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OPINION FILED AUGUST 31, 2016

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

Claimant appears Pro Se.

Respondents represented by the HONORABLE E. DIANE
GRAHAM, Attorney at Law, Fort Smith, Arkansas.

Decision of Administrative Law Judge: Affirmed and
adopted.

OPINION AND ORDER

The claimant appeals an administrative law judge’s

opinion filed February 9, 2016.  The administrative law

judge found:

1.  The stipulations agreed to by the parties
at the pre-hearing conference conducted on
November 12, 2015, and contained in a pre-
hearing order filed that same date, are hereby
accepted as fact.  
2.  Claimant has failed to prove by a
preponderance of the evidence that he is
entitled to removal of his spinal cord
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stimulator or approval of a trial pain pump.

After reviewing the entire record de novo, the Full

Commission finds that a preponderance of the evidence

supports the administrative law judge’s opinion, and

that the administrative law judge’s opinion correctly

applies the relevant law.  We find that the

administrative law judge’s findings of fact are correct

and are adopted by the Full Commission.  

In affirming and adopting the administrative law

judge’s opinion, the Full Commission notes from the

record that there are currently no medical opinions

recommending removal of the spinal cord stimulator or

insertion of a pain pump.  We are therefore constrained

to affirm the administrative law judge’s opinion.  If a

treating physician recommends either procedure requested

by the claimant, the Full Commission will closely

consider such recommendation in accordance with Ark.

Code Ann. §11-9-508(a)(Repl. 2012).   

We therefore affirm and adopt the administrative

law judge’s February 9, 2016 opinion as the decision of

the Full Commission on appeal. 
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IT IS SO ORDERED.   

SCOTTY DALE DOUTHIT, Chairman

KAREN H. McKINNEY, Commissioner

Commissioner Hood concurs.

CONCURRING OPINION

After my de novo review of the entire record,

I am constrained to concur with the majority opinion.

The claimant has established that he is having

continuing problems with the placement of the spinal

cord stimulator and with pain. However, without a

medical opinion recommending the removal of the spinal

cord stimulator and the placement of the pain pump there

is insufficient evidence to support that the requested

treatments are reasonably necessary.

For the foregoing reasons, I am compelled to

concur with the majority opinion.

PHILIP A. HOOD, Commissioner


