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The issue is whether appellant established that she suffered an injury in the performance
of duty.

On April 15, 2002 appellant, then a 25-year-old pharmacist, filed a notice of occupational
disease alleging that frequent stapling caused pain and tingling in her right wrist.

In a June 10, 2002 letter, the Office of Workers Compensation Programs advised
appellant of the factual and medical evidence required to establish her claim for an occupational
disease.

In response to the Office' s June 2, 2002 letter, appellant submitted a position description
for astaff pharmacist. He did not provide any medical evidence to support her claim.

In adecision dated August 19, 2002, the Office denied compensation on the grounds that
appellant failed to establish fact of injury.

The Board finds that appellant failed to establish that she sustained aright wrist condition
in the performance of duty.’

An employee seeking benefits under the Federa Employees Compensation Act has the
burden of establishing the essential elements of his or her claim, including the fact that the
individual is an employee of the United States within the meaning of the Act; that the claim was
filed within the applicable time limitation of the Act; that an injury was sustained while in the
performance of duty as alleged; and that any disability and/or specific condition, for which

! Although appellant submitted evidence on appeal, the Board's jurisdiction is limited to a review of the evidence
that was before the Office at the time it issued its final decision; see 20 C.F.R. § 501.2(c); Thomas W. Sevens,
50 ECAB 288 (1999). However, the Board’'s decision does not preclude appellant from submitting additional
evidence to the Office along with a request for reconsideration.



compensation is claimed are causally related to the employment injury. These are the essentia
elements of each and every compensation claim regardless of whether the claim is predicated
upon atraumatic injury or occupational disease.?

In this case, appellant has not submitted any medical evidence to substantiate an injury or
to establish that she has a work-related right wrist condition. Because appellant bears the burden
of proof to establish fact of injury, the Office properly denied compensation.

The decision of the Office of Workers' Compensation Programs dated August 19, 2002 is
hereby affirmed.
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