UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

Jamie C. v. Commissioner of Social Security

Jamie C. v. Commissioner of Social Security - No. Civil Action No. 25-46 (MAS) - Decided December 22, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of New Jersey affirmed the Commissioner of Social

Security’s denial of Jamie C.’s claim for Disability Insurance Benefits. The court held that any

omission of conversion disorder at step two was harmless because the ALJ found other severe

impairments and proceeded through the sequential evaluation. The court further concluded that the

ALJ adequately considered the plaintiff’s impairments, medical evidence, residual functional capacity,

and vocational evidence, and that the decision was supported by substantial evidence.
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affirmed

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

Insurance Benefits.

The court reviewed the Commissioner's decision to determine whether
it was supported by substantial evidence and adequately explained.
The court could not reweigh the evidence or substitute its judgment for
that of the ALJ.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ committed reversible error by failing to identify conversion disorder as a severe

impairment at step two.

2. Whether the ALJ inadequately evaluated conversion disorder and Plaintiff's combined impairments at
step three by not expressly citing Listing 12.07.

3. Whether the ALJ's findings concerning Dr. Greco's records, acute disseminated encephalomyelitis,
medication effects, aggravating factors, and residual functional capacity were supported by substantial

evidence.

4. Whether the ALJ erred by declining to obtain additional medical-expert testimony.

HOLDINGS

1. Any omission of conversion disorder from the step-two findings was harmless because the ALJ found
multiple other severe impairments and proceeded through the remaining steps of the sequential

evaluation.

2. The ALJ's step-three analysis was legally sufficient and supported by substantial evidence even though it
did not expressly cite Listing 12.07.

3. The ALJ's findings, including the residual functional capacity and determination that Plaintiff was not

disabled, were supported by substantial evidence.

4. The ALJ did not err by declining to obtain additional medical-expert testimony.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The step-two inquiry is a de minimis screening device to dispose of groundless claims.” (at 8)

“The Court, accordingly, affirms the ALJ’s decision.” (at 16)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged disability beginning June 16, 2011, with a date last insured of March 31, 2019, based on
conditions including acute disseminated encephalomyelitis, migraine headaches, autonomic nervous-system
disorders, mental impairments, and conversion disorder. The ALJ found several severe impairments, assessed a
sedentary residual functional capacity with additional physical, environmental, and mental limitations, and found
that Plaintiff could not perform past relevant work. Relying on vocational-expert testimony, the ALJ found that

Plaintiff could perform jobs existing in significant numbers in the national economy.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff applied for Disability Insurance Benefits in July 2017. The application was denied initially and on
reconsideration; an ALJ denied the claim in 2021, the Appeals Council granted review and remanded, and the
ALJ again denied the claim on August 30, 2023. The Appeals Council denied further review, making the ALIJ's

decision final. The district court reviewed the decision on the parties' briefs and affirmed.
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