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Larreteyer Moneke Thomas appeals the district court’s decision affirming
the Commissioner of Social Security’s denial of her application for supplemental

security income under Title XVI of the Social Security Act. We review the district

court’s order de novo, and may set aside the denial of benefits only if it is not
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supported by substantial evidence or is based on legal error. Molina v. Astrue, 674
F.3d 1104, 1110 (9th Cir. 2012). Where evidence is susceptible to more than one
rational interpretation, we must uphold the administrative law judge’s (“ALJ”)
findings “if they are supported by inferences reasonably drawn from the record.”
Id. at 1111. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We affirm.

Thomas’s contention that the ALJ erred in affording little weight to Dr.
Connell’s opinion regarding her social functioning lacks merit. The ALJ provided
specific and legitimate reasons, supported by substantial evidence in the record, for
the assessment of Dr. Connell’s opinion. See Bayliss v. Barnhart, 427 F.3d 1211,
1216 (9th Cir. 2005). Thomas’s contention that the ALJ erred in finding that
Thomas’s allegations regarding her mental impairments were not credible also
lacks merit. The ALJ offered specific, clear and convincing reasons for finding
Thomas not credible in light of her daily activities, her failure to follow treatment
and the lack of objective support for her allegations. See Lingenfelter v. Astrue,
504 F.3d 1028, 1040 (9th Cir. 2007); see also Carmickle v. Comm’r Soc. Sec.
Admin., 533 F.3d 1155, 1161 (9th Cir. 2008).

AFFIRMED.



