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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A hearing was conducted in the above style claim to determine the claimant’s entitlement

to workers’ compensation benefits.  On May 7, 2012, a pre-hearing conference was conducted in

this claim, from which a Pre-hearing Order of the same date was filed.  The Pre-hearing Order

reflects stipulations entered by the parties, the issues to be addressed during the course of the

hearing, and the contentions of the parties relative to the afore.  The Pre-hearing Order is herein

designated a part of the record as Commission Exhibit #1. 

The testimony of Johnny C. Oldman – the claimant, and Lloyd McEntire, coupled with

medical reports and other documents comprise the record in this claim.

DISCUSSION

John Oldman, the claimant, with a date of birth of April 30, 1975, completed the ninth

grade.  The claimant commenced his employment with respondent-employer on July 30, 2009. 
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The claimant presently drives a mixer truck in his employment with respondent-employer.

The claimant maintains that he sustained an injury in the form of a hernia within the course

and scope of his employment.  Regarding his employment duties at the time of the injury, the

testimony of the claimant reflects:

     I worked in pre-casts.  I worked in the shop working with
concrete, pouring concrete, setting forms, pulling up forms from - -
- or pulling the concrete when they’re done, resetting the forms and
pouring.  Just the same thing I been - - (T. 7).

The testimony of the claimant reflects that at the time he performed the afore job tasks, he also

drove a truck.   Claimant testified that his supervisor was Lloyd McEntire. 

Regarding the injury which serves as a basis for the present claim, the testimony of the

claimant reflects it occurred on December 9, 2011, a Friday.  The claimant further testified:

     Yeah, and I pulled a - - we were loading car stops; eight-foot
car stops.  And we loaded thirty-four of them on a truck, and, you
know, Lloyd, we’d been through many - - you know, every time
you get hurt, no matter how small you tell them that you got hurt. 
So, we all started doing it, and I - - 

     Are you?  I’m sorry.  I felt like I had pulled a stomach muscle in
my side right here, and I would - - you know, had worked with
pulled muscles all the time.  It could have been a pulled muscle and
it may not have been.  And I told Lloyd, and then, it was close to
the end of the day, and we went home. (T. 8).

The testimony of the claimant reflects that over the weekend he laid around, and sat around

relaxing.  The claimant maintains that he did not engage in any strenuous physical activities over

the weekend.  As to the complaint which he attributed as a pulled muscle, the claimant relayed:

     It eased up a lot.  It got a lot better.  I come in and worked on
Monday.  And I thought I was okay; I just didn’t push it too hard,
and I was fine. (T. 9).
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The claimant testified that he performed regular job duties on Monday, December 12, 2011,

which included breaking down forms requiring physical activities of lifting, pulling, and pushing. 

The claimant offered regarding any troubles experienced on Monday:

     No.  I could feel the muscle a little; it was getting a little sorer as
the day went on that day. 

     But not too bad.  Not - - like, just sore muscle or feeling that
day. (T. 9-10).

The claimant offered that he thought his “pulled muscle” would get better as long as he took it

easy.

The claimant returned to work on Tuesday, December 13, 2011.  The claimant testified

regarding the events and work duties of December 13, 2011:

     Well, we went through the day, worked.  I hauled - - I worked
in the shop, and I hauled - - I can’t remember.  I know I hauled - -
worked in the shop all day, and I hauled the last load of the day,
and it was going to go out to the Cache River.  The water was up
real high, and they couldn’t - - we’ve got a big metal bar on the
back of our truck we lift septic tanks with, and I had to take the bar
off and pull the truck up, and an excavator hooked up, took my bar,
and he had to take the tank to the hole.  My truck wouldn’t make it.
(T. 10).

The claimant estimated that the metal bar weighed approximately 250 pounds.  The claimant

continued regarding his activities while performing the afore task:

     And he hooked up to it.  And he got the excavator pretty - -
about as close as he could get to me at that point, and sat it down,
and me and another guy picked up each end of it, and we carried it
to my truck, and he walked off and they started doing their job. 
And I wasn’t quite close enough; so, I drug it.  And I didn’t have to
drag it vary far; just a few feet to get under my hook.

