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SUMMARY

A United States magistrate judge recommends affirming the Commissioner of Social Security’s denial
of Jeffrey Hairston’s application for Supplemental Security Income. The report addresses whether the
administrative law judge erred at step two by finding that Hairston had no severe impairment,
including obesity and recurrent hernia. It concludes that substantial evidence supported the finding that
none of his impairments significantly limited his ability to perform basic work activities for the
required duration.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ reversibly erred at step two by finding that Hairston had no severe impairment or
combination of impairments.

2. Whether the ALJ was required to find obesity severe merely because Hairston's BMI was classified as
obese.

3. Whether the evidence established that Hairston's hernia condition lasted, or was expected to last, for a
continuous period of at least twelve months and significantly limited his ability to perform basic work
activities.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ did not err in finding that Hairston had no severe impairment or combination of impairments
because Hairston failed to identify evidence showing that any impairment significantly limited his
ability to perform basic work activities for the required duration.

2. An obese BMI alone does not require a finding that obesity is a severe impairment; the ALJ must make
an individualized assessment of obesity's effect on functioning, and Hairston failed to identify evidence
of functional limitations caused by obesity.

3. Hairston did not establish that his hernias existed for a continuous period of at least twelve months or
caused work-related functional limitations.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“No specific weight or BMI establishes obesity as a ‘severe’ or ‘not severe’ impairment” (PageID 48)

“disability is determined by the functional limitations imposed by a condition, not the mere diagnosis of it.”
(PageID 48)

“When doctors’ reports contain no information regarding physical limitations or the intensity, frequency, and
duration of pain associated with a condition, [the Sixth Circuit] has regularly found substantial evidence to
support a finding of no severe impairment.” (PageID 49)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hairston alleged anxiety, depression, cocaine use disorder, obesity, recurrent hernia after mesh repair, and
several other medical conditions caused limitations in lifting, standing, walking, concentration, and handling
stress. The medical evidence included multiple hernia-related surgeries, but also relatively normal examinations,
intact motor function and sensation, normal strength and gait, no acute distress, and limited recovery periods
after surgery. He reported performing activities including personal care, preparing meals, doing laundry,
walking, using public transportation, shopping, paying bills, cooking, cleaning, and riding a bicycle.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hairston applied for SSI on May 2, 2023. The application was denied initially and on reconsideration; after an
October 24, 2024 hearing, an ALJ found that Hairston was not disabled because he had no severe impairment.
The Appeals Council denied further review on August 22, 2025, making the ALJ's decision final. Hairston filed
this action on October 21, 2025, challenging the step-two determination. The magistrate judge recommended
overruling Hairston's statement of errors and affirming the Commissioner's decision.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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