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1. WORKMEN’s COMPENSATION COMMISSION—LUMP-SUM SETTLEMENT
— BROAD DISCRETIONARY POWERS VESTED IN COMMISSION IN
GRANTING. — In order to insure fair administration of the
Workers’ Compensation Law, the Workmen’s Compensation
Commission has broad discretionary powers in approving
lump-sum settlements, and it did not abuse its discretion in
holding that it was not in the best intersst of appellant to receive
a lump-sum settlement where there was substantial evidence to
support its decision.

2. AprpreAL & ERROR — WORKERS’ COMPENSATION CASE — AFFIR-
MANCE UPON SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. — On appeal of a Workers’
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Compensation case, the Supreme Court does not decide what it
would do if deciding the case, but affirms the decision of the
Workmen’s Compensation Commlssmn if there is substantlal
evidence to support it. :

Appeal from Saline Circuit Court, Henry B. Means;:
Judge; affirmed. - :

Youngdahl, Larrison & Agee, for appellant.
Wright, Lindsey & Jennings, for appellees.

DaRrreLL HickMaN, Justice. The only issue on appeal of
this Workers’ Compensation case is the failure of the com-
mission to award Winfred Stiles a lump-sum settlement.

Winfred Stiles was awarded permanent total disability
payments in September, 1975. He filed a claim with the com-
mission to receive some $39,000 in benefits in a lump-sum.
The commission denied the claim; that decision was affirmed
by the Circuit Court of Saline County.

Stiles’ benefits are $49.00 a week. In addition to his com-
pensation he is receiving retirement pay and social security.
Stiles wisely invested his money and has increased his net
worth since he started receiving benefits. In fact, he had
several thousand dollars in the bank. Stiles testified that he
would like to receive a lump-sum settlement so that he could
manage the money rather than receiving it weekly. Stiles
offered to either place the bulk of the money in certificates of
deposit or in a trust account.

The majority of the commission found it was not in
Stiles’ best interest to receive a lump-sum settlement. The
commission is granted broad discretionary powers in ap-
proving lump-sum settlements. On review we look to see if
that discretion has been abused and if there is substantial
evidence to support the decision of the commission. Gill v.
Ozark Forest Products, 255 Ark. 951, 504 SW. 2d 357 (1974).
We do not decide what we would do in such cases; that is the
function of the commission, which must administer the claim
of the workers.
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The commission is in a position to study the problems of
workers and to insure that the act is fairly administered. We
cannot say in this case that the commission abused its discre-
tion or that there was no substantial evidence to support the
decision of the commission. Therefore, we affirm.

Affirmed.
We agree: Harris, C.J., and Byrp and Howarp, J]J.



