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HYATT v. ARMSURONG CORKE COMPANY
. Citcas, Fla,

Notwithstanding the broad discretionary
power of the legislature to license and reg-
ulate business establishments affecting the
public interest, the wide disparities in the’
operative cffect of this amendment impel
the conclusion that it clearly transgresses
permissible legislative discretion. “Section
§, Chapter 59-316, Laws of Florida 1959,
compiled as Section 561.34(13) '(a), Florida
Statutes 1959, F.S.A,, is, therefore, invalid
and its provisions unenforceable,

Though we do not treat of the title we are
impclled to observe that it approaches dan-
gerously a form that might, upon scrutiny,
result in a declaration that it offends against
Sec. 16, Art. 111, supra.

The decrce appealed from is reversed
and the cause remanded for procecdings
consistent herewith,

Reversed.

THOMAS, C. J., and TERRELL, HOB-
SON, ROBERTS, THORNAL and
O'CONNELL, JI., concur.

Joe E. HODGES, Petitloner,
’ Y.

STATE of Florida, ex rel. FLORIDA BAR,
Respondent.

No. 29368.
Supreme Court of Florida.

June 29, 1960.

A case of original jurisdiction—DPetition
for resignation from the Florida Bar.’

Joe E. Hodges, Fort Lauderdale, in pro.
per., for petitioner,

Marshall R. Cassedy, Tallahassee, for
respondent.

121 So0.2d 5015

Fla. 793
,121 80.24 793

PLER CURIAM.

Upon consideration of the application
of Joc L. Hodges, of Lake City, Florida,
a member of The Florida Bar, for leave to
resign from The Florida Bar without Jeave
to be reinstated and the written objections
of the Ilorida Bar thereto, it is ordered
that said application be, and it is, hereby
denied. In re Harper, Fla.1936, 84 So.2d
700, 54 AL.R.2d 1272.

Copies of this order shall be forwarded

to the applicant and The Florida Bar by
the Clerk of this Court. --

THOMAS, C. J., and TERRELL, HOB-
SON, DREW and THORNAL, JJ., concur.

(¢ Kot nUMBER SYSTEN

- tamg

Floyd HYATT, Petitioner,
v. .

ARMSTRONG CORK COMPANY, Standard
Accldent iInsurance Company, and Florl-
da Industricl Commissicn, Respondents.

Supreme Court of Florida.

April 13, 1960.

Adhered to on Rehearing July 18, 19G0.

Workmen’s compensation procceding.
Employer’s insurance carrier disclaimed
liability for further bencfits in excess of
compensation paid in the aggregate sum
of $5,000, and to review an order of Florida
Industrial Commission denying further
compensation, claimant brought certiorari.
The Supreme Court, Terrell, J., held that

‘the aggregate compensation payable for

total disability due to asbestosis was lim-
ited to $5,000 by provisions of Workmen's
Compensation Law, F.S.A. § 440.20(13),
in effect at time of last injurious exposure
in August, 1945, tholigh such limitation had
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794 Tla.

heen repealed bhefore claimant became total-
ly disabled in August, 1953, -

Writ of certiorari denied. .

1. Workmen's Compensation ¢392

Workmen’s Compensation Law is no-
tice of its provisions to cmployer and em-
ployces alike and constitutes a contract with
employer, employee and insurance carrier
once the parties have accepted provisions
of the law. k

2. Workmen’s Compensation &9

Workmen's Compensation Law in

fect at time of employmert 1s part of con- ¢lus «coqu;ﬁiﬁop f}nd dis:xy‘z:‘il-.ty

tract of em o oyment.

3. Workmen's Compensation =60
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L

hecame  totally disalled A gust,

and the iz cootdicel provided thn
payments for total disability should not be
ade .n cacess of 700 wedws, FLSAL§S

440.15(1) (a), 440.151(6) (c), (7), 440.20
(13).

Lucille Snowden and Kaplan & Ser,
Miami, for pctitioner.

Dixon, DcJarnette, Bradford, Williams,
McKay & Kimbrell and Guy A. Gladson,
Jr., Miami, Burnis T. Coleman, and Paul
E. Speh, Tallahassee, for respondents.

TERRELL, Justice,

Floyd Hyatt was employed by Armstrong
Cork Company at McCloskey Shipyard,
Tampa, Florida, from January 29, 1944, to
August 13, 1945. While so employed he
contracted asbestosis. He was last ex-
posed August 13, 1945, the day he terminat-

cf- §-as_mnotice

121 SOUTHERN REPORTER, 2d SERIES

ed his employment. He sccured cemploy-
ment with other employcers until August 12,
1933, at which time his illness had pro-
gressed to the point that he was forced to
ccase work and has since been totally dis-
abled. In November, 1952, he had a chest
x-ray made and was told that he had silico-
sis. e became a patient of Dr. Brunner,
the County Health Doctor, and filed claim.
for silicosis.
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although his last injurious exposure was in
1945, The Deputy Commissioner award-
ed the claimant permanent total compensa-
tion bencfits from August 16, 1933

From the said order the carrier appeal-
ed to the full Commission which on Aay
4, 1954, found that the contention of the
employer that the statute of limitations had
run against the claim was not well founded.
The full Commission also found that the
statute of limitations in existence in 1953
{two years) and not the one year period of
the 1945 Act controlled. The following
portion of the order of the full Commission.
is pertinent and is as follows:

“Certainly the two yecar period for
filing a claim under Section 440.19
had not cxpired upon the date that the
claim was filed. The time of injury for
an occupational discasc is the date of
an employee’s becoming actually ins-

to the - carrier of kuowledge of
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HYATT v. ARMSTRONG CORK COMPANY Fla. 795
Cite ny, IMa,, 121 So.2d 703

capacitated. The claimant was not to-
tally incapacitated by the occupational
disease of asbestosis, as is required be-
fore comipensation can be paid under
section 440.151(6) (c), until August 12,
1933, Claim was filed on September
1, 1953, and notice given to the em-
ployer on September 9, 1933, As
stated above, the two year period for
filing a claim is satisfied and the re-
quirement of notice within ninety days
to the employer under section 440.151
(7) is also fulfilled”

In 1957, having paid claimant $5,000, the
.carrier terminated payments of compensa-
tion to him. The carrier contended that
its responsibility to the ciaimant was con-
trolled by the 1943 Jaw. A claim was then
fited charg: g trat the carrier erred in not
apphying the 1951-1953 law., The 1945 law
Linuited compensation for permoanent total
disability to 85,000. The 1933 law, § 440.15
(1) (u), provedes:

X - S ety wdiud H
Vil I P S R N S S AL I LAY
sty ner oot of the
IRk LU H R I £

- contaiuance of

total (e bus in ne event
such payments be made in excess

of seven hundred (700) weeks”

A hearing was held on May 12, 1958,

-on the claim for further benefits above

$3,000. At the hearing it was stipulated
that the only tssue would be a question of

‘law, to-wit: \Whether or not the 1943 law

or the 1953 l;\-;ought to be applicable to
the case. It was further agreed that {lte
cause be adjudicated on the basis of memo-
randa of law to be submitted. Accord-
ingly the Deputy Commissioner entered an
order dated May 22, 1959, interpreting the
full Commission’s order as contended by the

.claimant and not by the carrier. Said order

reads in part as follows:

“That although the claimant was last
injuriously exposed to the substance
causing his silicosis in 1943, he actual-
ly became incapacitated as a result of
this disease on August 12, 1953. In

an carlicr decision in this case, the
Full Tlorida Industrial Commission
stated ‘the time of the injury for an
occupational disease is the datc of an
employee’s becoming actually incapaci-
tated” At the time of the claimant’s
injury, the Statute in existence would
spell out the benefits to which he 'would
be entitled. On August 31, 1953, the
Workmen's Compensation Law pro-
vided benefits to the claimant for per-
manent total disability amounting to
700 weeks. It follows, thercfore, that
the carrier erred in terminating bene-
fits to the claimant in 1957, after the
payment of $5,000.00.”

