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1. WORKERS’ COMPENSATION — DUTY OF COMMISSION TO MAKE
FINDINGS OF FACT. — It is the duty of the Commission to make
findings according to a preponderance of the evidence and not
whether there is any substantial evidence to support the ruling of
the administrative law judge.

2. WORKERS’ COMPENSATION — FINDINGS OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW
JUDGE ARE GIVEN NO WEIGHT. — The findings of the law judge are
given “no weight whatsoever” on appeal.

3. WORKERS’ COMPENSATION — RIGHT TO FIND FACTS CARRIES DUTY
TO FIND FACTS. — The right to find the facts carries with it a duty to
find the facts.

4. WORKERS' COMPENSATION — NO FINDING OF FACT. — The
Commission’s decision, merely stating that after a review of the
entire record the claimant failed to meet her burden of proof by a
preponderance of the credible evidence and affirming the A.L.J.’s
opinion denying and dismissing the claim, did not make specific
findings that the appellate court could review, and the court
reversed and remanded the decision to the Commission.
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Appeal from the Arkansas Workers’ Compensation Com-
mission; reversed and remanded. :
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for appellee.
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MELVIN MAYFIELD, Judge. This is an appeal from a decision
of the Arkansas Workers’” Compensation Commission denying
appellant’s claim for benefits. The Commission’s opinion, dated
October 26, 1987, concludes as follows:

We have carefully reviewed the entire record herein and
after according the claimant the benefit of liberal construc-
tion to which she is entitled, we specifically find that the
claimant failed to meet her burden of proof by a preponder-
ance of the credible evidence of record. Accordingly, the
Administrative Law Judge’s opinion filed herein on Febru-
ary 9, 1987, is hereby affirmed and this claim is hereby
respectfully denied and dismissed. [Emphasis in the
original.]

On appeal to this court, the appellant’s first point is: “The
Commission erred as a matter of law in not making sufficient
findings of fact and in failing to specifically adopt any findings of
its A.L.J.”

[1-3] It is well established that it is the duty of the
Commission to make findings according to a preponderance of
the evidence and not whether there is any substantial evidence to
support the ruling of the administrative law judge. Moss v. El
Dorado Drilling Co., 237 Ark. 80, 81, 371 S.W.2d 528 (1963);
Clark v. Peabody Testing Service, 265 Ark. 489, 495, 579
S.W.2d 360 (1979); Jones v. Scheduled Skyways, Inc., 1 Ark.
App. 44, 46, 612 S.W.2d 333 (1981); Dedmon v. Dillard
Department Stores, Inc., 3 Ark. App. 108, 111, 623 S.W.2d 207
(1981). It is also well established that the findings of the law judge
are given “no weight whatsoever” on appeal. Clark v. Peabody
Testing Service, 265 Ark. at 495; Lane Poultry Farms v.
Wagoner, 248 Ark. 661, 662, 453 S.W.2d 43 (1970); Oller v.
Champion Parts Rebuilders, 5 Ark. App. 307, 310, 635 S.W.2d
276 (1982). It has also been held that the right to find the facts
carries with it a duty to find the facts. Wright v. American



"ARK. APP.] JoNEs v. TysoN Foobps, INC. 53
Cite as 26 Ark. App. 51 (1988)

Transportation, 18 Ark. App. 18, 21,709 S.W.2d 107 (1986). In
Wright, we said a claimant is entitled to know the factual basis
upon which his claim is denied, 18 Ark. App. at 22, and absent
such findings, the appellate court is not in a position to make a
meaningful review of the decision of the Commission, 18 Ark.
App. at 20. See also McCoyv. Preston Logging, 21 Ark. App. 68,
74, 728 S.W.2d 520 (1987).

[4] In the instant case, it is clear that the decision of the
Commission, which we quoted above, does not make specific
findings which we can review. It is surprisingly similar to the
decision made by the Commission in Wright. We reversed and
remanded that decision, and we must reverse and remand the
decision in this case. We are simply unable to determine what the
Commission found to be the facts or what evidence the Commis-
sion found not credible. '

The appellee suggests that St. Vincent Infirmary v. Carpen-
ter, 268 Ark. 951, 597 S.W.2d 126 (Ark. App..1980), holds that,
where the finding of an administrative law judge is supported by
substantial evidence, the Court of Appeals will affirm the findings
on appeal. We do not agree. There we said: “The opinion of the
administrative law judge was adopted by the Commission, and it
reflects a finding claimant sustained an accidental injury . . . .”
Thus, it was the Commission’s finding that we affirmed; however,
in the instant case, the Commission affirmed but did not adopt the
administrative law judge’s decision.

Therefore, we reverse the Commission’s decision and re-
mand this matter for a new decision based upon findings of fact
set out in sufficient detail that a meaningful review may be made
of those findings. '

Reversed and remanded.
CoRBIN, C.J., and CRACRAFT, J., agree.




