BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO

WILFORD SNARR, )
)
Claimant, ) IC 2001-013857
V. )
)
CORRECTIONAL MEDICAL SERVICE, ) ORDER ON
) RECONSIDERATION
Employer, )
and )
) Filed January 23, 2008
ZURICH AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY, )
)
Surety, )
Defendants. )
)

On November 14, 2007, Claimant filed a Motion for Reconsideration of the
Commission’s October 25, 2007, decision in the above-referenced case. Claimant contends that
the Commission omitted and/or ignored important evidence that is vital to the outcome of his
case. Defendants respond that Claimant did not meet his burden of proof to establish entitlement
to additional medical benefits. They further argue that the Commission’s decision is sufficiently
supported by the evidentiary record. Claimant replies that the arguments made by both parties
were not considered in the disposition of Claimant’s case permitting a great injustice, and that a
fair and reasonable interpretation of the evidence would lead to compensability.

Claimant’s motion amounts to little more than a request to reweigh the evidence. The
testimony and evidence of the various doctors was carefully examined and weighed prior to the
Commission rendering its original decision. “A worker’s compensation claimant has the burden
of proving, by a preponderance of the evidence, all the facts essential to recovery.” Evans v.
Hara’s, Inc., 123 Idaho 473, 479, 849 P.2d 934 (1993) (emphasis added). “The fact that an
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employee suffered a covered injury to a particular part of his or her body does not make the
employer liable for all future medical care to that part of the employee’s body, even if the
medical care is reasonable.” Henderson v. McCain Foods, Inc., 142 ldaho 559, 563, 130 P.3d
1097, 1101 (2006). It is the role of the Industrial Commission to determine the weight given to
the testimony of medical experts. Id. There is ample medical evidence supporting the
Commission’s finding of degenerative disease rather than adjacent disk syndrome. As such, the
Commission is not persuaded by Claimant’s arguments.

Accordingly, Claimant’s Motion for Reconsideration should be, and is hereby, DENIED.

DATED this 23 day of _ January _, 2008.

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

_Isl
James F. Kile, Chairman

sl
R.D. Maynard, Commissioner

s/
Thomas E. Limbaugh, Commissioner

ATTEST:

sl
Assistant Commission Secretary
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on _23 day of _ January__, 2008, a true and correct copy of the
foregoing ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION was served by regular United States Mail upon
each of the following:

Richard S. Owen
P.O. Box 278
Nampa, ID 83653

Glenna M. Christensen
P.O. Box 829
Boise, ID 83701

kas /sl
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