Pursuant to said order the carrier was
directed to pay the claimant compensation
for 700 weeks disability at the rate of
$22 per weck commencing August 16,
1953.  TYrom said order, the carrier ap-
pealed to the full Commission. November
19, 1930, the wojoriy of the full Cor-ee

Sraxt
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51oreversed tae arder of the Deputy “om-

n croner on the vround thes the 194
. ity

e e s e R et

He (Yno lav was oo ooy
comuission grounded 1ts
order on Phiocs vo Chiy of Wost Palm

Beach, Fla 1933, 70 So.2d 345. Commis-

stoner Walter T.. Lightsey dissented from

the full Commission, holding that the award

of benefits was controlled by the 1953 law

because claimant’s injury did not occur

until after the effective date of said law,
consequently the Phillips case had no ap-

plication. From the said order we are con-

fronted with an appeal by certiorari.

The parties arc not in agreement as to
questions presented. The majority of the
Commission found that the sole issuc was
one of law, that is, whether claimant’s
benefits are those authorized by the 1945
law or those authorized by the 1933 law,
when claimant became permanently dis-
abled. We understand that petitioner is in
substantial accord with the majority of
the Commission as to the question pre-
sented.  Respondents raise the additional
queries: (1) If the question stated in Point
One was adjudicated in the employee’s

P
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favor in the 1954 procceding, can it be re-  fect at the time of employment is part of
adjudicated at the present time? (2) As-  the contract of employment. Scction 440.-
suming that the employee’s benefits are to 151(6) (c), Workmen's Compensation Act,
be measured by the law in cffect at the fixes liability for disability resulting from
time of his disability, does § 440.131(G) silicosis and ashestosis. In this case claim-
(c), Florida Statutes 1933, F.S.A., permit ant was not totally disabled until August
payment of compensation benefits in ex- 1953, so he would be entitled to payments
cess of $5,350? under the Act from July 1945 tq August
1953 as the Act provides. The Act pro-
vides, however, that,

We accept the question stated by the
majority of the Commission, being substan-

tially in acc?rd with t.hat stated b\ peti- “Such progressive increase in the
tioner, as t’mmg thc' primary question pre- limits to the aggregate compensatior
sented.  We do this ]:')CC{\USC SR and benefits for disability and death
comprehends all questions argued. shall continue until the limit upon such

Section 440.20(13), Florida Statutes 1945, benefits fixed in this workmen's com-
F.S.A., provides: pensation law is reached.”

“The total compensolion payable vo-

27 Ty oy Lie
i ” i s L0700 1ty
der this chapter [oo ol ed t3 om  this
: ’ £50a P
death shellim no cvent exernd U con the logisiatarg, in
; : - . frerense in total compensation
of Ave thousand dollars in wdd'tven 10 erease o total compens

any benefits under § 44013 for madi-
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copsiitutes @ contract with tae empioyer,  Puylm DBeach, TFla.1933, 70 So.2d 343, and
oYy Loy IR ae “ - ey v SN
the emply. v ond the Insurance Carmier 070 e (hi ahey w1 ¢ o1 ok, e

the partics have accepted the provisions of

the law. ITardware Mutual Casualty Comng

pany v. Carlton, 1942, 151 Fla, 238, 9 S

2d 359; Stansell v. Marlin, 1943, 153 Fla. -
1 So.2d 892.

421, 14 S0.2d 89 THOMAS, C. J, and HOBSON,

[2] 1t is also scttled in this state that THORNAL and O'CONNELL, JJ., con-
the Workmen's Compensation Law in ef- cur.

It follows that the writ of certiorari is
hereby denied.

Y
3
cer

'};.

. N N

+
Y
L&

et
d

R

T Tt kSt Dol A







;"; ' ) G- A .

P8 . ' ' {#)' " . ‘

< F pg://////‘\ : . Lo
—

! » .
! -

i FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 722t
£ WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION DIVISION e
e TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA ~ S
N ; . v/
' Decision No. 2-880 Jy, Pefiy

- - Subject File Nos, B-35; B-55
CLAIM NO,: S-85602 ' DATE OF ACCIDENT: August 12, 1953
EMPLOYEE ; |
FLOYD HYATT _

c/o Kaplan & Ser

808 Seybold Building

Miami 32, Florida

Represented by:

Lucille Snowden and
Messrs. Kaplan & Ser
808 Seybold Building
Miami 32, Florida

EMPLOYER;
ARMSTRONG CORK COMPANY
Lancaster
Pennsylvania

CARRIER:
STANDARD ACCIDENT INSURANCE COMPANY
320 Miracle Mile
Coral Gables, Florida
: Represented by:
Messrs. Dixon, DeJarnette, Bradford,
Williams, McKay & Kimbrell
908 Ainsley Building
Miami, Florida

COMPENSATION ORDER OF FULL COMMISSION

This cause caﬁe on to be heard uponlapplication of the.emplqur
and carrier for review of an Order of the Deputy Commissioner dated
May 22, 1959, awarding the claimant compensation for permgne;t total
disability for a éeriod of 700 weeks, ‘ ,

Claimant was employéd by the Armstrong Cork Company from Janu-

ary 29, 1944 to August 13, 1945, as a building mechanic engaged in

-
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the erection of insulating material. In this occupation, the claim-
ant contracted asbestosis, The claimant, subsequent to August 13,
1945, worked for several employers, but was not exposed to asbeétos
fumes,

On August 12, 1953, the illness had progressed to a point
where the claimant was forced to terminate his employment. Since
that date, he has been permanently and -totally disabled. On Sep-
tember 1, 1953, the claimant filed a claim'for workmen's compensa-
tioﬁ benefits and the Deputy Commissioner awarded the claimant
compensation for permanent total disability. This Order of the
Deputy Commissioner was affirmed by the full Commission aad no
appeal from the full Commission's Order was takemn. Pursuant to
the award of compensation by the Deputy Commissioner, the insurance
carrier paid the claimant the sum of $5,000 at the rate of $22 per
week, the maximum rate of compensation payable under the Workmen's
Compensation Law at the time of clalmant's last exposure to ashes-
tos fumes. After the insurance carrier had paid the sum of $5,000
in compensation benefits to the claimant, payment of compensation
was terminated. Thereafter, the élaimént'filed a -claim, contending
that he was entitled to 700 weeks"' compensation; which 1s the maxi-
mum payable under the law exis#ing in 1953, The Deputy Commissionen
agreed with this point of view and awarded the claimant compensation
for 700 weeks. The employer and carrier have applied for a review
from said Order of the Deputy Commissioner, urging essentially that
the Order of the Deputy is contrary to the law and that such Order

is in violation of the due process clause of the 1l4th Amendment to

FLOR!DA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compensation Division
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the Constitution of the United States.

The sole issue on this review is one of law, that is, whether
claimant's benefits are those provided by the 1945 law or those
authorized under the 1953 law, when the claimant became permanently
disabled, Section 440.20(13), Florida Statutes, (1945), provides,
viz,:

"The total compensation payable under this chapter
for disability and death shall in .no event exceed the
sum of five thousand dollars in addition to any benefits
under Chapter 440.13 for medical services and treatment
and under subsection (1) of Section 440.16 for funeral
expenses." '

Section 440.15 of the 1953 provides, in part, as follows, viz.:

"Compensation for disability shall be paid to the
employee . . . (1) PERMANENT TOTAL DISABILITY: (a)
In case of total disability adjudged to be permanent,
sixty per cent of the average weekly wages shall be
paid to the employee during the continuance of such total
disability; but in no event shall such payments be made
in excess of seven hundred (700) weeks."

