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BENTON, J. 
 
 After the merits hearing on a petition seeking permanent total disability 

benefits for the claimant (appellant here) for the period December 13, 2011, and 
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continuing, the judge of compensation claims entered a compensation order 

granting the petition in part, and requiring payment of permanent total disability 

benefits for the period beginning July 30, 2012.   

 For unexplained reasons, the judge of compensation claims thereafter 

granted appellees’ motion to vacate the initial compensation order.  Among other 

things, appellees’ motion to vacate had argued that appellees had been denied 

procedural due process because permanent total disability was found as of July 30, 

2012, not as of December 13, 2011.  After vacating the initial compensation order, 

the judge of compensation claims entered a second compensation order, this time 

denying the claim for permanent total disability benefits in toto, for the stated 

reason that the evidence did not establish the claimant’s medical status as of 

December 13, 2011.   

 But no findings or reasoning explained the denial of permanent total 

disability benefits for any period after December 13, 2011.  Accordingly, claimant 

moved to vacate the second order.  In effect, the motion also sought, at the very 

least, reinstatement of the initial compensation order.  Denial of the claimant’s 

motion and unexplained denial of the relief the judge of compensation claims 

originally granted was error.  See generally Daytona Beach Geriatric Center v. 

Linehan, 673 So. 2d 548, 549 (Fla. 1st DCA 1996) (“The petitions sought 

permanent total disability benefits as of September 15, 1993. . . . After a hearing, 
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the judge of compensation claims found the claimant to be permanently and totally 

disabled as of . . . July 13, 1995.”).  Accordingly, we reverse with directions to 

vacate the second compensation order and reinstate the initial compensation order. 

 Reversed and remanded, with directions.  

THOMAS, and CLARK, JJ., CONCUR. 


