UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW
YORK

Cathleen M. v. Commissioner of Social Security

Cathleen M. - No. 24-CV-01161-HKS - Decided May 6, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of New York upheld the Commissioner of
Social Security’s denial of disability benefits to the plaintiff. The court rejected challenges concerning
the plaintiff’s ability to perform past relevant work, consideration of a closed period of disability, and
evaluation of her impairments. Plaintiff’s motion for judgment on the pleadings was denied, and the

Commissioner’s motion was granted.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the Commissioner's denial

of Social Security disability benefits.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed whether the Commissioner's conclusions were
supported by substantial evidence and based on the correct legal
standard. If the evidence was susceptible to more than one rational

interpretation, the Commissioner's determination had to be upheld.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial evidence supported the ALJ's finding that the plaintiff could perform her past

relevant work as an accounting clerk.

2. Whether the ALJ erred by failing to consider or award a closed period of disability from July 23, 2021,
through September 22, 2022.

3. Whether the ALJ failed to consider the plaintiff's left-hip impairment and the cumulative effect of her

impairments.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ properly found that the plaintiff could perform her past relevant work as an accounting clerk as

that work is generally performed in the national economy.

2. The plaintiff was not entitled to remand or benefits for a closed period because she did not request such
relief during the administrative proceedings, her attorney rejected the proposed closed period when the
ALJ raised it, and the evidence did not establish disability through September 22, 2022.

3. The ALJ adequately considered the plaintiff's left-hip symptoms as part of her back-related impairment

and did not fail to consider the cumulative impact of the plaintiff's impairments.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In reviewing a final decision of the SSA, this Court is limited to determining whether the SSA’s conclusions

were supported by substantial evidence in the record and were based on a correct legal standard.” (Legal
Standards)

“Where an administrative decision rests on adequate findings sustained by evidence having rational probative

force, the court should not substitute its judgment for that of the Commissioner.” (Legal Standards)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The plaintiff was involved in a July 23, 2021 motor-vehicle accident that worsened preexisting lower-back pain.
She underwent a June 14, 2022 discectomy, fusion, and instrumentation, and records through September 22,
2022 documented improvement, satisfactory hardware positioning, and a satisfactory fusion. At the
administrative hearing, she testified to continuing pain, limited sitting and standing, and anticipated absences,
but she had received no treatment after September 2022 other than annual physicals. A vocational expert testified
that, given the RFC adopted by the ALJ, the plaintiff could perform her past work as an accounting clerk as
generally performed in the national economy.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Cathleen M. filed a Title II disability claim alleging disability beginning July 23, 2021. The claim was denied
initially and on reconsideration, and an ALJ held a telephonic hearing on January 22, 2024. The ALJ issued an

unfavorable decision on June 4, 2024, and the Appeals Council denied review on September 23, 2024. The



district court denied the plaintiff's motion for judgment on the pleadings, granted the Commissioner's motion,

upheld the administrative decision, and directed the Clerk to close the case.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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