In our opinion, the case of Phillips v. City of West Palm Beach;

Fla, 1953, 70 So. 2d 345, is controlling. In the Phillips case,
claimant's injury occurred in July 1945 and compensation was paid,
however, in 1951 the injured foot was amputated and additional
compensation was paid for the permanent disability occurring in
1951, The 1945 law provided payment of compeﬁsafion should not
exceed $5,000. The claiﬁant contended that the 1951 law was ap-
plicable and he should receive compensation for his permanent disa-
bility in accordance with the latter law since his permaq?nt disa~
bility did not occur until 1951. The Court, in rejecting‘the

claimant's contention, stated, viz.:

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen'’s Compensation Division
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"To hold that Chapter 26877, §2 of the Laws of 1951
is retroactive would make it a violation of Section 10,
Article 1 of the Constitution of the United States and
constitute it in impairment of the obligation of contract."
It has long been established in Florida that the Act itself is
notice of its provisions to employers and employees alike and that
same constitutes a contract between the employer and employee, and

insurance carrier, if one, once the parties have accepted the pro-

visions of the Act. (See Hardware Mutual Casualty Co. v. Carlton,
la, 1942, 9 So. 2d 359; Stansell v. Marlin, Fla. 1943, 14 So. 24

892; Williams v. American Surety Co., Fla. App. 1958, 99 So, 2d 877.]

It i8 clearly apparent from the law as stated by our appellate
courts that the provisions of the Workmen's Compensation Law in ef-
fect at the time of employment become a part of the contract of em~
ployment. Section 440,151(6) (c) of the 1945 Worﬁmen’s Compensation
Jaw, provides a definite amount of liability for disability result~
ing from silicosis and asbestosis by providing a total sum for such
disability in the amount of $500 if the disability occurred in July
b f 1545, the month in which this particular provision had its ef-
fective- date, The Act further provided additional amounts to be
paid in the amount of $50 per monfh, wﬁich is added to the $500 from
July 1945 until the time the asbestosis became fbtally disabling.
In the insfant cause, the claimant was not fotally disabled ﬂntil
—_——
August of 1953 and the maximum amount he would be entitled to- would
be $500 plus $50 per month from July 1945 until August 1953,.0or a

sum of $5,350. However, in the same section of the Act, the follow~

ing is stated:

"Such progressive increase in the limits to the aggregate

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION’

)

Workmen's Compensation Division
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compensation and benefits for disability and death shall

continue until the limit upon such benefits fixed in this

Workmen's Compensation Law is reached."

It is clear that the legislature did not, in providing for the
progressive increase of compensation, intend to increase the total
amount of compensation payable greater than that provided in Section
440,20(13), which limits the compensation recoverable to $5,000.
In our opinion, the Deputy Commissioner erred, as a matter of law
and the claim for additional compensation benefits must be dismissed.

Having considered the cause upon the record, briefs, and oral
argument of counsel for the parties and it appearing that the Order
of the Deputy Commissioner does not comply with the essential
requirements of law, it is

ORDERED that said Order of the Deputy Commissioner dated May

22, 1959, be and the same is hereby reversed and sald claim for

additional workmen's compensation benefits be and the same is
héfggz‘g;;mugugai.

DONE AND ORDERED at Téll?hassee, Leon County, Florida, this
| » A. D, 1959,

“hovember 19

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

-
,,,,,

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compensation Division
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DISSENT
I cannot agree with the cenclusions reached by the majority of
my colleagues. It is the general principle of Workmen's Compensation
Law that the law in force at the time of an injury or accident govern
the rights of the parties. This poses the question as to what con-
stitutes the time of injury where we have an occupational disease.
Section 440.151(1)(a), Florida Statutes, states in part, viz.:

""Where the employer and employee are subject to the
provisions of the workmen's compensation law, the disable-~
ment or death of an employee resulting from an occupational
disease as hereinafter defined shall be treated as the
happening of an injury by accident . . ."

Section 440.151(6)(a), provides, in part, viz.:

"Disability from silicosis, asbestosis, or any dust
disease . . . shall be allowed only when the employee is
incapacitated from performing any remunerative employment.™
(Emphasis Supplied).

In the instant cause, the claimant, under the terms of the
statute, was not disabled until August 1953 and no other conclusion
can be drawn. The employer and carrier urged that an application
of a 1953 law would be retroactive in the violation of state and

federal constitutional provisions. They also rely upon the case of

Phillips v. City of West Palm Beach, Fla, 1953, 70 So. 2d 345. It
should be noted that the court, in the Phillips'case,'stafed the

following:

"The acceptance of application of workmen's compensation
statutes by the employer, employee, and insurance carrier
constitutes a contract between the parties embracing the
provisions of the statutes as they exist at the time of any
injury compensable under terms oI statutes.™ (Emphasis Supplied)

In the instant cause, by the terms of Section 440.151, the

compensable injury did not occur until August of 1953. The facts in

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

Ul
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Workmen's Compensation Division
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the instant cause are analagous with those existing in the case of

Semon v. George H. Flenn Corp., 166 NYS 2d 835, wherein the New York

board allowed the claimant 2 higher rate of compensation although
the injurious exposure occurred prior to his disablement and at a
time when the compensation rate was lower. It is further noted that
Section 38 of the New York Compensation Law is almost identical to
our Florida section, 440.151(1)(a). The New York section has the
following language, viz.:

"The 'disablement! from an occupational disease
'shall be treated' as the happening of an accident."

The New York court had this to say, viz.:

"It is the date of disablement and not the date of
last exposure which is controlling. In occupational
diseases, the time of contraction is sometimes unknown
and its development may be a slow process. For this
reason the disablement is regarded as the 'accident®' and
the right to compensation in such a case depends on the
disablement."

As stated by the Pennsylvania Supreme Court in the case of Pekoraf-
sky v. Glen Alden Coal Co., 89 A. 2d 890, viz.:

"The liability of employer to pay compensation is
fixed as of the day of last exposure while the duty to
make such payments and the amount thereof becomes fixed
upon the date when disabilify occurs.™ (Emphasis Supplied).

For the above reasons, I would affirm the Order of the Deputy

Commissioner.

ce:

Floyd Hyatt

Lucille Snowden

Kaplan & Ser

Armstrong Cork Co, .
Standard Accident Ins. Co,
Dixon, DeJarnette, Bradford, Williams, McKay & Kimbrell

Deputy MacKenzie

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compensation Division
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This is to certify that on this,

y 1959, the
aBove'srger whs filed In the office of
the Florida Industrial Commission at
Tallahassee and a copy sent by certified

mail to each interested party at his
last known address,

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
/

BY 4L/ . aivess
.

__Ewgcrotary 1

5 (Title)

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen’s Compensation Division




W.C.L. Formn No. 4
COoPY

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION DIVISION
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA

any 251958 W |4 &
CLAIM NO: $-55602 DATE OF ACCIDENT August 13, 195 3
EMPLOYEE: FLOYD EIATYT

EMPLOYER:

CARRIER:

c/o Raplsn & Ser
BOS Seybold Building
Higul 32, Florida

Represented by: LOCILLE SKRONLEX and
RKAVLAN & BER
BC8 Seyboild Building
Riami 33, Plorida

ARBTHNG COBK CUMPARY
Lancaater
Fannsylvania

STANDARD ACCIDERT IKSURANCE COMPANY
330 Hirscle Riie

_Coral Gablos, Florida

DIXON, DodJdARNETTE & BRADFORD
Represented by: Aingley Building
Hiasi, Florida

COMPEN%%I‘ION ORDER

BUETOR M. COHEN
BEPUTY COMMISSICGNES .
HIAKE, FLORIGA



iavelved, the undersigned Deputy Cosmissioner finds sg follows:

1. Txrat the Florida Iandustrial Counisgion has
Jurisdiction of ths parties and the subject matter.

2. Taat altbough the claimant was last injuriocusly
axposod to the substanes causing his siliccsis in 1945, he
sctually became incapacitated as & rosult of this disease on
August 13, 1953, In an earlicr decisicn in thig case the fll

i Florida Induatrial Comailemion gtated “the time of the injury far
w an coccupaticnal digease is the data of an ewxployee's becuwming

actually incapscitated™. At the time of claimant's injury,

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSICN
Workmen's Compensation Division

.