     And when I did, I got real sick at my stomach.  It felt like my
throat dropped, and I got real sick at my stomach, like, after you



4

eat something bad.  It was like you’d had something bad for lunch
or something.  I don’t know.  And I got a pain just under my belt
loop.  And so, I got it all hooked up and everything, though, and I
was just feeling sick, real nauseous.  And then, I thought I was
getting sick, and I got home - - or no, I go back to the shop, and I
didn’t say anything about it, and I just thought maybe I’m getting
real sick.  I went home that night, and it kept getting worse and
worse and worse all night.  Hurting worse under my belt loop. (T.
11).

The claimant testified that the symptoms that he experienced on Tuesday, December 13, 2011,

were not in the same location as the “pulled muscle”, noting that they were under his belt loop.

The claimant noted that when he woke up the next morning, December 14, 2011, he was

“hurting pretty bad”, and had planned to go to the doctor.  The claimant work before going to the

doctor.  The testimony of the claimant reflects, with respect to the events at work on December

14, 2011:

     Well, I was trying to talk to Lloyd, but Lloyd was real busy that
morning.  He was honestly - - he was real busy that morning, and
we had a truck broke down, and he asked me to run a truck to the
shop.  And I thought, “Okay.  I feel good enough just sitting in the
truck.  I’ll run the truck to the shop, and then, Patrick can bring me
back, and then, maybe I can get a chance to talk to him then.”  And
so, on the way to run the truck to the shop, I - - the trucks run
rough, and when I got to the stop sign, I pushed the clutch in, and
when I pushed the clutch in, I felt it pop out.  I felt it - - it popped
out.

     And that was it.  I just almost didn’t get the truck to the shop
and when I did get to the shop, it was all I could do, I mean, to get
him to - - I mean, I couldn’t hardly sit in the seat on the way back.
it just - - 
(T. 12).

The claimant testified that Patrick Thompson was driving the truck back later.  The claimant

maintains that he told Lloyd McEntire, his supervisor, that he needed to go to the doctor because
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he was hurt.  The testimony of the claimant reflects regarding the response of Mr. McEntire to his

reporting of the injury:

     He said, “No, you were already hurt.”  And I said, “No, I
wasn’t.”  And - - (T. 13).

The claimant offered that it appeared that Mr. McEntire did not want him to go to the doctor on

December 14, 2011.  The claimant continued, with respect to his conversation with Mr.

McEntire:

     Correct.  And I said, “I’m going anyway.”  I said, “Do I need to
take a drug test or fill out any paperwork?”  He said, “No.”  He
said, “It’s not “ - - he said, “It’s on you.” 

   
     He didn’t say go to the ER.  I just - - I said, “I’m going to the
ER.”  And I drove straight to the ER.  I didn’t have a choice, and I
had to - - I mean, I didn’t have a choice. (T. 13).

The testimony of the claimant reflects that once he arrived at the emergency room his complaint

was diagnosed as a hernia, arrangements were made for him to see a surgeon, and the surgery was

scheduled and performed a day or two later.  

Following the hernia repair surgery, the claimant testified that he returned to work on

Thursday, January 5, 2012.  The claimant has continued to work for respondent-employer  since

January 5, 2012, although he noted that “it’s still sore”. 

During cross-examination, the claimant again confirmed that on Friday, December 9,

2011, while picking up something at work he felt a pain in his left abdomen area.  The December

9, 2011, incident occurred near the end of he work day.  In providing notice to respondent-

employer at the time of the occurrence on Friday, December 9, 2011, the claimant noted that it

was quitting time and that everyone was standing by the truck when he informed Mr. McEntire of



6

the injury:

     Yeah.  I said, “It feels like I’ve pulled - - I’ve hurt my stomach
right here.  Pulled a muscle right here.” (T. 16). 

The claimant testified that he does not remember Mr. McEntire saying anything in response to his

comment.  The claimant acknowledged that he did not ask to go to the doctor at the time he made

his comment.  The claimant added:

     He was walking out with us.  We were lifting car stops.  He was
standing with us. (T. 17).

The claimant testified that Patrick Thompson was on the other end, lifting at the time of the

December 9, 2011, incident.  The claimant’s testimony also reflects that at the time he told Mr.

McEntire that he thought he had hurt himself or pulled a muscle in his stomach Mr. Thompson

was standing near the truck.  As to whether Mr. Thompson heard his comment to Mr. McEntire,

the claimant offered:

     I think so.  We were all standing there.  I believe so.  It’s been a
while back.  I’m pretty sure. (T. 18).

