
BEFORE THE ARKANSAS WORKERS’ COMPENSATION COMMISSION

CLAIM F602146

SHANNON N. HENSON,
EMPLOYEE    CLAIMANT

ST. JOSEPH’S MERCY
HEALTH CENTER,
SELF-INSURED EMPLOYER         RESPONDENT

SISTERS OF MERCY
HEALTH SYSTEM,
BENEFITS ADMINISTRATOR          RESPONDENT

OPINION FILED JULY 25, 2006,

Pursuant to a hearing conducted July 11, 2006, before Administrative Law Judge Richard B.
Calaway in Little Rock, Pulaski County, Arkansas, with

Mr. Randy P. Murphy, Attorney at Law, Little Rock, Arkansas, appearing for the respondents, and

Ms. Shannon N. Henson, Hot Springs, Arkansas, pro se, failing to appear.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This was a hearing to consider the Motion to Dismiss filed on behalf of the respondents.

From a review of the file, it appears that in February, 2006, the claimant reported to the

employer that she had suffered respiratory distress as the result of chemicals that were sprayed in her

work area.  In a letter dated February 28, 2006, the respondents advised the claimant that her injury

was not a result of her job and that her claim was being denied.  In a March 10, 2006, letter, the

claimant advised the Commission that she had reported her alleged injuries to the employer on

February 19, 2006, and that a claim was filed on February 23, 2006, but that the respondents had

denied the claim.  A hearing was requested.  The AR-C was not in the Commission file, although

a Form AR-N signed by the claimant did appear in the Commission file.
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In a letter dated March 24, 2006, a legal advisor advised the parties that mediation was

available to them and that the file would be forwarded to an Administrative Law Judge April 8 if the

parties had not by then completed the Preliminary Notice.

After the file was forwarded, a notice dated April 11, 2006, was sent to the claimant at her

last known address and to respondent’s counsel scheduling a telephone prehearing conference for

May 16, 2006.  The respondents filed a response to the prehearing questionnaire and were available

by counsel at the time of the prehearing conference.  However, the claimant did not respond to the

questionnaire and was not available for the prehearing conference by telephone.  A prehearing order

dated May 16, 2006, returned the file to general files.

On June 13, 2006, the Commission received the Motion to Dismiss filed on behalf of the

respondents.  The hearing was scheduled for July 11, 2006.  Written notice of the hearing was

provided to the parties, including the claimant, by certified and regular mail directed to her last

known address.  On July 7, 2006, the claimant’s response was received by the Commission, stating

that she had no objection to the claim being dismissed.  At the hearing, the claimant failed to appear,

consistent with her previous response, and the Motion to Dismiss was granted.

Accordingly, at this time, the Motion should be, and it is hereby, granted, and this claim is

dismissed without prejudice.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

                                                            
    RICHARD B. CALAWAY
    Administrative Law Judge