W, C. L. Form No. 12

COPY

A pricr order satered ia this causeo cn January 12, | |
1954, avardad perasnent total compensatioa benefits to the claia- “
ant ca the basis that claimant had contacted ailicosis, | _

Ca January 30, 1988, claia wos filed in this causs
alleging that the carrier for the employor orred in tersinating i
payuonte of coupsosation to tie claimant aftoer payiang cnly
$58,000,00 in compsnsaticn benofits to hia., Claiuaant conteuded
that becauvse ha i3 peoreanuntly and totally disabled, ke is en- “
titled to 700 veoks upnder the provision of Sectiom 440.15 (1) (a) w
as auanded in 1953, |

Heasring was conducted by the undorsigred Deoputy
Conminsioner in this cause on May 12, 1588, at which tine coungal w
£or both parties were instructed to prepare Eriofs on the legal ”u
guestion invelved, , W

- After considering the Briofs and the legsl gquemtion w



W. C. L. Form Na. 12

cCoPY

the statute in existence would spell cut the bonetits to which
he would be entitled, Can August 31, 1933, the Forkseat's Compen-
satica Law provided henefits to the claimant for permssent »a»ww
disability arcunting to 7¢0 wooks, It Iollous, therefore, that
the carrier erred ia terminating bonafits to the clailmant in
1957, alter the payuent of 55,400,000,

3. Claimant was regregsentad by the law fira of
Eaplan & Ser, vao have by their ssrvices gecured an additiomal
210,000,000 for the clajmant, and the undersignad finds tuat
3 1,500.00 is a ressusable fee for the r.ﬁuw gervices
randered claimant in this proceadisg. .

SHEZRFGRE, it i3 the order of the undersigoed
Deputy Commissicnar that the employer, Arvstroag Cork Coapany,
by and through ite carvier, Standard Accideat Cocapany, do:

1. Fay to claimant, Floyd Hyatt, cospensaticn for
his permapant total disability for a period of 700 wosks, ot bhis
aenﬁmbmnnnmw rato of FA2.00 per week, cousoncing Avgust 16, 1833,
the carrier to take crodit for =li payweats of compensatiocn for
thin type of disability uade msince that tiszse, topether with
intercst thercon at the rate of €% per ansum froa the dates
shen coxpensation should have aen made,

2. Pay claluaxnt's attorneys, Xaplan & Sor, the
sus of $1,500.00 BS a roascaadble fes fur services

rundered to claimant in this proceeding.

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compensation Division
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Claim Fo, 5-55503
Flcyd Hystt vs
Arastireng Cork Company

3. Pay the ¢osts in this gproceading.
OKS AED GRLERED at Riamt, Florsds, this A 3 2 day

-

J/ R R
; I A——t [?’ : ‘ ,,’
i, Hin LN
__ 8} Burtsp B, Cuben
B m"ﬁemty Conmigsioner
Floridés Industrial Cosmission

{334%)

CC: Farties

Tais &8 to certify that 3 Zorsgolingy Sxdor
was ontered ca the 9 J. "= day o Hay,
1559 and that a owpy thoreof eas sent oo
snid dats by cortifieod wmail to the c¢laimant
aad to the suployer at the last kxnoem
addresg of esch,.

Flopida Ipdustrial Copmisaisa

ﬁyi fﬂ! En e v*’*%f.vm
focrotary

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compensation Divisien

e e g
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Fidelity and Deposit Company

HOME OFFICE OF MARYLAND BALTIMORE 3

FIDELITY AND SURETY ' ! BURGLARY AND GLASS
BONDS ‘ ; l INSURANCE

Vv-L. P. SHRIVER AQENCY - 1801 UNION BANK BUILDING TELEPHONE

GENERAL AQENTS GRANT 1-7800

PITTSBURGH 22
April 14, 1958

Mr. R. C. Schiedt, Jr. AR S P58 Y
Insurance Department

Armstrong Cork Company

Lancaster, Pennsylvania

Re: Floyd Hyatt - Florida
Workmen's Compensatioh Claim

Dear Dick:

Thank you for your letter enclosing the Notice of Hearing
on the above claim,

With kindest personal reggrds, I am

Very truly yours,

IVER AGENCY

BRS:esm






= e—————

spril 11, 1958

Mr. B. R, Shriver

Y. L. P. Sariver Agency
1801 Unicn Benk Building
Pittsdburgh 22, Pa.

Dear Bevy

Bubject: Floyd Byatt - Florida
Vorkuen's Compensation Claim

¥e presume Btendard Accident Insurance Company received a notice of the
hearing May 12, 1958, but just in cass, we enclose a oopy.

Very truly yours,

R. C. Sohiadt, dr.
Insurance Departaent

Tnclosure






-

CC: Parties

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

CLAIMANT IS REQUIRED April 7 19_58 ',
TO BE PRESENT AND 1050 Seybold Bldg. ‘
PREPARED TO TESTIFY Miami 32, Fla,

NOTICE OF HEARING
Claim No 3-85602 DA 1844 & 1945 Carr, #76-C-488988

Office of the Deputy Commissioner
INITIAL

Employee FLOYD HYATT,c/o Kaplan & Ser

Attorney for Employee KAPLAN & SER, 808 Seybold Bldg., Miami 32, Fla,.

ARMSTRONG COBK CO,, Lancaster, Pa,

Employer

STANDARD ACCIDENT INS, CO., 1120 Ponce delLeon Boiulevard,
coral Gables, Fla,.

Attorney for Employer or Insurer ' ,

Insurer

TO THE PARTIES ADDRESSED:
A hearing will be held in the above case at 1050 Seybold Bir., Miami, Fla,

at__2:30 o'clock P M _Monday, May 12, 1958,

THIS HEARING IS PART OF A SCHEDULE; IT CANNOT BE POSTPONED WITHOUT CONSIDER-
ABLE INCONVENIENCE AND EXTRA EXPENSE. POSTPONEMENT CANNOT BE HAD EXCEPT
UPON STRICTLY LEGAL GROUNDS:

SUBJECT OF HEARING (Here state question in dispute)_ TO determine merits of

claim for continued compensation benefits, attorneys' fees, 20% penalty

and interest, v

arra hgye all w1tnes S—present testify promptly at the
time amkf m&m uécg, pohgrequ;gftpgtleggﬂtomer)“‘*“

The right is reserved to take such action as the law permits if either party fails to appear at the time
and place set for this hearing.

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

. EN
Certified to carrier . Deputy Commissioner

mb






FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION Wf
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION DIVISION L
TALLAHASSEE

May 4, 1954

¥r. Duane Anderson

Dixon, DedJarnette & Bradiord
Attorneys at Law

First National Bank Building
Miami, Florida

Re: Floyd Hyatt vs,
Armgstrong Cork Co.
Claim No, S-85602

Dear M¥r, Anderson:

Enclosed ig a copy of the Order of the
Full Commission in the captioned cause, which was entered
and copies mailed to the parties on May 4, 1954,

) Also enclosed are copies of (1) Rule No, 12
of the Commission’'s Rules of Procedure; and, (2) Rule No. 28
(e), (£) and (g) of the Supreme Court Rules. These items

are not enclosed to encourage further litigation but are set
forth merely to inform any party who may desire to context
the decision of. the Full Commission of the correct procedures
to be folloved* .

