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BEFORE THE ARKANSAS WORKERS’ COMPENSATION COMMISSION

CLAIM. NO. 310189

WILMA BRADFORD, EMPLOYEE                          CLAIMANT

BAPTIST MEMORIAL HOSPITAL- -BLYTHEVILLE,
SELF-INSURED EMPLOYER         RESPONDENT

RECIPROCAL GROUP, THIRD PART ADMINISTRATOR         RESPONDENT

OPINION FILED JULY 16, 2004

Hearing before Administrative Law Judge Andrew L. Blood, on April 30, 2004, at Oscoela,
Mississippi County, Arkansas.

Claimant represented by the Honorable Kristofer E. Richardson, Attorney at Law, Jonesboro,
Arkansas.

Respondent represented by the Honorable Fletcher Long, Jr., Attorney at Law, Forrest City,
Arkansas.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A hearing was conducted in the above-referenced claim to determine the claimant’s

entitlement to workers’ compensation benefits.

On or about December 2, 2003, a pre-hearing conference was conducted in this claim,

from which a Pre-hearing Order was entered.  The Pre-hearing Order reflects stipulations entered

by the parties, the issues to be addressed during the course of the hearing, and the parties’

respective contentions relative to the issues.  The Pre-hearing Order is herein designated a part of

the record as Commission Exhibit #1.

The testimony of Wilma Bradford, the claimant, and Lisa Carter, coupled with the April

20, 2004, deposition of Linda Pryor, along with  medical reports and other documents comprise

the record in this claim.  Due to the difficulty on the part of the parties in securing claimant’s
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medical records from out of state medical providers, at the conclusion of the hearing the parties

were allowed forty-five (45) days from the date of the hearing to submit medical records obtained

subsequent to hearing for inclusion in the hearing record.  In correspondence dated June 14,

2004, claimant submitted two (2) pages of medical records from the Regional Medical Center at

Memphis for inclusion in the record.  The two-page exhibit is herein designated a part of the

hearing record as Claimant Supplemental Exhibit #1.

In correspondence dated June 14, 2004, respondent’s attorney noted receipt of records of

the claimant’s previous surgery.  The correspondence expressed desire on the part of

respondent’s attorney to submit the claimant’s current medical records from Semmes-Murphy

Clinic along with the records of pervious surgery to an independent neurosurgeon.  After noting

that claimant’s attorney was amenable, respondent’s attorney requested an additional thirty (30)

days to decide if there was anything else he wished to submit.  Per correspondence dated June 21,

2004, the parties were given an extension of until July 16, 2004, to submit any further exhibits

for inclusion in the record.  Thereafter the hearing record would be deemed closed.

DISCUSSION

 Wilma Bradford, the claimant, with a date of birth of March 29, 1947, worked in surgery

as a surgical nurse for respondent for a period of thirty-one (31) years.  Claimant last discharged

employment duties for respondent on September 15, 2003, the date of her accident.

Claimant’s testimony reflect that she underwent surgery in 1992 for removal of a meninga

fiber tumor from her brain.  Claimant denies any residual effects or symptoms from the surgery,

and notes that she was back at work in two (2) weeks following the procedure. 

Prior to September 2003, claimant suffered two other work-related injuries.  Claimant
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testified that approximately one month prior to an October 2002, she burned her hand on the

autoclave door.  On October 29, 2002, claimant tripped and fell in the floor at work fracturing

her right kneecap.  Claimant concedes that in the fall she just fell in the hall of the hospital while

walking without the presence of an obstruction or slippery surface. (RX. #1).  

Further, the evidence in the record reflects that on April 9, 2003, claimant underwent

gastric bypass surgery under the care of Dr. Phillip Alston.  As a result of the gastric bypass

surgery, claimant testified that she eats less, and that she is unable too much at all without getting

nauseated.  Claimant denies experiencing dizziness or fainting as a result of the procedure. (T.

24).    Claimant acknowledge that during the time she was undergoing weight loss, following the

gastric bypass procedure, she was having trouble with her blood pressure fluctuating.  Claimant

was seeing Dr. Ronald  Smith, a Blytheville family physician, about the blood pressure problem. 

