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The Second Division consisted of the repular members and in
ition Referee David P. Twomey when awerd was rendered.
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epilepsy to debermine vhether or not Claiment bad epilepsy. Rule 58 is
clear thet the Gen erwl Cheivman rust submit medlicol findinss in conflict
with that of the Cavricr's hefore a neutral doctor can be scliected. Since
the CQrgenization Hac nu* done so, 1T hze no Agre nent support for & reguoest
for a specialist. Tndc e eport of Dr. Heller, & neurologist,
on l7ch 21, 17k, Claiment lost consciousness while driving his
oblile off duby was 1nvolv0d in en auwo accident. Yhile leaving the
he neda a gr izure observed by hospital

ds, lHe was 1‘~e‘i‘:uwr>d to the

; aiznb’'s own

i
X
.
C

e
=
<
N
[
o
93
F.J
¢
i

physicien's Tindiags an's findings, the Carrier had
no conﬂrsw"’wl or oth

he Beard to find that the Carrier's
o be free from ceizures for a
unreasonable given the nabture ol

1

ﬁﬁ?ire of the wwrik off 2 Carman. Ve

dic:dl

et
[FS
o
IS
:

have Ffound Lho

the Carriecr’s

2

These abanda

» Ll

1’ R
! !.1.....<

5 Gl Ly

Therefore, the Cloins
k shinll e 0y

Go rveturr to work as a Carman hag noe
B
thig clain.

Te

-
Tyey rengy
AS O

“LL """

ri S ;
uld cerve tne Larrﬁer and ot risk injury

Cleim denied.
WATTONAL, RATILROAD ADJUSTIENT BOALRD
By Order of Second Division
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30th day of September, 1977.




