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t? n examine Lion cl .f the record of this matter reveals witt-,out 

quest:inv tha.t Claimant was in violation of Rule G at the time 4.3: 

the accident in this particular situation. That type of offEnce 

aensr-allv is recnanized 15 a dismissal infraction. and for G3cl.3 

rL+a-;a,i . In addiction 5 it is also ob~.~luus that there was nix 

explanation for the accident by Claimant which wa5 satisfactorv 

cm the reccsrd. Based an the entire record of this situatior,. hit 

IF- the Hoard's view that dlsm~ssal was too harsh a penalty under 

t Iw circumstances, particularly in view of Claimants Pi-IQ!- 

recurd. The Hoard believes tha,t he should be reinstated to dut:: 

with all rights unimpaired , but AS penalty for his cl~!al- 

v.Lo1at.loI-i * ,-,!I rnnponsatlon 'for- t1cne lost. ki i 5 retctrra .to dut, " 

however, c ihei 1 1 be &?fItLli-ElV ccnditioned on when and wh~tiier Pa 

paz.ses a Ireturn-to-rrur-I: ph\;sical examination to the satlEiaCt.L.~:~l 

cl I' cat-t- 1.E r . 




