
EATxmL  RAmmAD  AIuummm  BoAED

TRlRDDlYSSI!2R

VilUaaG. Cqles, Referee

.%¶!A- 0F CrAM:‘clalm of the Systa Cfaaalttee of the Brofbrhood
m-9552) that:

QPIilml cv EhfD: ear date or Jannary  23, 1981, the Sumor oi cw
Opemtiona acnt a let&r to tZaiaant, an eaploye with a

semice date or ~rtlg 16,1m, dinotixg her to report for an invcst~tion:

*...far the purpose  or aa- the facts ad deteamiuing
your napooeibility, ii any, In conwaction with your alleged
failure as reuuirad  by ccarpurs  rules to repa& or fd.txrtify
a persoral. inJury which you now allege took place on or
aboutAu@st1978at69C0Scndh  CenfxalA-renue,Chiarg~,.
~is,as~~@~nts' firrrt lmmleQebeFngJanmy22,
l@l onreceipt  ofaletter &tedJamrary19,1@.f.n~
'a zmmed ad designated law .3n' which you have retained
in a claia for damages  against  the Qrrier...'

Au iuvesti&ion was held ad Claimant suspended from actual service
for 60 days, a peri beginning February 9 fnr? ending April 10, 196l. The
disciplinewas appealedthrough theprocedures for handling suchdisputes to
this Board. The Claimant maintained the d.lscipU~~ uas without justification.

!Che facts arethatfronAugust6 tlirougb September 1, 1978, Claimsnt
was offworkdueto  i.Uness. There was trouble diagnosing her IUness which MS
ul.tfmately  diagnosed as oculsr hlstoplasmosls. Eefore Claimant returned to work
she was examhd by the Csxrler physiclan on August 31, 1978. The report was not
nade a part of the record. The Claimant statedatthe  hearingthatshe  advised
her imudiate supemisor of her codition. There was uo contrary evidence in
the record.
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Fne rnler'r  -se Is bared on itd contention that cl.alnant fall03 to re-
p&her coid.ltioaasworkreUt4anilshewiUuUy concealedthis  frosthe Qrrier.

Dated at Qhlcqo,  Illinois,  thin 15th by or Jmrc1963.