AN :
P ‘ Yery truly yours,
N S -~ & .
VT K ™~ e ‘r‘(‘?‘& :
S JC S
- x R . . {
l - (‘"‘w,_“ o~ L ;\y‘-’” -
. R
\ NS Director “3
P N S
Encl. D

cc: Mr., Floyd Hyatt (Reg.)
Miss Lucille Snowden Aﬁ—-””"”
Armstrong Cork Co. (Reg.)
Standard Accidemnt Ins, Co.

Mr. George C. lMcCaughan
Florida Comp. Rating Bureau

COPY



COPY

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
WORKMEN 'S COMPENSATION DIVISION
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA

CLAIM NO:

EMPLOYEE:

EMPLOYER:

CARRIER:

3-85602

DATE OF ACCIDENT Auvgust 31,

FLOYO HYATT
e/0 1aigille Snowden

£08-810

Saybeld Building

Hlami 32, Plorida

Represented by:

Lueille

Spowden

Attormey xt law
Hiami 33, Florida

ARMSTRONG CORK COMPARY
Lancaater, Pernsylvania

STANDARD ACCIDENT INSURNNCE COEPANY
320 Hiracle Kile
Coral Gables, Florids

Represented by:

Bixon, Dadarnotte & Bradfcrd
Pirst National Baank Building
Hiami 32, Florida

195

COMPENSATION ORDER

of
THE FULL COMMISIION



C OPY

This canse came on to be heard upon applicatios for
roview of an order by the deputy comanissioner awsrding compensation
for the occupational disssse of asbestoais,

Thares is substantial competent evidence in the record
to support the order of the deputy. The employer contands that
2 statute of limitation has rum agamst the claim, Certainly the

b
‘
Iy

| two yoar period for filimg a claim under section 440.19 had not
‘ expired upon ths date that the claim was filed. The time of

!E injury for am occupationsl disease is the date of am ¢employee's
il:»econi.ng actually incapacitated. Ths claimant was not totally
| incapacitated by the occupatienal disesase of ashestosis, as is
Ereqnited bafore compenzation can bhe patd under mection 440,151
(6) (c), until August 12, 1953, Claim was filed on September
'1, 1953, snd notice givem to the employer on September 9, 1953, |-
43 stated sbove, the two yesr period for filing a claim is satis-
?tiod and the requirement of motice within ninety days to the exploy+
or under section 440151 (7) is also fulfilled,

i The employer contemded, upoan oral srgueent, that since
'tha legislature required death frea sn occupational disease to
occm' within three hundred fifty weeks after the last exposure to
be compensable, then they could not intend for mere disability
ito be compensable if it results after the three hundred fifty
weeks, 3See section 440,151 (1) (a2). This contention entirely
loverlooks the fact that silicosis, asbestosis or amy duct disesses |
!m treated separately in subsection six of the occupational
dizease portion of the law., Tbis section appears to recognige that
these diseases usually develop over a pesriod of years before thoy
' bocose known, Thersfors the provision in subsection six, that

disability or death from ssbestosis shall mot be presumed to be dus

ION
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION DIVISION




COPY

to sny occupation unless during the tea years proceding the date
of dimablement the employse has besn exposed to the dust over a
period of not less than five years, refutes the employers argument
in this regerd, Cartainly the period of throe huadred fifty weeks
was not meant to apply to » dissase that ordinarily does not
make its ppesrance known before fiva to tea years after exposure,
Although the matter was not broughtispecifically to
our attentiom, it appears from a study of the recard that there is
| a0 evidence to sudbstantiate the deputy's award of permaneat total
disability from the date of August 16, 1952, The claimsnt first
began 10 loss time froa work im Gotober of 1652 by his om
%testimny. He d4did sot become totally disabled until August 12,
'1953, and the order of ths deputy sppears to be ia error in this

i;reg::d.. 1t is thersupon,
!1 The Order Of The Commissiom that the order of the deputy
‘emissimr be and the same heredby is modified to indicate that
the claimant is eatitled to permsment total disability compensation
'from August 12, 1953, at the rate of $22 per week rather than from
the dato of August 16, 1952, It is further

‘ Ordered that the order of the deputy commissioner,
‘other than as modified above, be and the same hereby is affirmed,
It is further

Ordered tbat the employer, by and through its carrier,
ahall pay to claimant’s attorney the sum of Three Hundred Twenty-
2ive Dollars ($323), vhich is a reasonsble fee for representing
‘the claisnnt in this cause before this Commission.

| ) Dope and Ordered at Tallahassee, lLeoa County, Florida,
ithis Mg day of '%. &, B, 1934,

FLORIDAINGEETR . COMMISSION
i WORKMEN'$S COMPENSATION DIVISION
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e

 {8%4AL)

Floyd Hyatt
Lucille Snowdan

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL CGARISSION

/8/ James T. Vocelle
JA¥ES ¥, VOCRLLE, chairman

/s/ L. R, Weston

LXK, VESTON, Eexber

Armstroang Cork Company
Etandard Accideat Incsurzsce Coapany
Dixon, DeJarnette & Bradford

Deputy

MeCaugban
Florida Compensgstion Rating Bureau

This 1s © certify that on this, the
E day of A, 1984,
Ordsz wes ¢ ¢4 and & copy
sent by registored to each inter-
osted party at his last known address,

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

By 2. %j‘f“)

- 3 -

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

WORKMEN'S COMPENSBATION DIVISION




' so directed,

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA

March 1, 1954

FILE NO: 170

RULE NO. 12 OF THE COMMISSION'S RULES OF PROCEDURE; AND
RULE 28 (e)(f) AND (g) OF THE SUPREME COURT RULES.

SUPPLEMENT TO RULES OF PROCEDURE IN WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION CASES
BEFORE THE FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, ADOPTED BY THE COMMISSION
IN REGULAR SESSION FEBRUARY 8, 1954.
RULE NO. 12
Effective February 1, 1954
Record for Review by the Supreme Court;
Petitioner to File Directions for
Preparation of Transcript when
Record Exceeds 75 pages.

(a) When the original transcript of the proceeding before
and the ofder of the Deputy Commissioner which were reviewed
by the Full €Commission, together with the originals of any
motions or other instruments filed in connection with such
review, and the origimal order of the Full Commissioﬁ sought to
be reviewed by writ of certiorari filed in the Supreme Court of
Florida, exceed 75 pages, at the time copies of the petition
are served upon the Commission and other parties, counsel for -
the petitioner shall file with the Commission written directions
for the preparation of a transcript of such parts of the record as
he deems essential to dispose of the question raised and shall
serve a copy of such written directions upon each of said\partieé
or their counsel. Within ten days after service of the petition
on the Commission and other parties to the cause as required by
rule of the Supreme Court, the Director of the Workmen's
Compensation Division shall file in the Supreme Court a transcript

of such parts of the record of the proceedings the petitioner

seeks to have reviewed as counsel for petitioner shall have

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compsensation Dlvislon
Tailahasees, Florids
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(b) When any parts of the record not included in the
transcript filed in the Supreme Court in accordance with the
directions of the petitioner are deemed by opposing counsel to
be necessary to the disposition of the question raised,
opposing counsel may secure from the Commission for proffer
in the Supreme Court a supplemental transcript of such other
parts of the record as they deem necessary.

