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SUMMARY

This Report and Recommendation addresses Michael Sean Cronican’s appeal from the denial of his
application for Social Security Disability Insurance benefits. The magistrate judge recommends
reversing the Commissioner’s decision and remanding for further proceedings because the ALJ did not
adequately consider or explain whether Cronican required a bariatric chair and the effect of that
limitation on available work. The recommendation does not reach Cronican’s second assignment of
error concerning the evaluation of his symptom allegations.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews whether the Commissioner's decision is supported
by substantial evidence and made under proper legal standards. The
court also requires the ALJ to build an accurate and logical bridge
between the evidence and the result.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ's residual functional capacity assessment was supported by substantial evidence when
it failed to address whether Cronican's weight required use of a bariatric chair.

2. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated Cronican's symptom allegations under the applicable regulations
and case law.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ erred by failing to explain whether Cronican's approximately 500-pound weight required a
bariatric chair and, if so, what effect that limitation would have on the jobs available to him. The matter
should be reversed and remanded for further consideration.

2. The court did not reach the second assignment of error because the first assignment independently
required remand.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Does it take an expert’s opinion to know that a 500-pound man cannot use a chair that is only able to hold a
300-pound man? No, it does not.” (Analysis section V.C.)

“Because the ALJ did not mention this evidence or address the issue of whether Mr. Cronican needs a
bariatric chair, this is a situation where the Court cannot determine if the evidence was discounted or merely
overlooked.” (Analysis section V.C.)

“Applying common sense, Mr. Cronican cannot use a standard work chair.” (Analysis section V.C.)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Cronican alleged disability based principally on morbid obesity, lumbar degenerative disc disease, osteoarthritis,
anxiety, and depression. He consistently weighed approximately 470 to 500 pounds during the relevant period,
and he testified that he could not sit for extended periods in ordinary chairs. At the administrative hearing, the
vocational expert testified that a standard office chair supports up to 300 pounds and that a heavy-duty chair
supporting up to 500 pounds would be an accommodation. The ALJ found morbid obesity to be a severe
impairment and limited Cronican to light work with four hours of standing or walking, but did not address
whether his weight required a bariatric chair or how such a requirement would affect available jobs.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Cronican applied for a period of disability and Disability Insurance Benefits, and the Social Security
Administration denied the claim initially and on reconsideration. After an administrative hearing, the ALJ found
that Cronican was not disabled; the Appeals Council denied review, making the ALJ's decision final. Cronican
filed this action under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g), and the magistrate judge recommended reversal and remand for
further proceedings.



DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Commissioner should further consider and explain whether Cronican requires a bariatric chair and, if so, the
effect of that limitation on the jobs available to him. The vocational analysis should address whether employers
commonly provide such an accommodation and whether the number of available jobs would be reduced.
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