The claimant testified regarding his continuing symptom of pain and soreness in the left

side of his abdomen, which he attributed to the lifting incident of Friday, December 9, 2011:

     Yeah.  I went home after - - yeah.  I went home that evening,
and it eased up, and then, Monday I started working and it - - it
started hurting again as I was lifting, and - - but not so bad.  It felt
like it was actually getting better. (T. 18).

As to any stopping of work activity with the onset of pain due to the lifting, the claimant offered:

     No, I didn’t stop.  I backed off, but I didn’t stop.  

     I backed off.  Yeah, I just eased up.  You got pulled muscles all
the time.  You can’t stop for a pulled muscle. (T. 18).
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Regarding the second incident of lifting the steel bar on Tuesday, December 13, 2011, the

claimant testified who he was working with:

     I was on a truck - - a contractor.  I don’t know the man’s name. 
I only know it was - - we were doing a - - we were setting a septic
tank for a hunting club.  I don’t know if it was the guys that owned
the hunting club or what it was. (T. 18).

The testimony of the claimant reflects that symptoms he experienced on December 13, 2011, were

on the right side as opposed to the left side which was where the symptoms from the December 9,

2011, occurrence were located.  The hernia repair surgery was performed on the claimant’s right

side.  The claimant added regarding the afore:

     The right side.  It’s right here.  Here’s where I hurt that day,
right here, underneath.

     Just below my belt line.  I still hurt there today.

     He said it would take a year.  He said it would hurt for a year. 
And it still hurts, but it ain’t so bad.  I mean, I still - - he said - - the
doctor told me it would hurt for a year, and that’s okay. (T. 19).

The credible testimony of the claimant reflects that while he did not tell Mr. McEntire of

the December 13, 2011, incident, which involved his right side, on the day of the occurrence, he

did tell him about it the next day, Wednesday, December 14, 2011.  The claimant testified that

when he told Mr. McEntire on December 14, 2011, of his injury, it was at that time Mr. McEntire

responded, “No, you got hurt on Friday”, which was December 9, 2011.  The claimant further

testified, regarding his conversation with Mr. McEntire on December 14, 2011, and the need to

go to the doctor:

     He - - yeah.  When I called - - when I called Lloyd the day  - -
okay.  When I went to talk to Lloyd, Lloyd said that “No, you got
hurt on Friday.  You didn’t get hurt today.”  He said  - - and well, I
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told him, “When I was moving that,” and he said, “No.”  And then,
I just - - “You know, I did get hurt on Friday.  I didn’t report it.” 
So, how am I going to argue with that?  I don’t really understand
your question. 
(T. 20-21).  

The testimony of the claimant reflects that on December 9, 2011, he was picking up

concrete car stops, approximately thirty-four, and at the end of the day, he relayed that he thought

he had pulled a muscle in the left side of his abdomen.  On the Form AR-C, the claimant reported

that he was picking up a 250 pound metal bar at the time of the injury to the right side of his

abdomen, which happened on December 13, 2011.  The Form AR-C also reflects the claimant’s

account of “pushing in a clutch is when something popped”.  The claimant elaborated:

     That’s when it actually popped.  That’s when I felt it pop out. 
When I pushed in the clutch, that’s when I felt it pop out.

     And it just - - I was telling y’all exactly how - - exactly how, you
know - - (T. 22). 

During re-direct examination, the claimant confirmed that the movement of the metal bar

weighing approximately 250 pounds cause him to become sick.  At to whether the event was the

point of the occurrence of the hernia, the claimant offered:

     Absolutely.  Well, yeah - - well, I felt sick that day.  I felt odd. 
It’s real odd.  (T. 26). 

The claimant added, regarding the role of engaging the clutch in the manifestation of the hernia,

the claimant’s testimony reflects:

     Well, yeah.  Actually, when I got - - I got up that morning.   I
got up that morning, and I was hurting that morning.  I knew I
wasn’t going to be at work all day, but I thought I’d take the truck
to the shop.  And I’d get to talk to him a little bit later, when I got
back.  And when I pushed the clutch in, it actually - - it popped out.
(T. 26).
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The testimony of the claimant reflects that he had pain in two (2) separate places, the left side of

his stomach and on the right side of his stomach under his belt.

