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PER CURIAM  

 

 Petitioner, Johannah Sholomisky, a former corrections officer, appeals 

from the final agency decision of the Board of Trustees, Police and Firemen's 

Retirement System (the Board), that denied her application for accidental 

disability retirement benefits.  Throughout the administrative proceedings — the 

initial rejection of petitioner's application, the contested hearing before an 

Administrative Law Judge (ALJ), and the Board's final consideration of 

petitioner's objections to the ALJ's decision — the parties' primary dispute was 

whether petitioner's disability directly resulted from the trauma she suffered 

while subduing a prisoner during the course of her employment, or from a pre-

existing medical condition.  The ALJ and the Board found credible the medical 

evidence that petitioner's disability was not the direct result of a traumatic event. 

 We affirm.  The Board's decision is supported by sufficient credible 

evidence on the record as a whole.  R. 2:11-3(e)(1)(D).  Petitioner's arguments 

are without sufficient merit to warrant further discussion in a written opinion.  

R. 2:11-3(e)(1)(E).   

 Affirmed. 

  


