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The issue is whether the Office of Workers' Compensation Programs properly terminated
appellant’ s benefits on the basis that she no longer suffered any residuals due to her June 1, 1989
employment injury.

The Board has given careful consideration to the issue involved, the contentions of the
parties on appeal and the entire case record. The Board finds that the decision of the hearing
representative of the Office dated and made final on November 18, 1999 is in accordance with
the facts and the law in this case and hereby adopts the findings and conclusions of the Office
hearing representative.

On appeal, appellant argues that the Office hearing representative erred in not addressing
a September 27, 1999 report of Dr. Walsh which was submitted to the Office on or about
October 13, 1999. Appellant further argues that, as the Office referral physician, Dr. Stanley E.
Donahoo, diagnosed a “chronic pain syndrome” the Office should have further developed the
evidence on that issue or asked Dr. Donahoo for clarification. It is important to note that the
Office has not accepted such condition as being causally related to appellant’s accepted
employment injuries. As such “chronic pain syndrome’ condition was not an accepted
condition, appellant has the burden to establish that any condition is causaly related to her
original work injuries The fact that the etiology of a disease or condition is unknown or
obscure neither relieves appellant of the burden of establishing a causal relationship by the
weight of the medical evidence nor does it shift the burden of proof to the Office to disprove an
employment relationship.? Additionally, as the case record before the Board is devoid of the
alleged September 27, 1999 report from Dr. Walsh, the Office hearing representative did not err
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in closing the record as no additional evidence was received. The Board' s jurisdiction on appeal
is limited to a review of the evidence which was in the case record before the Office at the time
of its final decision.® Accordingly, appellant may resubmit this evidence and any legal
contenticzns to the Office accompanied by a request for reconsideration pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 8
8128(a).

The decision of the Office of Workers Compensation Programs dated November 18,
1999 is affirmed.
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