At one point claimant’s blood pressure went down below normal resulting in a feeling of

weakness.  The complaint was relayed to Dr. Smith, who modified her medication.  Claimant

maintains that by the time of her September 15, 2003, fall her blood pressure was under control

and she was no longer feeling weak.  Claimant denies that she suffers from diabetes or has been

diagnosed with same.

Claimant acknowledged that during her deposition the testified regarding a fall suffered

in a hotel in Memphis that when she stood up and started to take a step, she lost her balance. 

Claimant explained that later, in talking with her daughter, she was informed that she tripped

over an innertube of her grandson, who had been swimming in the hotel pool. (T. 25).

Regarding the September 15, 2003, injury suffered by the claimant, which serves as the

basis for the present claim, claimant testified:
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Well, I had gone - - we was dong cystos, and I had gone
to the autoclave to get the flash pan which we sterilize the instruments
in.  And I was carrying it back to the cysto room, and - -

*                   *                *

And I already had a patient in the room, on the table.  And
when I was carrying the flash pan of sterilized instruments back, I 
slipped and fell.  And when I hit the floor with my bottom, I fell over
backwards and my head hit the floor.  I did not pass out. . . (T. 22).

Claimant testified that she was not aware of any water on the floor before she fell, however

maintains that the same was pointed out to her by co-workers after the fall.  Claimant further

maintains that she specifically remembers her foot going out from under her in the accidental fall.

The testimony in the record reflects that the flash pack is the container in which surgical

instruments are placed, which is then placed in the autoclave for sterilization.  Condensation is

produced due to the heat of the autoclave.  The flash pack is sealed down around the edges and

fastened on each end.  The flash pack is approximately 18-20 inches long and 12 inches wide.  In

the instant claim, once the flash pack, with the sterile instruments inside, was removed from the

autoclave by the claimant she proceeded down the hall, 15 to 25 feet from the autoclave to the

cysto room.  

Claimant acknowledged that she never saw moisture on the floor prior to her fall on

September 15, 2003, nor were there any obstructions in the hall as she proceeded to the cysto

room.  After falling with the flash pack, claimant’s testimony reflects, she saw moisture in the

floor.  

Linda Carter, nurse manager of surgical services for respondent-employer, testified

regarding her recollections of the claimant’s September 15, 2003, fall:
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I was either in my office near the desk area.  I
can’t recall the exact location.

                      *            *               *

We  - - I heard a large crash that sounded like
instruments, like a tray of instruments had fallen.

           *            *             *

We started - - I started toward the direction of
the sound, and when I got close there, Ernie Ott had said,
yelled to me - - he’s one of the certified registered nurse
anaesthetists - - to get the crash cart which has our emergency
equipment and bring it around, that Wilma had fallen out. (T. 42-43)

Ms. Carter testified that when she arrived at the claimant’s location, claimant was beyond

the cysto room door.  Ms. Carter’s testimony reflects that she did not see any obstructions in the

hallway in the area where claimant had fallen, nor did she see any moisture on the floor, from

where she was located.  Ms. Carter testified that when she arrived at the claimant’s location to

render assistance:

When I first came to her, she was not conscious.  Then
she regained consciousness as we were there with her.

                *                 *                *

I asked her if she had tripped on something or had
slipped and she said, “No.  I just stumbled and fell.”  (T. 44)

Ms. Carter testified that less than a minute lapsed between the time she heard the crash

and the time she arrived at the claimant’s location.  Ms. Carter’s testimony further reflects that

less than a minute elapsed between the time of her arrival to the claimant’s location and the point

in time that claimant regained consciousness.

Following the claimant’s fall, she was transported, initially by stretcher to the emergency
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room of respondent, and later by helicopter to the MED in Memphis in critical condition.  At the

time claimant was seen in the emergency room of respondent on September 15, 2003, she had a

blood pressure of 170/83 and a glucose of 98.  The clinical impression of the claimant’s

complaint as assessed by the emergency room physician was “subdural

hematoma/traumatic”.(JX. 1, p. 1-3).  A CT of the claimant’s head, obtained during the

September 15, 2003, emergency room visit disclosed “ moderately large subdural hematoma

right frontotemporal aspect of the brain with midline shift”. (JX. 1, p. 4).

