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Christopher Klecka appeals the decision of the Labor and Industrial Relations Commission
reversing the Administrative Law Judge’s award in Klecka's favor and against the Second Injury
Fund (the Fund) for permanent and total disability (PTD) benefits. The Commission held that
Klecka failed to carry his burden to establish his PTD claim against the Fund under section
287.220.3’s provisions applicable to this post-January 1, 2014 PTD claim, because Klecka’s
experts’ failed to confine their ultimate opinions that Klecka was PTD solely to one qualifying
prior disability in combination with the disability resulting from the primary injury.

On appeal, Klecka argues the Commission misinterpreted section 287.220.3. We agree.

REVERSED AND REMANDED.

DIVISION Il HOLDS: Klecka satisfied the requirements of section 287.220.3 and it was proper
that his experts considered, in addition to his qualifying disability and primary injury, the medical
and non-medical factors relevant to Chapter 287’s definition of total disability found at section
287.020.6 because:

(1) Section 287.220.3 specifically incorporated section 287.020.6°s broad definition of
permanent and total disability into the analysis of PTD claims against the Fund which
means that other medical and non-medical factors such as age, education, work
experience, training, and physical condition remain proper considerations in a post-
2014 PTD claim against the Fund so long as the claimant has satisfied the 50-week
minimum pre-existing disability.

Opinion by:  James M. Dowd, J.
Angela T. Quigless, P.J., and Kurt S. Odenwald, J., concur.
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