UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

Brian R. v. Commissioner of Social Security

No. 25-cv-00049 (D.N.J. Jan. 16, 2026) - No. 25-cv-00049 - Decided January 16, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of New Jersey reviews Brian R.’s appeal from the

denial of Disability Insurance Benefits and Supplemental Security Income. The court holds that the

Administrative Law Judge properly evaluated the alleged neuropathy, obstructive sleep apnea, lumbar

degenerative disc disease, medical opinions, and residual functional capacity. The court affirms the

Commissioner’s decision finding that Plaintiff was not disabled under the Social Security Act.
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affirmed

Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. §§ 405(g) and 1383(c)
(3) of the Commissioner's final decision denying Social Security

Disability Insurance and Supplemental Security Income benefits.

The Court reviews legal issues de novo or plenarily and reviews the
ALJ's factual findings for substantial evidence. The Court must review
the record as a whole, including evidence that detracts from the ALJ's
decision, but may not substitute its judgment for the agency's where

substantial evidence supports the findings.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ erred by finding Plaintiff's neuropathy and obstructive sleep apnea non-severe at step

two.

2. Whether the ALJ failed to account for alleged limitations from neuropathy and obstructive sleep apnea

in the residual functional capacity assessment.

3. Whether the ALJ improperly evaluated the medical opinions of Drs. Blank, Lesneski, Atlas, and David.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ permissibly found that Plaintiff's neuropathy and obstructive sleep apnea were not severe
impairments because the record did not establish persistent, significant functional limitations supported

by objective evidence.

2. The ALJ adequately considered Plaintiff's medically determinable impairments, including non-severe
impairments, and was not required to include limitations that were not credibly established by the

record.

3. The ALJ adequately evaluated and explained the persuasiveness of the opinions of Drs. Blank, Lesneski,
Atlas, and David, and substantial evidence supported the conclusions to discount or partially credit those

opinions.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The presence of evidence in the record that supports a contrary conclusion does not undermine the

Commissioner’s decision so long as the record provides substantial support for that decision.” (AR 23)

“At the same time, however, “the ALJ need only include in the RFC those limitations which he finds to be
credible.”” (AR 22-23)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged disability beginning January 18, 2018, primarily based on a work-related back injury, lumbar
degenerative disc disease and stenosis, upper-extremity symptoms, neuropathy, and fatigue associated with
obstructive sleep apnea. He had worked for approximately nineteen years as a certified automobile technician
and later operated a hot dog cart part-time, largely while seated. Although the record contained complaints of
pain, numbness, fatigue, and functional limitations, examinations generally showed normal gait, full strength,
and largely intact neurological function, and Plaintiff reported various daily activities. The ALJ found lumbar
degenerative disc disease severe but found neuropathy, sleep apnea, other physical conditions, and mental
impairments non-severe, assessed a full range of light work, and found that Plaintiff could perform other work

existing in significant numbers.
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Plaintiff's applications were initially denied and denied again on reconsideration. Following a hearing, an ALJ
issued a decision finding Plaintiff not disabled. The Appeals Council denied review, making the ALJ's decision

the Commissioner's final decision. The District Court affirmed the Commissioner's decision.
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