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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California reviewed the denial of Jose
Urzua’s application for Social Security disability insurance benefits. The court held that the
administrative law judge failed to adequately account for limitations associated with ulcerative colitis,
including frequent bathroom breaks, fecal urgency, and accidents, in determining residual functional
capacity. The court granted plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment, denied the Commissioner’s
cross-motion, and remanded for further administrative proceedings under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. §
405(g).
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DISPOSITION remanded

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Action for judicial review of the Commissioner's final decision
denying disability insurance benefits; the parties filed cross-motions
for summary judgment.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court upholds the Commissioner's decision if it is supported by
substantial evidence and the Commissioner applied the proper legal
standards. Substantial evidence is more than a mere scintilla but less
than a preponderance and is evidence a reasonable mind might accept
as adequate to support a conclusion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ erred by failing to translate assessed mild mental limitations into the residual
functional capacity.

2. Whether the ALJ adequately considered the evidence of ulcerative colitis and associated bathroom-
related limitations when formulating the physical residual functional capacity for the relevant period.

3. Whether remand for further administrative proceedings or an award of benefits was appropriate.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ did not err by omitting additional mental limitations from the RFC because the ALJ adequately
considered the mild mental findings and substantial evidence supported the resulting mental RFC.

2. The ALJ erred by failing to substantively consider the functional effects of ulcerative colitis, including
frequent bathroom breaks, fecal urgency, and occasional accidents, in formulating the RFC.

3. Remand for further administrative proceedings was appropriate because the record left open whether
Urzua was disabled during the relevant period.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“an RFC that fails to take into account a claimant’s limitations is defective.” (at 11)

“Here, the record as a whole leaves open whether plaintiff was disabled during the relevant period and
remand is the appropriate remedy.” (at 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Urzua alleged disability from Crohn's disease, colitis, and severe ulcerative disease beginning August 1, 2020.
During the relevant period, he reported frequent urgent bowel movements, fecal urgency and incontinence, rectal
bleeding, pain, fatigue, and a need for unscheduled bathroom breaks. Although he briefly returned to full-time
work in November 2021, the record reflected continuing gastrointestinal symptoms and treatment, including
reports of worsening urgency, incontinence, and soiling in October 2021.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Urzua applied for disability insurance benefits alleging disability beginning August 1, 2020. The application was
denied initially and on reconsideration. After a January 3, 2022 telephonic hearing, the ALJ issued an
unfavorable decision on July 7, 2022, finding that Urzua was not disabled and could perform past relevant work
as an interpreter. The district court granted Urzua's motion for summary judgment, denied the Commissioner's
cross-motion, and remanded for further administrative proceedings under sentence four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).



DISPOSITION

remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

On remand, the ALJ must consider the evidence regarding Urzua's ulcerative colitis and associated limitations
when determining the RFC. The court did not direct the ALJ to credit any particular opinion or testimony and
left the weighing of evidence and resolution of ambiguities or inconsistencies to the agency.
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