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Brandon Moye, Sr. appeals pro se the district court’s affirmance of the

Social Security agency’s decision granting his application for disability insurance
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benefits and supplemental security income under Titles IT and X VI of the Social
Security Act. We review de novo, Molina v. Astrue, 674 F.3d 1104, 1110 (9th Cir.
2012), and we affirm.

Moye challenges the administrative law judge’s (ALJ) decision that the
onset date of Moye’s disability is January 16, 2015. Moye maintains that the onset
date of his disability is an earlier date: May 31, 2013. Moye requests retroactive
payments from that date.

The record establishes that May 31, 2013, is the date when Moye’s earlier,
separate application for disability benefits was denied by the agency. In the
present case, filed in 2015, the ALJ’s decision clearly states that Moye was not
disabled prior to January 16, 2015, but Moye became disabled as of that date.
Moye’s alleged date of disability of May 31, 2013, is based on Moye’s misreading
of the ALJ’s unambiguous decision in this case.

Because the ALJ applied the correct legal standard and substantial evidence
supports the finding of a disability onset date of January 16, 2015, we affirm. See
Smith v. Kijakazi, 14 F.4th 1108, 1111 (2021) (The court of appeals will “reverse

only if the ALJ’s decision was not supported by substantial evidence in the record
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as a whole or if the ALJ applied the wrong legal standard.”).!

AFFIRMED.

' Moye’s motion for review at Docket Entry No. 24 is denied as moot.
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