Lloyd McEntire, the manager of pre-cast for respondent-employer, testified that in

December 2011, he was the clamant’s direct supervisor.  Mr. McEntire’s testimony reflects that

the first time he heard from the claimant about a possible work-related injury was December 14,

2011.  Mr. McEntire testified, regarding the afore:

     He said - - well, he told me he just needed to go to the doctor
because he had hurt himself.

     He said he hurt himself on the Friday before that on car stops. 
(T. 37).

Mr. McEntire denies that the clamant told him about a lifting incident and hurting himself  before

December 14, 2011.   Mr. McEntire testified regarding his response when the claimant reported

on December 14, 2011, that he may have hurt himself:

     I told him that - - he told me, he said, “I need to go se a doctor,
I’ve hurt myself.”  I said, “Well, go.  I mean, you’re” - - you know
- - if you want to go to the doctor, go.” (T. 38).

As to whether he completed any type of paperwork at the time, Mr. McEntire testified:

     No, I didn’t know what to fill out.  He just said he needed to go
to the doctor. (T. 38). 

Responsive to whether the claimant ever said his need to go to the doctor was work related in any

way, Mr. McEntire testified:

      I’m not clear on that.  I don’t recall him saying on that day that
“I hurt myself on the car stops,” when he - - the day he had to go to
the doctor.  He just said that he’d been out there working and I’m -
- I’m almost certain it was on them car stops, but he said that he
hurt himself and needed to go to the doctor. (T. 39).
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Mr. McEntire maintains that the claimant never mentioned any other thing that he had been doing

at work that would have caused a hernia. 

Mr. McEntire testified that the car stop loading occurred on December 9, 2011, offering:

     That was on the 9th; the car stop thing happened on the 9th,
because that’s when we loaded them out for Louisiana, and then, he
told me on the 14th. 

     At 9:40 in the morning. (T. 40).

During cross-examination, Mr. McEntire confirmed that the clamant worked on Monday,

December 12, 2011.  Regarding the afore, Mr. McEntire testified:

     Oh, I’m sure he did.  I don’t - - you know, I don’t recall him
missing that day. (T. 40).  

As to whether the claimant work on Wednesday, December 14, 2011, Mr. McEntire’s testimony

reflects:

     No, he came in to work on the 14th. 

     He come to me at about 9:40.  He left at 9:49.

     On that day. (T. 40-41).

As to whether the claimant worked on Tuesday, December 13, 2011, Mr. McEntire testified:

     I’d have to look it up, but I’m sure he did.  I don’t remember
him being off. (T. 41).

Mr. McEntire confirmed that he did not complete a first report of injury on behalf of the claimant

or any paperwork:

     No, I didn’t fill out any paperwork, because I didn’t know what
to fill out.  He just said he needed to go see a doctor. (T. 41). 

While the record does not contain the emergency room records relative to the claimant’s
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visit of December 14, 2011, the evidence in the record does corroborate the claimant’s testimony

regarding the St. Bernards Medical Center emergency room visit of December 14, 2011.  

Specifically, the record reflects the presence of a bill regarding services rendered to the claimant

on December 14, 2011, at the emergency room of St. Bernards Medical Center.  The afore

reflects the services of a non-invasive pulse oximetry and emergency evaluation and management

both by Dr. Allen totaling $600.00. (CX #1).  The claimant testified that it was as a result of the

emergency room evaluation that the became aware of the hernia diagnosis.

On December 15, 2011, the claimant was seen by a surgeon, Dr. William McAlexander,

with Jonesboro Surgical Associates.  The report generated as a result of the afore visit reflects, in

pertinent part:

REASON FOR VISIT
“I have a hernia.”

*       *       *

Hernia HPI
COMPLAINT /DURATION/TIMING  Mr. Johnny Oldman is a 36
y/o male presenting to the clinic for evaluation of RIH.  Patient
reports that approximately 2 weeks ago he began to have “stomach
pain” after lifting a heavy block.  He reports that the pain improved
after taking Tylenol.  He reports that last Friday during lifting he
began to have R groin pain, but pain improved with rest.  He now
reports a visible bulge to R groin. 

