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William Campbell appeals the district court’s order affirming the Commissioner

of Social Security’s denial of Campbell’s application for disability insurance benefits

under Title II of the Social Security Act.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291,

and affirm.
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This court reviews de novo the district court’s order upholding the

Commissioner’s denial of benefits.  Brewes v. Comm’r of Soc. Sec. Admin., 682 F.3d

1157, 1161 (9th Cir. 2012).  The disability determination will be affirmed unless it was

not supported by substantial evidence or is based on a legal error.  Berry v. Astrue, 622

F.3d 1228, 1231 (9th Cir. 2010).

The ALJ denied Campbell’s claim at Step 2 of the five-step sequential evaluation

to determine disability.  20 C.F.R. § 404.1520.  The ALJ concluded that Campbell failed

to prove that he had a disabling severe impairment before June 13, 1977, the last date

Campbell was insured.  

An ALJ may reject a treating physician’s opinion that is “conclusory and brief

and unsupported by clinical findings.”  Tonapetyan v. Halter, 242 F.3d 1144, 1149 (9th

Cir. 2001).  The medical report of Dr. Rob Neils stated that Campbell could not sustain

gainful activity since his stint in the Navy due to post traumatic stress disorder.  This

conclusion, however, was based on Campbell’s employment history, not on clinical

findings or medical records of any kind.  Substantial evidence supported the decision to

reject Dr. Neils’s diagnosis.

AFFIRMED.