(c) The party at whose direction such transcript or
supplemental transcript is prepared shall pay to the Commission
the cost of the preparation of same, which may be assessed as
costs in the case, unless such party is relieved of péying

same as provided in paragraph (c) of Rule No. 6.

.
FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

Workmen’s Compensation Divislen
Tallahasteo, Florida

e e e



RULE NO. 28 (e)(f) AND (g) OF THE SUPREME COURT RULES

"Certioraris in Industrial Cases

"(e) Orders of the Florida Industrial Commission

entered pursuant to Section 440.25, Florida Statutes 1951,
as amended by Section 8, Chapter 28241, Laws of Florida, Acts
of 1953, shall be reviewed only by writ of certiorari
pursuant to Section 5, Article V of the Constitution upon a
petition filed in this Court within sixty days from the date
the order sought to be reviewed was entered. The petition by its
nature amounts to a request to exercise the Court's discretion,
and if granted, the questions raised will be determined.
Being the order of a Commission exercising quasi judicial powers,
the Court will not only determine whether or not the proceedings
accord with the essential requirements of law, but if found to
meet tﬂis test will then determine whether or not there is
adequate, -sufficient or substantial legal evidence to sustain
the findings of the Commission. The Court will not weigh the
probative force of conflicting evidence but will éonfine its
examination to the nature of the evidence relied on to sustain
the order. If the petition is denied no opinion will be written.

"(f) The Florida Industrial Commission shall be made a --
party respondent to every petition filed under this rule and at
the time the petition is filed in the Supreme Court the
petitioner shall give notice thereof to the Industrial Commission
and other parties to the p?oceedings by serving a copy‘of the
petition upon each of said parties or their counsel, together
with a copy of the supporting brief of the petitioner.

"Transcripts of Records in Industrial Cases

"(g) Within ten days after service of the petition on
the Industrial Commission and other parties to the cause as

required by this rule, the Director of the Workmen's Compensation

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compensatton Division
Tatlahassee, Florida

T ——



Division shall transmit to the Supreme Court the original tran-
script of the proceeding before the Deputy Commissioner which

was reviewed by the Full Commission, the originals of any motiomns,
or other instruments filed in connection with such review by the
Full Commission, and the original order of the Full Commission
sought to be reviewed, which shall constitute the record-for-review
by the Supreme Court; provided that such record be not over 75
pages. In the event it exceeds 75 pages, the Director of the
Commission shall file in the Supreme Court a transcript of such
parts of the record of the proceedings the petitioner seeks to
have reviewed as counsel for petitioner deems essential to dis-
pose of the question raised. Unless shown by opposing counsel

to be necessary, no other record shall be required."

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMIBSION
Workmen's Compensation Division
Tallahassee, Florida
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DM FERRY JUR ., Chairman of the Board
R # PLATTS Pres:dent
F S BROWN, Vice Pres & Secretary

PAUL WILSON, Vice President
E. A WARNICA, Vice President
P E LAYMON, Vice President
and Generai Counsei

L. K KIRK, Vice Pres & Tressurer

J P HACKER, Vice President H A WHITE. Vice President

Standard Accident Insurance Company

INCORPORATED 1884

CASUALTY INSURANCE + FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS

PHiLADELPHIA BRANCH OFFICE ‘
STANDARD ACCIDENT BUILDING
214 SOUTH FIFTH ST.
PHILADELPHIA 6, PENNA.  APRIL 7, 1954

SAMUEL J. CARR PHONE LO 3-8518

RESIDENT VICE-PRESIDENT

ARMSTRONG CORX CO.
LANCASTER, PA,

ATT: R. C. SCHIEDT, JR.

RE! OUR FILE #F-488988

ASSURED. ARMSTRONG CORK CO.
INJURED: FLOYD HYATT
ACCIDERNT: UNKNOWN

DEAR SIR:
IN REFERENCE TGO YOUR LETTER OF MARCH 29, 1954, INQUIRING AS TO
WHETHER WE RECEIVED THE ASBESTOS PIPE COVERING, IT HAS BEEN RE=-
CEIVED AND WE ARE FORWARDING TO OUR FLORIDA OFFICE TO BE 'ANALYZED.
THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR COOPERATION IN THIS MATTER, | REMAIN,
VERY TRULY YOURS,
A GerAAA

H{ JOHNSON
CLAIMS REPRESENTATIVE

HJ:FB

2

Planet Insurance Company, Oetroit Standard Acoident Insurance Company, Detroit Pilot Insurance Company, Toronta






March 29, 1954

Standard Accident Insurance Company
214 Bouth Fifth SBtreet
Philadalphia 6§, Pennsylvania

Gentlemeny Attentiony Mr, H, Johnson

Please let me knov immediately if you have not received the
pipe covering,

Very truly yours,
ARMSTRONG COEK COMPANY
RCEJT4NCR

n. 0. Bchiedt, JZ‘. ‘
Tex Department






D M FERRY.JR. Chairman of the Hoara - PAUL WILSON. Vice President
R H PLATTS President € A WARNICA, Vice Presicent
F S BROWN, Vice Pres & Secretary U P.E LAYMON. Vice President

L. K. KIRK, Vice Pres & Treasurer ip and General Counsel
J P HACKER, Vice Pres:dent H A WHITE, Vice Pres:dent
oW

~

Standard Accident Insurance Company

INCORPORATED 188
GASUALTY INSURANCE - FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS
SAMUEL J. CARR PHILADELPHIA BRANCH OFFICE PHONE LO 3-8518
RESIDENY VIC&-PRESIOENT STANDARD ACCIDENT BUILDING

214 SOUTH FIFTH ST,
PRILADELPHIA 8, PENNA.

- March 15, 1954
Armstrong Cork Company
Lancaster, Penna,

Att: R, C. Schiedt, Jr.
Tax Dept. Re: Our f£ile F-488988 - Armstrong Cork Co.
Floyd Hyatt

L ]

Dear Mr. Scheidt:

This will acknowledge receipt of yourletter of February 12, 1954, and

I vish to take this opportunity to thank you for your cooperation.

You requested that I let you know 1f we did not receive the pipe covering
within a week, and inasmuch as a period of three weeks has now elapsed
and ve have not received the requested material, will you kindly check and
see if the material has been shipped.

Very truly yours,

fffrm pniled '@a |

Claim Repr.

HH:dd

Planet Insurance Campany. Detroit . Standard Accident Insurance Company, Detroit . Pilot Insurance Company, Toronto






February 12, 1954

Standard Acddent Insurance Company
214 South Fifth B¢, '
Philadelphia 6, Pennsylvania

Gentlemens Attentiony Mr. H, Johnsog

In reply to your letter of February 11, I have arranged to send
you a section of the pipe covering requested,

Let me know 1f you don't receive it within a weck,
Very truly yours,
- ARMSTRONG CORK COMPANY
RCSJrsNCR |

Re Ce Schiedt, Jre
- Tax Department

Y
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D.M FERRY JR. Cheirman of the Board
R.H PLATTS, President

F S BROWN, Vice Pres & Sacretary

L. K KIRK, Vice Pres & Treasurer

J.P HACKER, Vice President

PAUL WILSON. Vice Presidant
€ A WARNICA, Vice President
P.E LAYMON. Vice President
and Genaeral Counsel

H. A WHITE, Vice Pres:dent

Standard Accident Insurance Company

INCORPORATED 1884

CASUALTY INSURANCE - FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS

SAMUEL J. CARR PritApeLPHIA BrRaNCH OFFICE PHONE LO 3-8518
RESIDENT VICE-PRESIDENT © STANDARD ACCIDENT BUILDING
214 SOUTH FIFTH ST.
PHILADELPHIA 6, PENNA,

February 11, 1954
Armstrong Cork Company

Lancaster, Penna.