*          *          *

DIAGNOSES/TREATMENTS/PLAN FOR THIS
ENCOUNTER
12/15/2011         Hernia, inguinal, bilateral

DX note:    Symptomatic bilateral inguinal hernias on exam. R>L.    
                         Pt very tender on exam, pain worse on right.
DX note:    Pt has job that requires him to lift heavy concrete for      
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                        ground to trailer this is likely a direct ing hernia on   
                               right and possible same on left I feel this is the
direct                               result of strenuous lifting pain b/l repair
and no heavy                              lifting x 6 weeks.  (CX #1).

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

testimony of the witnesses, review of the medical records and other documentary evidence,

application of the appropriate statutory provisions and applicable case law, I make the following:

FINDINGS

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

2. At all times pertinent the employment relationship existed between the claimant 

and respondent-employer during which time the claimant earned wages sufficient to entitle him

weekly compensation benefits of $280.00/$210.00, for temporary total/permanent partial

disability.

3. On December 9, 2011, the claimant sustained a left inguinal hernia arising out of 

and in the course of his employment.       

4. On December 13, 2011, the claimant sustained a right inguinal hernia arising out 

of and in the course of his employment.

5. The claimant was temporarily totally disabled for the period beginning December 

14, 2011 and continuing through January 5, 2012.

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

of the injury of December 9, 2011 and December 13, 2011.

7. The respondents have controverted the compensability of this claim in its entirety.

CONCLUSIONS
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The claimant contends that while within the course and scope of his employment with

respondent-employer he suffered an injury in the form of a hernia which required surgical repair

and rendered him totally incapacitated for a period of approximately three (3) weeks.  The

claimant seeks corresponding medical and temporary total disability benefits as well as

controverted attorney fees.  Respondents that the position that the claimant did not sustain a

compensable hernia and is unable to satisfy five (5) requirements of the statute. 

The present claim is one governed by the provisions of Act 796 of 1993, in that the

claimant asserts entitlement to workers’ compensation benefits as a result of an injury having been

sustained subsequent to the effective date of the afore provisions.

Compensability

The claimant has been employed by respondent-employer since July 30, 2009.  There is

not a dispute regarding the claimant’s employment duties in his employment nor the physical

demands required in the discharge of the afore duties.  The claimant provided credible testimony

regarding the events of December 9, 2011, and the loading of approximately thirty-four concrete

car stops.  The claimant noted that while lifting one of the stops he experienced a sensation in his

left inguinal region, which he attributed as a pulled muscle.  The event occurred near the end of

the work shift on Friday, December 9, 2011.  The claimant relayed to his supervisor, in the

presence of other employees, that he thought he may have pulled a muscle.  The claimant’s

supervisor confirmed the loading of the car stops on December 9, 2011.  

There is no evidence to reflect that the clamant engaged in strenuous physical activities

over the weekend, when he was off work.  The claimant noted with the taking of over-the-

counter medicine over the weekend the symptoms seemed to abate.  The claimant reported for
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work on Monday, December 12, 2011, and performed his regular assigned job duties.  The

claimant did not that as he resumed work, the symptoms from the “pulled muscle” returned. 

Nevertheless the claimant worked his work shift on Monday, December 12, 2011.  On Tuesday,

December 13, 2011, the claimant assisted in the placement of a septic tank at a hunting club.  In

performing the afore task, the claimant lifted a metal bar weighing approximately 250 pounds and

had to drag it for a distance.  In performing the afore task, the claimant developed symptoms in

his right inguinal area which did not abate.  

The claimant did not have an opportunity to report the December 13, 2011, occurrence to

his supervisor.  The claimant’s supervisor acknowledged that the claimant worked on Monday,

December 12, 2011, and Tuesday, December 13, 2011.  There is not a dispute regarding the job

tasks the claimant discharged on the afore dates.  The claimant’s symptoms were such that prior

to reporting to work on Wednesday, December 14, 2011, he realized that he would not be able to

work the entire day.  The claimant had planned to reported the event/injury of December 13,

2011, to his supervisor on the morning of December 14, 2011, as well as his need to obtain

medical treatment in connection with same.  Before reporting the December 13, 2011, injury to

his supervisor, the claimant was directed to take a truck of respondents that had broken down to

the shop.  While driving the truck and pushing in on the clutch, the claimant’s right hernia

manifested.

