

The issue in this case is whether retrospective nedica
di agnoses uncorroborated by contenporaneous nedical reports but
corroborated by |l ay evidence rel ating back to the cl ai ned peri od of
disability can support a finding of past inpairnment. Likes urges
us to adopt the reasoning applied in a recent Eighth Crcuit
decision and remand this case to the ALJ to consider the
retrospective nedi cal opinions and corroborating | ay evi dence. See
Jones v. Chater, 65 F.3d 102 (8th G r.1995).

In Jones, the claimant alleged that he was disabled by PTSD



prior to 1975, before his insured status had expired. 1d. at 103.
Jones' nental evaluation at his discharge in 1968 reveal ed
occasional insomia, bad dreans, and m | d depression; the report
concl uded that these synptons were in the normal range. 1d. Jones
had no further nedical reports nentioning nental problens until
1991, when Jones, upon learning of the existence of PTSD and
recogni zing many of its synptons in hinmself, sought diagnosis and
treatment for the condition. | d. Three nmental health
pr of essi onal s di agnosed Jones as suffering from PTSD, and found
inplicitly that his PTSD synptons had been present since he |eft
Vietnam in 1968. Id. The record also included statenents from
Jones' relatives that his personality was changed dramatically for
the worse by his Vietnam experience. |d.

Li ke the ALJ here, the ALJ addressing Jones' application found
t hat al t hough Jones' current diagnosis of PTSD may be valid, there
was no nedi cal evidence showing that the condition had arisen by
1975, nmuch less that it constituted a severe inpairnent. Id. The
ALJ did not nention the retrospective nedical opinions or the
evi dence of personality and behavi or change. |Id.

The Eighth Crcuit concluded that the retrospective nedical
di agnoses, uncorroborated by contenporaneous nedical reports but
corroborated by |l ay evidence rel ating back to the cl ai ned peri od of
disability, could support a finding of past inpairnent. ld. at
103- 04. Because the court could not determ ne whether the ALJ
considered this evidence, it remanded the case to the ALJ "to

develop the record in such a way as to" determ ne whether the



i npai rment began before Jones' insured status expired. |d. at 104.

W find the E ghth Grcuit's decision persuasive and
therefore adopt its rule for this circuit. As the Eighth Grcuit
noted, "PTSD is an unstable condition that may not manifest itself
until well after the stressful event which caused it, and may wax
and wane after manifestation.” 1d. at 103. Retrospective nedi cal
di agnoses constitute relevant evi dence of pre-expiration
disability, and properly corroborated retrospective nedical
di agnoses can be used to establish disability onset dates. As the
AL erred in failing to consider the retrospective nedical
di agnoses and the corroborating |lay evidence, the judgnent is
reversed and the case is renmanded for further proceedings in
accordance with this opinion.

REVERSED AND REMANDED



