UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF

CALIFORNIA

Angela Lee v. Frank Bisignano, Commissioner of Social Security

Lee - No. 1:25-cv-0161-SKO - Decided August 13, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California reviewed the denial of Angela

Lee’s application for Social Security disability benefits. The court held that the Administrative Law

Judge provided sufficient reasons for evaluating Lee’s subjective symptom testimony and properly

evaluated the medical opinion of Dr. Faurbo, and therefore upheld the Commissioner’s decision.
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1:25-cv-0161-SKO

affirmed

Plaintiff sought judicial review under 42 U.S.C. § 405(g) of the
Commissioner's final decision denying her application for disability
insurance benefits and supplemental security income. The parties

submitted briefs without oral argument.

The court may set aside the Commissioner's denial of benefits only if
the ALJ's findings are based on legal error or are not supported by
substantial evidence in the record as a whole. Substantial evidence is
more than a mere scintilla and means such relevant evidence as a
reasonable mind might accept as adequate to support a conclusion. The
court must uphold an ALJ's reasonable interpretation of the evidence
when the evidence is susceptible to more than one rational
interpretation, subject to harmless-error review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the ALJ provided legally sufficient reasons supported by substantial evidence for discounting

Plaintiff's testimony concerning the intensity, persistence, and limiting effects of her symptoms.

2. Whether the ALJ properly evaluated and discounted Dr. Faurbo's medical opinion under 20 C.F.R. §
404.1520c.

3. Whether any error in the ALJ's failure to link normal mental-health and cognitive findings to specific

portions of Plaintiff's testimony was harmful.

HOLDINGS

1. The ALJ properly discounted Plaintiff's testimony concerning the extent of her limitations because the
ALJ identified clear and convincing reasons, including Plaintiff's daily activities and improvement with

treatment, that were supported by substantial evidence.

2. The ALJ erred by failing to link the normal mental-health and cognitive findings to specific portions of

Plaintiff's testimony, but the error was harmless.

3. The ALJ properly evaluated Dr. Faurbo's opinion under the revised Social Security regulations because
the ALJ addressed its supportability and consistency and supported the conclusion with substantial

evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This is a highly deferential standard of review.” (Opinion at I11.B)

“If 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 they give “specific, clear and convincing reasons”

for the rejection.” (Opinion at IV.A.1)

“Accordingly, under the new regulations, “the decision to discredit any medical opinion, must simply be

supported by substantial evidence.”” (Opinion at [V.B.1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Angela Lee alleged disability beginning May 7, 2021, based principally on depression, anxiety, cognitive and
learning problems, memory problems, and low vision. She had a GED and no past relevant work. Medical
records documented generally normal cognition, insight, judgment, intelligence, attention, and concentration,
and reflected improvement or stability with medication. She also reported activities including cooking, using a

computer and telephone, reading, and using public transportation.
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The Commissioner denied Plaintiff's applications initially and on reconsideration. After two administrative
hearings, an ALJ found Plaintiff not disabled under the Social Security Act because she could perform work
existing in significant numbers in the national economy. The Appeals Council denied review on September 4,
2024, making the ALJ's decision final. The district court affirmed the Commissioner's decision and directed

entry of judgment for Defendant.
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