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WILLIAM MURRAY, EMPLOYEE               CLAIMANT          
    
SALINE MEMORIAL HOSPITAL,
EMPLOYER                               RESPONDENT

RISK MANAGEMENT RESOURCES,
INSURANCE CARRIER/TPA                  RESPONDENT

OPINION FILED APRIL 29, 2014

Upon review before the FULL COMMISSION in Little Rock,
Pulaski County, Arkansas.

Claimant represented by the HONORABLE STEVEN R. MCNEELY,
Attorney at Law, Jacksonville, Arkansas.

Respondents represented by the HONORABLE GUY ALTON WADE,
Attorney at Law, Little Rock, Arkansas.

Decision of Administrative Law Judge:  Affirmed and
Adopted.

OPINION AND ORDER

Claimant appeals an opinion and order of the

Administrative Law Judge filed December 27, 2013.  In

said order, the Administrative Law Judge made the

following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

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

2. The stipulations set forth above are reasonable
        and are hereby accepted.

3. The evidence does not preponderate that Claimant 
   is entitled to a permanent impairment rating of  
   any amount in connection with his compensable    
   eye injury.
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4. Claimant has not proven by a preponderance of    
   the evidence that he is entitled to a            
  controverted attorney’s fee.

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,

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. 

Therefore we affirm and adopt the December 27, 2013

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



MURRAY - G200364 3

Commissioner Hood dissents.

DISSENTING OPINION

                      After my de novo review of the entire record, I

must respectfully dissent from the majority opinion. 

The claimant’s refusal to submit to surgery is based

upon reasonable concerns: his age which could hamper his

recovery, the fact that he is currently functioning and

employed without the surgery, that he is responsible for

caring and providing for his wife and for his son, who

is an adult with significant special needs, and that he

had no immediate need for the surgery.  The claimant

understood that surgery might become necessary but felt

that currently the risks, including a period of post-

surgical temporary disability during which he could not

care for his son at all, outweighed the benefit.

         The medical records do not suggest that the

claimant’s condition has deteriorated or that the

decompression which would cause him to lose his eye has

begun.  The claimant’s hemorrhage is not acute, but

chronic, revealing itself as a brown clot.  This means

there is no fresh bleeding.  The claimant’s condition is

currently stable.  A new healing period would be entered

at the time of a change in his condition which would
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warrant the pursuit of the surgical option, but at this

time, the claimant’s condition is stable.

         For the foregoing reasons, I must respectfully

dissent from the majority opinion.

______________________________
PHILIP A. HOOD, Commissioner