‘Att® George C. Scheidt, Jr.
Tax Department

Re: #488988 -- Armstrong Cork Co. -- Floyd Hyel

Dear Sir:

When I wrote you on December 1, 1953, requesting that if possible, you get

a specimen of the type of asbestos covering used on the job which the Armstrong
Cork Company did at the McCloskey Shipyard in 194k and 1945, in the state of
Florida. We find that this materiel had originally been manufactured by the
Heasby & Madison Company in Ambler, Penna., and while I did approach them directly.
they felt that a request for the material should be made by the Armstrong Cork
Company .

~ As you probably know, this case has rather serious potentialities, and if it
ie at all possible, we would like to get some of this asbestos material for
analyzation purposes, If this material is notarailable at this time, however,
it would be appreclated if you would advise the writer of same in order that I
can commnicate with our Florida Office and keep them abreast of this situation,
Thanking you very much for your cooperation in this matter, I remain,

Yours very truly,

IL/ (% 1
Johmm

laim Repr.

“a

HJ:dd

Planet Insurance Company, Detroit . Standard Accident Insurance Company, Detroit . Pilot Insurance Company, Toronto



IAIm/svtrong Corlk Company

3

(INCORPORATED)

CUSTOMER'S ACKNOWLEDGMENT

CONTRACT FOREMAN'S

BUILDING MATERIALS DIVISION, LANCASTER, PA.

4

J DATE SOLD | DATE REQUESTED | DATE PROMISED DATE SHIPPED

/15/8) At Once

DISTRICT-BRANCH OFFICE QUR REQ. NO. CUST. ORDER NO. F., O. B.
r 291134 Ambler,
Lg Lo 4 \d YT
CREDIT APPROVED TERMS SHIPPED FROM CAR NO. AND INITIALS via
No Charpe Ambler
SALESMAN-OFFICE PRICE LIST NO. WGT. & PIECES ! DEFENSE ORDER NO.
L72=-94 ZONE—

Best Way - Prepald

SPECIAL BILLING AND SHIPPING INSTRUCTIONS .

SoLD Standard Aceldent Insurance (o

TO 21} So. 5th 8treet
| Philadelphia 6, Pa.

1 [

_ L

Attn: H. Johnson

_l ............. TAX NOT APPLICABLE
e -+ -NOT TAXABLE - EXEMPT
e ereeee - --NOT TAXABLE - RESALE
e ~TAXABLE- -ADD... . %....... e TAX

Claim Roprasontnti:r

Co“é'ggg'" QUANTITY ORDERED| _. .o DESCRIPTION QUANTITY PRICE
(PLANT) QUANTITY UNITS ¢ ONE ITEM TO EACH SPACE BHIPPED AMOUNT UNIT

43 F‘t‘t—

he zﬂ o ﬂomihn] ]n Thk
Map.—Covering —

'S

AGKNOWLEDGED
WITH THANKS

This is a copy of your order exactly as we have entered
it. If incorrect in any way, please notify us (District Office
Shown above) at once referring to our order number.

The goods sold hereunder are warranted to be free from defect
of material and workmanship, but this express warranty is in lieu
of and excludes all other warranties, Defective goods may be re-
turned to Seller after inspection by, and upon receipt of definite
instructions from, Seller. Goods so returned and found to be de-
fective will be replaced or repalred without charge, but Seller shall
not be llable for loss or damage directly or Indirectly arisiny from
the use of the goods or from any other cause. Seller's lsbility be-
ing expressly limited to the replacement or repalr of delective
goods. Every clalm on account of defective goods, short count, or
for any other cause, shall be deemed waived by Purchaser, unless
made in writing within thirty (30) days from the receipt of goods
to which such claim relates.

An overrun or underrun of 39 of the quantities specified shall
be considered fulfliment of this order.

Delay or fallure to perform any contract in accordance with its
terms shall be excused by (a) sabotage, fire, flood, differencea with
workmen, riot, insurrection, war, act of any Governmental authority,
priorities granted at the request or for the benefit, directly or in-
directly, of any government or agency thereof, shortage of raw
material, inability to meet current sales requirements, act of God,
or (b) any causes beyond the control of Seller, Any of the fore-
going conditions resulting in delay or fallure to perform any con-
tracts shall excuse such delay or fallure whether the condition exists
now or arises hereafter. In case of such delay or fallure to perform
for any of the above causes, either party may cancel the contiract
upon notice in writing given to the other. (The foregolng super-
ndtes anything inconsistent therewith relating to the same subject
matter.)

There are no warranties, agr , or understandi express
or implied in respect to the goods covered by this order, except
those set forth herein, unless covered in writing and accepted by
both Purchaser and Seller,

Purchaser agrees {0 pay to Seller the amount which Seller is re-
quired to pay on account of any excise, manufacturer’s, payroll,
use, or sales taxes or charges which may be established or levied
by any Governmental authority (domestlc or foreign) upon the
merchandise sold hereunder, or any part thereof, or the manufac-
ture, use, sale, or delivery thereof, or upon the materials entering
tnte the manufacture thereof, insofar as the same may be ap-
plicable to the merchandise sold hereunder or the manufacture,
use, sale, or delivery thereof.

This order is subject to the approval of Seller's Bales and Credit
Department at Lancaster, Pa

4.
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FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION DIVISION
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA

CLAIM NO: 5-85£03 DATE OF ACCIDENT 195

EMPLOYEE: ¥LOYD HYAIT
c/o iucille Sauwden
508~810 Seybold Building
Miami 32, Florida

Represented by:

LUCILLE BNU¥DER

Attorney al Law

80G-81C Soybold Building
¥iami 32, Flerida

EMPLOYER: ARMSTRONG CCRX CUKPARY
lincastar, Fenasylvania

CARRIER: STAXDARD ACCIDEXT INSURANCE COEPARY
32C ¥iracle idile
Cora. Gubles, Florida

Represented by:

DIXOX, DeJABRNETTE & BRADFCRD
Attorneys at las

Firat Rational Bsnk Bullding
¥iami 32, Florida

Compensation Order

Deputy Commnisaionor Georga C. NeCaughan
“051 Zeyoold Building
Mismi, Flerida




5-85502
Floyd Hyatt v, ,
Armastrong Cork Co.

After due notice to the parties, x hoaring on the above
entitled claim was copducted by the undersigned Deputy Coumissioner
at Biami, in Dado County, Florida, on J-nuary 5, 1954.

Uson consideration of the svidence pruszsented in respect
of such claim, the undersigned Deputy Commissionar finds thatt

1. The Florida Industrial Comaission has jurisdiction of.
the parties and the aubject matter. '

2. The claimunt was employed by the Armstrong Cork
Company during the years 1544 and 1943, at the Mclloskey Bhip Yird,
in Tampa, Florida, as = building mechanic engaged in the eractiocn
of insulating material, which occupation reguired the ciaimant to

work in a confined space with blocks of asbestos material and to

!

ve constantly exposed to aabestes dust, which wss 50 dense as to (
|

fog his glasses and penetrate his ears, nose, mouth and eyes. In I

tho courss of thia work, the claimant inhaled considerable quanti-

ties of the asbestes dust. During the last thirteon weeks ot his

!
employment by the employer, the claimant'zs average wsekly ezrnings!
were $43.52, making his rate of compenszation $22 per week, g

At the first henring} the carrier controverted the clsim !
on the ground that the statute of limitations bad run agsiost the
claim and that the em>rloyer had not hazd notice within the‘lima re-
Quared by statute,

Tostimony revealed that the ciaimant began to Le short o€§
trecth in 1345 and to thereafter bave a slight cough, but did not ﬁ
seck madical attenticn until he went to Dr, Brunner for treatment |
in November of 1952, who diazgnosed thé’ailment ag being silicosis,:
This oxamination was occssioned by a chince x-ray taken by 2 Com- ﬁ
munity Chest Mobile X-ray Unit during a tuberculesis prevention
drive. On August 31, 1953, the cisimant wont to Dr. Isaze B.

