UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OHIO, EASTERN DIVISION

Gregory A. Gaubatz v. Commissioner of Social Security

No. 1:25-CV-00806-CEH (N.D. Ohio Dec. 1, 2025) - No. 1:25-CV-00806-CEH - Decided December 1, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio reviews the Commissioner of Social
Security’s denial of Gregory A. Gaubatz’s applications for disability benefits. The court concludes that
the ALJ failed to properly evaluate Gaubatz’s subjective symptom allegations concerning gout flare-
ups and failed to build an accurate and logical bridge between the evidence and the residual functional
capacity finding. The court reverses the nondisability determination and remands the matter under
Sentence Four of 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Gaubatz sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the

Commissioner's final decision denying his applications for SSI and
DIB for specified periods. The parties consented to disposition by a
United States magistrate judge under 28 U.S.C. § 636(c) and Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 73.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviews whether the Commissioner's decision is supported
by substantial evidence and was made pursuant to proper legal
standards. Substantial evidence is more than a scintilla but less than a
preponderance and is such relevant evidence as a reasonable mind
might accept as adequate. The court may not uphold an ALJ decision
when the reasons given fail to build an accurate and logical bridge

between the evidence and the result.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ complied with SSR 16-3p and applicable regulations when evaluating Gaubatz's
subjective complaints concerning the severity and frequency of gout flare-ups.

2. Whether the ALJ provided sufficiently specific reasons and an accurate and logical bridge between the

evidence and the rejection of Gaubatz's symptom testimony.
3. Whether the appropriate remedy was an immediate award of benefits or remand for further

administrative proceedings.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ reversibly erred by failing to provide specific, adequately explained reasons for discounting
Gaubatz's testimony about the severity and frequency of his gout symptoms and by failing to build an
accurate and logical bridge between the evidence and the RFC finding.

2. Remand for further administrative proceedings, rather than an immediate award of benefits, was

appropriate.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This explanation is problematic because it wholly fails to address any of the issues identified by the previous

magistrate judge, instead simply eliminating discussion of these issues.” (PagelD #: 3336-37)

“Thus, the ALJ failed to build an accurate and logical bridge supporting why she found Plaintiff’s testimony
regarding the severity of his gout symptoms less than credible.” (PagelD #: 3337)

“Based on the foregoing, the Court REVERSES the Commissioner of Social Security’s nondisability finding
and REMANDS this case to the Commissioner and the ALJ under Sentence Four of § 405(g).” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Gaubatz alleged disability based in part on recurrent gout flare-ups causing pain, swelling, difficulty ambulating,
and the need for a cane or crutches during severe episodes. The record included occasional emergency treatment,
elevated uric acid, foot swelling and erythema, prescriptions for gout medications, and evidence that he

sometimes declined preventive medication while also having alcohol-use disorder. The ALJ relied on objective



findings, daily activities, treatment history, and purported improvement in mental-health symptoms to find that

Gaubatz was not disabled during the relevant periods.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Gaubatz filed applications for DIB and SSI in 2016. After an initial partially favorable ALJ decision, prior
federal-court remands in 2020 and 2023 required further proceedings concerning medical opinions and the
evaluation of gout-related subjective symptoms. Following a third ALJ decision finding Gaubatz not disabled
during the relevant periods, the Appeals Council declined jurisdiction. In this action, the court held that the ALJ
again failed to adequately explain the rejection of Gaubatz's testimony regarding the severity and frequency of
gout flare-ups and remanded for further proceedings.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Commissioner and ALJ must reconsider Gaubatz's subjective symptom allegations and provide specific
reasons, supported by the record, explaining the evaluation of the severity and frequency of his gout flare-ups.
The ALJ must address possible reasons for treatment noncompliance, including the interplay between alcohol-

use disorder and gout, and must explain how the evidence and daily activities support the RFC finding.
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