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Lr. Wa, T. 3lake, Commissioner,
The Industrial Commission of Ohio,
3uiliing.

DJ&I lir. 3lake:

The original application in this claim was filed on July 20, 1928,
Jlalmant alleged he was suffering from what the doctors nescrlbed
at that time as peripheral neuritis. He claimed ths condition came
ahout as & result of his work while machining test steel bars be-
tween May 27, 1926 and April 1, 1928. The claim was investigated
by our Canton 3ranch 0ffice manager,

On November 13, 1928 the Commission referred the claim to Dr. Obetz
for investigation and raport. Dr. Obetz visited the plant and wit-
nessed tuoe operations in the laboratory, and reviewed all the proof
including the medical proof on file at that time. Dr. Obetz rec-
ommended disallowance of the claim in a full, written review, for th
reason thet the claimant's dlsablllty was not the result of any oc-
cupational disease arising out of his employment. On January 8, 1829
claim was denied by the Commission for the reason thnat the proof
failed to show thast ths claimant's disavility was the resuli of a

. compensable occupatiocnal disease.

On august 7, 1935 the claiment filed an application for modification
of a.ard accompanied Dy considerable medical proof including a clin-
ical diagnosis made at The Mayo ¢linic, where the claimant's legs
wers amputatea. The proof was then reviewed by our Legal Department
and a staiewent of facts prepared. A hearing was had before the

commission on Qctober 22, 1935 on this statement of facts, which in-
cludec a review of all t-v proof up to date. g

The referee hearing the case before the Commission discussed this
case with Dr. Obetz and Dr. Hayhust on numerous occasions, Dogtor
Obetz prepared a second written review of the base after conferring
with Dr.Zayhurst. Dr. Obetz felt trat the exposure was very slight
anda 80 mild as not to have affected the claimant's pre~existing
vascular disease of his blood vessels.

Mr. 3ain of our Safety Department visited the plant of tihe employer
and witnessed the varisus operations performed by the claimant in
the laboratory of tie employing company. He feltthat the operation
reqguired the use of such minute guantities of lead as not to have
affected claimant's physicai condition.

This cleimant was furtier discussed with all three members of the
Commission, ¥Mr. Gregory beliang consulted on three occasions. An
crder was placed on tze claim on December 31, 1935, disallowing
¢claim, and dismissing the epplication for modification of award
fi.ed August 7, 1935, for the reason that tae proof indicated that
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if the claimant suffered any exposure at all to lead p01son1ng

it was sp slignt in its nature tinat it could not possible have

affected his conceded pre-exlstlug condition. nurthermore,

tae proof indicates thet 1t has never been definitely established
that the claimant did gt any time saffer from iead poisoning,

Tne orlvknal cond tion. was escrlged as "peripheral neurltls" while
some. of toe oth r‘symotoms sugeested are not unusugl, or if so,
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common to meny other types of alfﬁése.

Yery truly yours,

C. ¥. TRUNICK, CIAIMS REFEREZ
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