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Upon review before the FULL COMMISSION, Little Rock,
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Claimant represented by the HONORABLE FLOYD THOMAS,
Attorney at Law, El Dorado, Arkansas.

Respondents represented by the HONORABLE MICHAEL STILES,
Attorney at Law, Little Rock, Arkansas.

Decision of Administrative Law Judge:  Affirmed and
Adopted.

OPINION AND ORDER

Claimant appeals from a decision of the

Administrative Law Judge filed December 3, 2012.

The Administrative Law Judge entered the

following findings of fact and conclusions of law: 

1. The claimant sustained a
compensable injury to her
right shoulder while employed
by the respondent employer on
or about January 14, 2002. This
injury and corresponding claim
was designated as AWCC Claim
No. F304213.

2. The claimant sustained a compensable



Hicks - F304213, F811775, 
F903402 2

injury while employed by the respondent
employer on or about October 21, 2008,
consisting of carpal tunnel syndrome of
her right upper extremity. This injury
and corresponding claim was designated as
AWCC Claim No. F811775.

3. The claimant sustained a compensable
injury to her back while employed by the
respondent employer on or about December
4, 2008. This injury and corresponding
claim was designated as AWCC Claim No.
F903402.

4. The claimant’s claim for additional
benefits filed in 2012 for her 2002 right
shoulder injury is barred by the
applicable statute of limitations.  The
respondents are therefore no longer
liable for any additional benefits for
the claimant’s 2002 right shoulder
injury.

5. The claimant has failed to prove by a
preponderance of the evidence that any
additional medical treatment will be
reasonably necessary for her compensable
back injury.

6. The claimant has failed to prove by a
preponderance of the evidence that any
additional medical treatment will be
reasonably necessary for her compensable
carpal tunnel syndrome injury.

We have carefully conducted a de novo review

of the entire record herein and it is our opinion that

the Administrative Law Judge's decision is supported by

a preponderance of the credible evidence, correctly

applies the law, and should be affirmed. Specifically,
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we find from a preponderance of the evidence that the

findings of fact made by the Administrative Law Judge

are correct and they are, therefore, adopted by the Full

Commission.

Thus, we affirm and adopt the decision of the

Administrative Law Judge, including all findings and

conclusions therein, as the decision of the Full

Commission on appeal.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

                                   
A. WATSON BELL, Chairman

                                   
KAREN H. McKINNEY, Commissioner

Commissioner Hood dissents.

DISSENTING OPINION

After my de novo review of the entire record,

I must respectfully dissent from the majority opinion in

this case.  

I find that Ms. Hicks’ claim for additional

benefits for her right shoulder is not barred by the

statute of limitations, because she credibly testified
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that she saw the plant nurse regularly after her injury

until the plant closed for her shoulder problems.  The

claimant sought treatment from the employer for her

compensable injury, which may or may not have been

sufficient treatment, but which did toll the statute of

limitations.  The fact that the claimant could have also

sought care for non-work related issues is irrelevant to

the fact that she sought and received care from the

employer for her compensable shoulder injury.

I further find that the claimant is entitled

to additional medical benefits for her right shoulder,

back and  wrist injuries, because Dr. Bryant has opined

that he has treatment to offer her which will improve

her condition.  The claimant credibly testified that she

continued to have limitations and symptoms for each of

her injuries, and Dr. Bryant has active treatment

options available to her.

I would reverse the Administrative Law Judge

and award the requested benefits.  For the foregoing

reasons, I must respectfully dissent.

______________________________
PHILIP A. HOOD, Commissioner


