
BEFORE THE ARKANSAS WORKERS' COMPENSATION COMMISSION

CLAIM NO. F604962

RAY WALKER, EMPLOYEE CLAIMANT

FESENIUS MEDICAL CARE HOLDING, INC., 
EMPLOYER     RESPONDENT No. 1

AMERICAN CASUALTY CO. OF READING, PA.,
CARRIER     RESPONDENT NO. 1

DEATH AND PERMANENT TOTAL DISABILITY
TRUST FUND     RESPONDENT No. 2 

ORDER FILED FEBRUARY 20, 2015

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

Claimant represented by the HONORABLE ROBERT B. BUCKALEW,
Attorney at Law, Little Rock, Arkansas.

Respondents No. 1 represented by the HONORABLE PATRICIA
MUSICK, Attorney at Law, Springfield, Missouri.

Respondent No. 2 represented by the HONORABLE CHRISTY L.
KING, Attorney at Law, Little Rock, Arkansas

ORDER

This matter is currently before the Commission on

remand from the Arkansas Court of Appeals.  The Court of

Appeals delivered an Opinion on May 21, 2014, Affirming in

Part and Reversing in Part on Direct Appeal, and Affirming

on Cross-Appeal the decision of the Full Commission in an

Opinion filed on June 7, 2013.  In that Opinion, the Full

Commission found that the claimant proved that his RSD was a

compensable consequence of his compensable injuries, that he



-2-

was entitled to additional medical treatment for RSD, and

that the claimant had failed to prove his claims for an

impairment rating for RSD and permanent-total-disability

benefits.  In its fifteen (15) page opinion, the Court

affirmed the Full Commission finding that the claimant had

proved that he suffered from RSD as a compensable

consequence of his compensable injuries and that medical

treatment for that condition was reasonably necessary for

the treatment of this compensable consequence.  The Court

found, however, that it could not reach the merits of the

parties’ debate concerning the claimant’s disputed

impairment rating, because this issue was premature based

upon the Court’s holdings affirming the compensability of

the claimant’s RSD and his entitlement to medical treatment

for that condition.  Because a determination of the

claimant’s permanent impairment pursuant to his RSD was

deemed premature by the Court, the Court reversed the

Commission’s decision that the claimant sustained a zero-

percent impairment rating for his RSD and remanded for

proceedings consistent with its holding.  

After consideration of Court’s mandate, our

authority to make findings pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §11-9-

705,  and all other matters properly before the Commission,
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we find that a determination of the claimant’s impairment

can not take place until the claimant completes his medical

treatment and has reached the end of his healing period for

his RSD condition.  Therefore, the issue of the claimant’s

permanent physical impairment rating for his RSD condition

is reserved unless and until such time as it becomes an

issue for further litigation by the parties. 

IT IS SO ORDERED.   

                                  
S. DALE DOUTHIT, Chairman

                                   
KAREN H. McKINNEY, Commissioner

___________________________________
PHILIP A. HOOD, Commissioner        

              


