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Justice James C. Nelson delivered the Opinion of the Couirt.

11 Pursuant to Section |, Paragraph 3(c), Montana Supreme Court 1996 Internal
Operating Rules, the following decision shall not be cited as precedent but shall be filed as
apublic document with the Clerk of the Supreme Court and shall be reported by casetitle,
Supreme Court cause number and result to the State Reporter Publishing Company and to
West Group in the quarterly table of noncitable cases issued by this Court.

912  Bradley Boster (Boster), appealsfromtheWorkers' Compensation Court’ sDecember
19, 2002, Findingsof Fact, Conclusionsof Law and Judgment. Initsdecision, the Workers
Compensation Court ruled that Boster was not entitled to any further temporary total
disability benefitsor to permanent total disability benefits; that heisentitled to a27% award
of permanent partial disability benefitswith the court retaining jurisdiction to determine the
actual amount due in the event the parties are unable to agree on the amount; that he is
entitled to his costs and shall file a memorandum of costs in accordance with the court’s
rules; and that heisnot entitled to attorney fees or apenalty. Inthisregard we also note the
Workers Compensation Judge issued an order amending his conclusions of law on January
2, 2003, and we have considered that amendment.

13  While Boster and the respondent articulate the issues somewhat differently, the
dispositive issue is whether the Workers Compensation Court’s findings of fact are
supported by substantial evidence and whether its conclusions of law are correct. Geiger v.

Uninsured Employers Fund, 2002 MT 332, 113, 313 Mont. 242, 113, 62 P.3d 259, 113



(citations omitted).

14 From the face of the briefs and the record on appeal before usit is manifest that the
appeal is without merit because the issue is clearly controlled by settled Montana law;
becausetheissueisfactual and thereisclearly sufficient evidenceto support thetrial court’s
findings of fact; and because the court’ s conclusions of law are correct.

5 Affirmed.
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