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: PLB 5724
Case Neo., 12

Award No. 12

Page Twe

On acpeal, the Petitioner contended that Claimant was
suZfering Zrom Resistant Impingament Syndrome and was scheduled
for arthroscepic suirzgery Crn zpreal, the Carxisr made no change
in the discipline, so the disguis was submit:tad to this Board,
and Claimant iInZormed ¢ thes Zcz2xd’s hearing cace and time.

Aft=ar reviswing tne sntirs c=zcord In this case, we ars not
convincad that Carrier preoved g charge of fazlsification of an
injury filed against Claimanz, so we will restore him to service,
wizn senicrxicy unimpaired, withcout compensatian for time lost;
for it appezrs Claimant was, znd 13, medically disqualifisd from
ceriorming servize IZcoxr tThe Caxrisr,

TINDINGS:
The Agresement was viclazzcz,

-

ﬁ’ e 7

L/ -
l/é[‘.@.—.‘/ - e A
Wi_liam F. Euker, Neutral Memger

= - I - e o o= arn
= - SQrrow, CUrJENlzZatish MamIer

A At
" i a

A _ At AT
R R ’9 -




