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therafrom plaintlff filed his claim. The Medical Board made specific findings as to ai! ..
{dsucs, particularly, the important one, when in compliance with the statute, 1t founs -
effoct that plaintiff was injuricusly exposed 1o the huzards of an occupational discany ;;
such discasc was duc to the nature of the occupation or prucces in which plaintff wa. .
ployed, - It was concedud that plaintiff had been subjucted to chrome dust and fumas -
long period of time, It was nat disputed that he was permanuntly disabled, & was gere:,p,
agrced by rnost of the medical experts that chrome products will irritate the lungs,
doctors, in varying degrees, staied that plaintiff sufiered from chronic ulcerative br
and # paewmonitis., There was uvidence~though there was also evidence to the contrav:
R A dust disease sufferad by plaintiff was duc to the nature of the em.si. .
Coamt 'r. . zaltis Of the disease actually exist. There was also evidence that ocu
Lr.dua tae chrome industry do exist and that pulmonazry dust discases are charace: -,
,¢ ond pucaliur to chrome workers, but there was also evidence that it has not bacn ¢
edtaLiished that the rare and unusual combination of ailments which had disabled tha pi
wirs dae to exposure to chrome fumes anddudt, The court, therufore, fels that it mus:
this case, as did the lower court, on the basis that there was some substantial or leg
ficient evidence to support the finding of the Commission that the Medical Board was & ., -
waun it found that plaintiff had sustained a compensable occupational disease, Alfirmad,
Mutual Chiemnical Company v, Thurston. Marytand Court of Appeals., No, 154. Supic:
Term, 1939, March 17, 1960,
-« Reproduced by permission from Workmen's Compenaation Law Reports, publishei b,
Copyright 1940, Commerce Clearing House, Inc,, 4025 W, Peterson Ave,, Chicago 4, i,
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727 Occupational Diseases— Tenosynovitis—Insurar's Liability—Date of Disabllity.

Suit was brought by an cmployee againat her employer and ite two succuseive in-
surors {or workmeu's compensation for disability to cach of her wrists and hands arising ...
nf and in the course of hur employment. Plaintiif was employed as operator of & sewing
machine ard devecioped an occupational discasc known as tenosynovitis from the constunt
atrain on the musacles and tondons of her wrists and hands, The {irst "knotas' in the terndsn
developed in May, 1955, and recurred from time to time until May, 1958, and she was {:
discharged on August 4, 1958, becauss of her permanent disabillty., The condition whick ».-
has is compensable under the occupational discasas stasute but the question herein 18 whick
two successive insurers is liable to plaintiff, While the disability for which componsation
sought came {nto existence before May 2, 1958, whiie S5t. Pagl was Insurer, the statutory
test for liability is when the employee was "last injuriously cxposed to the hazards of the
disoasu" and provides that thy vmiployar and its insurer, during the time of such exposure,
“‘shall alone be liable therelore, without right to contributian from any prior employer or
insurer”., Thus the very purpoas of the statute was to fix & cluar and definite test for de-
termining which employer and insurer waw llable, The proof shows that plaintiff was “last
injuriousiy caposcd to the hazards of the discase' during the period (rom May 2 to Augus: 4,.
1958, while Travolers was the insuver, So, by force of the statute, Travelers (the last in-
surer) is made solely liable to plaintifl, So niuch of the judgment of ths lower court as
a Tecovery ta plainti{f againat her employur is aftirmed, but so muck as awarded hur » re-
cavery agafiat St, Pasl is reversed and judpmient is here entored ugainst Travelers,
Tennevsee Tufting Compeny v, Fottur,  Tunuessen Suprene Court, April &, 1960,

-~ Repruduced vy permission epm Workmen's Compensalion Law Ruporis, publiahed by a.
Copyrighe 1542, Sommurce Cluaring louse, ne., U35 W, Peterson Ave,, Chicaga 4n, i

726 New Smuke and Air_Poliution Conirol Rules and Regulotivng Enacind by Allepheny Counts,

l.egislation pertaining to smoke end air polintlon coutrol in Allegheny Ceunty
Lecome offective August !, 1900,  Article i3 which relates to rules and ragulaticns of
rri0va wnd Air pollution control canstuts of the followiy sections: Purpose; Defin.tiniie;
Asr Follution Control Mavisnyy Committez—=Daclaration of Policy: Administration unil
Eajozserient: Ceneral; Rallroad Locomotives, Rouets, nud Other Vehicleay Powar Plants,
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