Claimant underwent surgery upon her arrival the MED on September 15, 2003, and

remained in coma thereafter for a period of time.  While claimant acknowledged that her

daughter handled her affairs during her incapacitation, to include canceling any scheduled

appointments.   Claimant was unable to speak to her until she came out of her coma,

approximately one and one-half weeks following her injury.  Claimant had trach for a period

afterwards.  Accordingly, claimant was unable to communicate to her daughter a basis for the

September 15, 2003, fall, such that same could be relayed to any doctor with whom she had an

appointment. (JX. 3).

A September 19, 2003, operative report relative to the claimant, reflects in pertinent part:

INDICATIONS FOR PROCEDURE: Miss Wilma Bradford is a 
56-year-old white female who slipped and fell at work and sustained
a right subdural hematoma and right temporal contusion.  She was 
taken to the operating room initially on presentation for evacuation
of her subdural hematoma via a right frontotemporoparietal craniotomy.
She tolerated this procedure well and on postoperative day 2, had a 
deterioration in her mental status.  Followup CT showed increasing
edema around the right temporal tip with associated midline shift.
Therefore, the decision was made to decompress her temporal lobe
and take her to the operating room.(Claimant Supplemental Exhibit).
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Claimant has not worked since her September 15, 2003, fall at work.  Claimant asserts

entitlement to workers’ compensation benefits relative to the injuries sustained in the September

15, 2003, accident, to include medical and indemnity.

After a thorough consideration of all the evidence in this record, to include the testimony

of the witnesses, review of the medical reports, and application of the appropriate statutory

provisions and case law, I make the following:

FINDINGS

1. The Arkansas Workers’ Compensation Commission has jurisdiction of this claim.

2. On September 15, 2003, the relationship of employee-employer existed between

the parties.

3. On September 15, 2003, the claimant earned wages sufficient to entitle her to 

weekly compensation benefits at the maximum applicable rate.

4. On September 15, 2003, the claimant sustained an injury arising out of and in the

course of her employment. 

5. The claimant was temporarily totally disabled for the period September 16, 2003, 

and continuing through the end of her healing period.

6. The respondent shall pay all reasonable hospital and medical expenses arising out 

of the injury of September 15, 2003.

7. The respondent has controverted this claim in its entirety.

CONCLUSIONS

On September 15, 2003, claimant suffered injuries in a fall at work which required

medical treatment and rendered her totally incapacitated from engaging in gainful employment. 
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Claimant asserts entitlement to workers’ compensation benefits as a result of the injuries, to

include medical and indemnity benefits.  Respondent asserts that the claimant’s injuries resulted

from an idiopathic fall as opposed to an unexplained fall, and has denied liability for the payment

of workers’ compensation benefits.  The present claim is one governed by the provisions of Act

796 of 1993, in that claimant asserts entitlement to workers’ compensation benefits as a result of

an injury having been sustained subsequent to the effective date of the afore provision.

Pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. § 11-9-102 (4) (i) (Repl. 2002), the claimant has the burden

of proving her compensable injury by a preponderance of the evidence.  Ark. Code Ann. § 11-9-

102 (4) (A) (i) (Repl. 2002) defines a compensable injury as one arising out of and in the course

of employment.  A compensable injury must be established by medical evidence supported by

objective findings.  Ark. Code Ann. § 11-9-102 (4) (D).  Objective findings,  pursuant to Ark.

Code Ann. § 11-9-102 (16), are those findings which cannot come under the voluntary control of

the claimant.  Carman v. Haworth Inc., 74 Ark. App. 55, 45 S.W. 3d 408 (2001).  Among other

things, in order to prove, the claimant must prove a causal relationship between her employment

and the injury.  Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. v. Westbrook, 77 Ark. App. 167, 72 S.W. 3d 880 (2002).

It is undisputed that claimant suffered a fall on September 15, 2003.  Further the medical

evidence in the record reflects that as a result of the fall, in which claimant’s head struck the

floor, she was diagnosed with moderately large subdural hematoma on the right frontotemproal

aspect of the brain with midline shift for which she under two (2) surgical procedurals. 