Once the claimant was back in the shop he informed his supervisor of the December 13,

2011, injury and the need for medical treatment.  There is not a dispute that the claimant reported

his injury and a need for medical treatment to his supervisor on the morning of December 14,

2011.  Nor is there a dispute that the claimant attributed to same to his employment at the time of
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the reporting.  The evidence does reflects that at the time the claimant reported his injury to Mr.

McEntire on December 14, 2011, Mr. McEntire disputed that the injury occurred on December

13, 2011, but instead asserted that the claimant had reported that he was injured on Friday,

December 9, 2011, evidencing that the claimant had indeed reported the December 9, 2011, injury

as well as the December 13, 2011, injuries.  Further, Mr. McEntire did not complete a first report

of injury/paperwork with either reporting.  Finally, the claimant was not directed to obtain

treatment from a sanctions medical provider by Mr. McEntire.  Indeed, the credible evidence

reflects that the claimant was told that if he obtained medical treatment  responsibility for the cost

would be on him.      

The claimant was unaware of the nature of his injury until it was later diagnosed as a

hernia at the emergency room of St. Bernards Medical Center.  On December 14, 2011, the

claimant was seen at the emergency room of St. Bernards Medical Center at which time his

complaint  was diagnosed as symptomatic bilateral inguinal hernias, right greater than left.  On

December 16, 2011, the claimant underwent bilateral laparoscopic inguinal hernia repair with

mash.

Ark. Code Ann. §11-9-523, Compensation for disability – Hernia, provides in pertinent

part:

(a) In all cases of claims for hernia, it shall be shown to the
satisfaction of the Workers’ Compensation Commission:
(1)   That the occurrence of the hernia immediately followed as the
result of sudden effort, severe strain, or the application of force
directly to the abdominal wall;
(2)   That there was sever pain in the hernial region;
(3)   That the pain caused the employee to cease work immediately;
(4)   That notice of the occurrence was given to the employer
within forty-eight (48) hours thereafter; and
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(5)   That the physical distress following the occurrence of the
hernia was such as to require the attendance of a licensed physician
within seventy-two (72) hours after the occurrence. 

(b)(1)   In every case of hernia, it shall be the duty of the employer
forthwith to provide the necessary and proper medial, surgical, and
hospital care and attention to effectuate cure by radial operation of
the hernia, to pay all reasonable expenses in connection therewith,
and, in addition, to pay compensation not exceeding a period of
twenty-six (26) weeks. 

In the present claim, the evidence preponderates that the occurrence of the claimant’s

hernias immediately followed as a result of severe strains to the abdominal wall on December 9,

2011 and again on December 13, 2011; that there was severe pain in the hernial regions; that the

pain caused the employee to cease working immediately; that notice of the occurrences was given

to the employer within forty-eight hours thereafter, and that the physical distress following the

occurrence of the hernias was such as to require the attendance of a licensed physician within

seventy-two hours.  The case law in the area notes that the cessation of work, however slight, is

sufficient to satisfy the statue. Ayres v. Historic Preservation Assocs., 24 Ark. App. 40, 747

S.W.2d 587 (1998). Further, it is not necessary that the injured employee see a licensed physician

within seventy-two (72) hours, only that the need exist, and that the subsequent surgical repair is

evidence that the need existed within the required time period. Darling Store Fixtures v.

McDonald, 54 Ark. App. 60, 922 S.W.2d 748 (1996).  The claimant has sustained his burden of

proof by a preponderance of the evidence that he sustained compensable hernias arising out of and

in the course of his employment on December 9, 2011, and December 13, 2011, and is entitled to

appropriate corresponding temporary total disability and medical benefits. The respondents have

controverted this claim in its entirety. 
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AWARD

The respondents are herein ordered and directed to pay to the claimant temporary total

disability benefits as the weekly compensation benefit rate of $280.00, for the period December

14, 2011 and continuing through January 5, 2012, as a result of the compensable hernias of

December 9, 2011, and December 13, 2011.  Said sums accrued shall be paid in lump without

discount.

Respondents are further ordered and directed all reasonably necessary and related medical,

hospital, nursing and other expenses arising out of and in connection with the treatment of the

claimant’s compensable injury, to include medical related milage.

Maximum attorney fees are herein awarded to the claimant’s attorney on the controverted

indemnity benefits herein awarded, pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §11-9-715.

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

until paid.

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

            ______________________________________________
   ANDREW L. BLOOD
   ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
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