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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of New Jersey reviews Kerrie S.’s appeal from the

Commissioner of Social Security’s denial of SSD and SSI benefits. The court holds that the ALJ’s

findings regarding the severity of the plaintiff’s gastrointestinal impairments and evaluation of her

subjective complaints were supported by substantial evidence, or alternatively that any step-two error

was harmless, and affirms the Commissioner’s decision.
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affirmed

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

Security Disability and Supplemental Security Income benefits.

The court reviews factual findings for substantial evidence,
considering the record as a whole, and reviews legal conclusions de
novo. It may not reweigh the evidence or substitute its own factual

determinations for those of the Commissioner.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial evidence supported the ALJ's finding that Plaintiff's gastritis and ulcerative colitis

were non-severe impairments.

2. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated Plaintiff's subjective complaints under the applicable Social
Security regulations and Social Security Ruling 16-3p.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ's finding that Plaintiff's gastritis and ulcerative colitis were non-severe impairments was
supported by substantial evidence. In any event, any step-two error was harmless because the ALJ found
other severe impairments, proceeded through the remaining sequential steps, and accounted for the
gastrointestinal impairments in the residual functional capacity by requiring proximate access to

restroom facilities.

2. The ALJ properly evaluated Plaintiff's subjective complaints under the required two-step framework,
and the resulting findings were supported by substantial evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“For the foregoing reasons, and other good cause shown, the Commissioner’s final decision is AFFIRMED.”

(Conclusion)

“At bottom, the ALJ properly evaluated Plaintiff s subjective complaints, and his findings were supported by

substantial evidence in the record.” (Discussion § I11.B)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Kerrie S. alleged disability beginning May 1, 2016, based on numerous physical and mental conditions,
including ulcerative colitis, gastritis, orthopedic impairments, carpal tunnel syndrome, fibromyalgia, depression,
anxiety, and obesity. The ALJ found several impairments severe but determined that gastritis and ulcerative
colitis were non-severe because gastritis was managed with medication and ulcerative colitis was in remission.
The ALJ nevertheless included proximate restroom access in the residual functional capacity and found that
Plaintiff could perform other light work existing in significant numbers in the national economy.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff's applications were denied initially and on reconsideration. After a hearing, an ALJ issued an
unfavorable decision, which the Appeals Council vacated and remanded because the ALJ had not properly
evaluated medical opinion evidence. Following a second hearing, the ALJ again denied benefits, and the Appeals
Council denied review on July 2, 2024. Plaintiff then commenced this action, arguing that the ALJ improperly
characterized her ulcerative colitis and gastritis as non-severe and improperly evaluated her subjective
complaints. The District Court affirmed the Commissioner's final decision.
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