Respondent asserts that the claimant’s fall was idiopathic and non-compensable.

An idiopathic injury is one whose cause is personal in nature, or peculiar to the

individual.  Kuhn v. Majestic Hotel, 324 Ark. 21, 918 S.W. 2d 158 (1996); Little Rock
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Convention & Visitors Bur. v. Pack, 60 Ark. App. 82, 959 S.W. 2d 415 (1997).  Where a

claimant suffers an unexplained injury at work, it is generally compensable.  Injuries sustained

due to an unexplained cause are different from injuries where the cause is idiopathic.  Because an

idiopathic injury is not related to employment, it is generally not compensable unless conditions

related to the employment contribute to the risk by placing the employee in a position, which

increases the dangerous effect of the fall.  

Idiopathic is defined as peculiar to the individual, arising spontaneously or from an

obscure or unknown cause.  In the instant claim, claimant suffered at least two (2) falls prior to

the September 15, 2003, fall, which is the subject of this claim.  On October 29, 2002, while

walking down a hallway at work, claimant stumped her toe and fell, sustaining an injury to her

right knee.  In 2003, while in the company of family members in a hotel in Memphis, claimant

suffered a fall which resulted in an injury to her eye.  Initially, claimant explained the fall as the

product of getting up too fast.  Later, claimant relayed that it had been bought to her attention by

her daughter that the fall was caused by the fact that she tripped over a swimming innertube that

her grandson had left in the floor.

In April 2003, claimant underwent gastric bypass surgery.  Claimant later experienced

some fluctuating blood pressure problems, which on occasions caused her some weakness. 

Claimant was monitored by her family physician for the blood pressure concern, and the same

had been addressed prior to the September 15, 2003, accidental fall.   There is no evidence in the

record to reflect that the claimant’s September 15, 2003, accidental fall was the product of

fluctuating blood pressure problems, fainting, or diabetes.  Claimant has consistently maintained

that as she was proceeding from the autoclave with the flash pack of sterilized instruments to the
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cysto room, she “stumbled and fell”.  Claimant did not see any water or moisture on the floor

prior to her fall, however recalled her foot slipping out from under her in the fall.  There was

moisture or water noted on the floor as claimant was assisted following the fall.  The evidence in

the record preponderates that claimant, that while within the course and scope of her

employment, performing employment service,  stumped and fell thereby sustaining her injuries. 

Claimant’s injuries of September 15, 2003, were not personal in nature, but arose out of and in

the course of her employment, and are compensable.  Respondent has controverted this claim in

its entirety.

Medical treatment rendered to the claimant relative to her injuries of September 15, 2003,

has been reasonably necessary for the treatment of the injuries receive in the accident. 

Respondent is liable for the cost of said treatment pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. § 11-9-508. 

Further the evidence preponderates that the claimant has remained within her healing period

subsequent to the September 15, 2003, compensable injury, and has not been released to return to

work.  Claimant last discharged employment duties on September 15, 2003, and has been totally

incapacitated from engaging in gainful employment since her compensable injury.  Claimant is

entitled to the payment of temporary total disability benefits while within her healing period and

totally incapacitated from engaging in gainful employment.  Respondent has controverted

claimant’s entitlement to medical and indemnity benefits growing out of her September 15, 2003,

compensable injury.

AWARD

Respondent is hereby ordered and directed to pay to the claimant temporary total 

disability benefits at the weekly compensation rate of $440.00, for the period beginning
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September 16, 2003, and continuing through the end of her healing period, a date to be

determined.  Said sums accrued shall be paid in lump without discount.

Respondent is further ordered and directed to pay all reasonable related medical, hospital,

nursing and other apparatus expenses, to include medical related travel, growing out of the

claimant’s compensable injury of September 15, 2003.

Maximum attorney fees are herein awarded to the claimant’s attorney, the Honorable

Kristofer E. Richardson, on the controverted portion of this award, pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §

11-9-715 as amended by Act. 1281 of 2001, to be paid by respondent.

This award shall bear interest at the legal rate pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. § 11-9-809,

until paid.

Matters not addressed herein are expressly reserved.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

______________________________
Andrew L. Blood, 

    Administrative Law Judge  
  

  


