
BEFORE THE ARKANSAS WORKERS' COMPENSATION COMMISSION

CLAIM NO.  G209524   

GARY WARREN, EMPLOYEE CLAIMANT

M.C. EXPRESS, INC.,
EMPLOYER RESPONDENT

ARK. TRUCKING ASSN. SI FUND/
YORK RISK SERVICES GROUP, INC.
INSURANCE CARRIER/TPA RESPONDENT

ORDER FILED MARCH 7, 2014

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

Claimant represented by the HONORABLE M. SCOTT WILLHITE,
Attorney at Law, Jonesboro, Arkansas.

Respondent represented by the HONORABLE ANDREW M. IVEY,
Attorney at Law, Little Rock, Arkansas.

ORDER

The respondents move the Full Commission to grant oral

argument.  The Full Commission denies the motion.  

An administrative law judge filed an opinion on January

29, 2014 and found that the claimant sustained an injury to

his right hip.  The administrative law judge awarded medical

expenses and temporary total disability benefits.  The

respondents filed a timely notice of appeal to the Full

Commission.  The respondents request an oral argument,

contending that there are “unique issues of fact in this
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appeal regarding the causal connection of the Claimant’s

septic hip, which would require oral presentation before the

Commission.”  The claimant states that he “does not feel

that an oral argument is necessary in this matter.”  

The Full Commission denies the respondents’ request for

oral argument.  We do not think that oral argument is

necessary or advisable pursuant to Rule 099.17, as a full

understanding of the relevant issues can be ascertained

through ordinary briefing by the parties.  

IT IS SO ORDERED.  

                                                       
                        A. WATSON BELL, Chairman

                                                       
                        PHILIP A. HOOD, Commissioner

Commissioner McKinney concurs.

CONCURRING OPINION

         I concur with the majority decision to deny

respondent No. 1's Motion for Oral Arguments at this time. 

I write separately, however, to state that when briefs alone

are not sufficient to address all the issues, when the facts

are to obscure to be fully understood without oral

arguments, or when an issue of first impression is before
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the Commission, oral arguments are clearly proper.  If,

after reviewing the briefs in this claim, it becomes

apparent that oral arguments would best serve the parties, I

reserve the right to call for oral arguments pursuant to

AWCC Rule 009.17.

 
                                                       
                         KAREN H. McKINNEY, Commissioner


