UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

WASHINGTON

Asis R. v. Frank Bisignano, Commissioner of Social Security

Asis R. - No. 2:25-CV-00215-RLP - Decided November 25, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Washington affirmed the Commissioner of

Social Security’s denial of supplemental security income under Title XVI. The court held that the ALJ

did not commit harmful legal error in evaluating medical opinions or the claimant’s symptom

testimony. The court denied the claimant’s brief, granted the Commissioner’s brief, entered judgment

for the Commissioner, and closed the case.
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2:25-CV-00215-RLP

affirmed

Judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of an Administrative Law
Judge's final decision denying supplemental security income under
Title X VI of the Social Security Act.

The court reviews the Commissioner's decision under 42 U.S.C. §
405(g) and may disturb it only if it is unsupported by substantial
evidence or based on legal error. The court must uphold findings
supported by inferences reasonably drawn from the record when the
evidence is susceptible to more than one rational interpretation.
Reversal is unavailable for harmless error, and the party appealing

generally bears the burden of showing harm.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated the persuasiveness of the medical opinions of Drs. Peter Weir,

Jeffrey Jamison, and Jonathan Ryan under the applicable Social Security regulations.

2. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated the claimant's testimony concerning the intensity, persistence, and

limiting effects of his symptoms.

3. Whether any alleged errors in evaluating the medical opinions or symptom testimony were harmful and
warranted reversal under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g).

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ adequately explained why Dr. Weir's opinion limiting the claimant to light work was
unpersuasive, relying on the opinion's lack of support in Dr. Weir's examination findings and its

inconsistency with the longitudinal record, treatment history, and state-agency assessments.

2. The ALJ did not err in accepting Dr. Jamison's opinion as largely persuasive while declining to adopt

unsupported lifting and postural limitations and the four-hour standing or walking limitation.

3. The ALJ did not commit reversible error in evaluating Dr. Ryan's psychological opinion; even assuming

error in rejecting some of the opinion's mild-to-moderate limitations, any error was harmless.

4. The ALJ provided legally sufficient reasons for rejecting the claimant's statements about the intensity,

persistence, and limiting effects of his symptoms.

5. The Commissioner's decision is supported by substantial evidence and free of harmful legal error; the

claimant was not entitled to supplemental security income.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The scope of review is limited; the Commissioner’s decision will be disturbed “only if it is not supported by

substantial evidence or is based on legal error.”” (at 2)

“Second, “[i]f the claimant meets the first test and there is no evidence of malingering, the ALJ can only
reject the claimant’s testimony about the severity of the symptoms if [the ALJ] gives ‘specific, clear and

convincing reasons’ for the rejection.”” (at 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Asis R., born in 1964, alleged that a back injury sustained in 2001 had progressively worsened and prevented
him from working because of back pain and mental limitations. The ALJ found lumbar degenerative disc disease
to be a severe impairment, rejected ADHD as severe, assessed a full range of medium work, and found that the
claimant could perform his past work as a sheet metal worker. The district court relied on treatment records

showing generally normal clinical findings, the claimant's activities including putting in fence posts, removing



bushes, and practicing martial arts or Brazilian judo, and the absence of reported lumbar symptoms during

treatment for other conditions.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The claimant applied for Title XVI supplemental security income alleging disability beginning July 1, 2020. The

application was denied initially and on reconsideration; after a telephonic hearing at which the claimant did not

appear, the ALJ issued an unfavorable decision on May 9, 2024. The Appeals Council denied review, and the

claimant sought review in the Eastern District of Washington. The district court denied the claimant's brief,

granted the Commissioner's brief, affirmed the Commissioner's decision, entered judgment for the defendant,

and closed the case.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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