Cipres, who, after an extensive examination, diagnosed the i

clajimint's complaint as being asbesztoals directly attributadble to

1
i
{
FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION !‘

Workmen's Compensation Divisian i
Tailahassee, Florida !



the empleoyment with the employer. This wus the firast time that
claimant had any inkling that he was suffering from ambeatosis.
Thereafter, on September 1, claim was filed on behalf of claimant

for coumpensation on the basie of asbeatesis as an ocecupaticnal

disease, and, on Septembder 9, 1353, a notice wis mailed to the em-
ployer, which was acknowledged by letter of Beptomber 11, 1933,
{rom the employer.

Dr. Cippes teatified hafore the Deputy Comnizasloner that
the claimant was pernsnantiy totally disadled and would continue
to be ge for the rest of his life, Claimant testified that he was
unzble to be ocut of bed for more than a vary short period of time
and was unadie to ¢&0 any form of labor., He deascribed in detail
the eonditicns in which he worked with the employer, and the
description of the conditions wore thoze as described as likely
to é;uso the diseass by Dr. Cipres.

The insurance carriar's cnly testimony wass in ths nature
of the report of Dr. M. Jay Flipse, who found the claimant to be
suflfering from pulmonory emphysemi and bilaterxl pulmomary
fibrosis. The Deputy Commissicoer {inds that the cizimant does |
suffer from acbestosis, as testified to by Dr. Cippes, and as &
direct result othis enp§p§§ent by the Armstrong Cork Company, and
that the same falls vith£§ the provisions of Chapter 440.15-1 as an

cccupaticnal disoase,

The Deputy Commissioner interprats the reguirement for |

notice to the exployer ?o be notice within 60 days of the time the
ciaimant beccmes aware of the nature ¢f the injury or occupational
disease, and the Deputy Commissioner finds that notice was given |
within the time reguired. { :

The Deputy Commissionor further finds that the rate of ”
compensation i3 that which zas in e¢ffect at the time of the ex- ‘
posure of the claimant to ssbsstos dust {n 1943, to-wit, $22 por

weeok,

|
|
WHEREFORE, it is the order of the uvnrdersigned Doputy l
I

_2_ FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
Workmen's Compensation Division
Tatlahassae, Floride




Coxmaiassioner that the employer, Armatroang Cork Company, by its
insurance carrier,‘st:ndarﬁ Accident Insurance Coapany, doi

1. Puy claimznt, Ployd Hyatt, permanent total disability
conpengation from August 18, 1552, at ;he rate of 322 per wesk.

2. Furaish claimant such medical benefits zs the nature
of his condition due to the occupational dissase requirew. i

3. Pay the charges of Dr. i. C. Brurper xad Dr, Isaac
B. Cippea, for exzamination and medical trestment, within the limits
prescribaed by the Medical Fee Scheduls, and reimburse claimant for
such payments as he may have nmude toward the charges mads by these
rhysicisns,

4. BReimburse claim:znt to the extent of $52.25 for drugs
and medicines purchagsed by him at the direction of De. E, C.

Brunner in the treatment of the cccupational diseass,

_ 8. Pay to Luciile Snowden the sum of $300, us s ressocn- f

able fge foxr the serviees performed on behal? of claimant herein,
DONE AND ORDZIRED at Miami, Florids, this |

day of Janusry, 1954. 7 ‘ |

/%? :i»-'~. &‘M-—"{iﬁo

red

QECHGE €. WeCALGHIR, as Dapnty Commissionsr
Plarida Industrial Commisgion -

(824L) |
|
CC: P-rties |

Attornesys ﬁ
Florida Compensation Biting Bureau i

t

This is to certify that |

a copy heroof has been ssnt by
registered mail to the elaimﬂnt
and to the omployer at the 1“31
known address of sach, thia W

12 day of %F&=g==aa§&;_~192;9
FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COW HISSIONI

By T\ \.‘T"W < ':
(rnuﬁ\ -

-3- PEUTTTORTTINODOU S rT\'IHL- LU "WG Uﬂ
' Workmen's Compensation Dlvldon
Tallahasace, Florida

S







M FERRY JR . Charman of the Board
H PLATTS, President

S BROWN, Vice Pres & Secrefary

K KIRK, Vice Pres & Treasurer

P HACKER, Vice Pres:dent

PAUL WILSON, Vice President
€ A WARNICA, Vice Pres:dent
P E LAYMON, Vice President
and Genaeral Counsel

H A WHITE, Vice President
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Standard Accident Insurance Company

INCORPORATED 1884

CASUALTY INSURANCE + FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS

SAMUEL J. CARR PHiLaDELPHIA BRANCH OFFICE PHONE LO 3-8518
RESIDENT VICE-PRESIDENT STANDARD ACCIDENT BUILDING
214 SOUTH FIFTH ST.
PHILADELPHIA 6, PENNA.

. December 21, 1953

Armstrong Cork Company
Lancaster, Penna.

Att: R. C. Schiedt, Jr.
Tax Department Re: File #488088 - Armstrong Cork
, Floyd Hyatt

Dear Sir:

Thank you very much for your prompt answer to our letter of October 26th,
1953, requesting wage information on the &ove claimant.

The writer has been endeavoring to get a specimen of the type covering used

on the job which you did at the McCroskey Shipyard in 194k and 1945, but to date
I have been unsuccessful. I called at the manufacturer of this asbestos pipe
covering, the Heasby & Madison Company, in Ambler, Pemna. and explained the
situation, but they felt that they could not give the material directly to ume B
but mther requested. that I have someone from the Armstrong Cork Company go through
the process, and if the material was available , they would supply the same,
We desire to get a specimen of this material in order that we may have it
analyzed -uaitgt this time I request that 1f you do not have some of the material
on hand at your plant, would you kindly write to p{eas‘w-ﬁadison Company and

try and secure some of the sane?

Thank you very much for your cooperation in this matter..

Very truly yours,

H. Johnson _
Claim Repr. -

BJj:dd

Planet Insurance Company, Detroit . Standard Accident Insurance Campany, Detroit . Piiot Insurance Company, Taronto






FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

The.Det:!ut'y Commissioner vg‘\l }\oid ) oveaer 315
confereace betwen all part.esin

s o 1051 Seybeld-Building —
( gmm ss on Gificis 0

N c2d A 2o,
/743 P, 09 - N
[ lease come pf pared to limjt and t0 oo i ety Eentae—

try the issues. .
Notice of Hearing

Claim No. —g.85¢62-

Employee —Floyd-Hyatt;—in-eere—cfhis—ettorney

Attorney for Employee

Employer h ! x

7
Miami, Florida

TO THE PARTIES ADDRESSED:

A hearing will be held in the above case at —y gy —yormra-ButTaTng; HrERL; Florida
Ry agreanent of parties,

at 9430 o'clock s~ M. December—22;1953%

THIS HEARING IS PART OF A SCHEDULE; IT CANNOQT BE POSTPONED WITHOUT CONSIDERABLE
INCONVENIENCE AND EXTRA EXPENSE. POSTPONEMENT CANNOT BE HAD EXCEPT UPON
STRICTLY LEGAL GROUNDS:

SUBJECT OF’HEARING (Here state question in dispute) O DETERIINEG THE HERITS OF THE CLAIN
FOR CCMPEN"&TIOI? BENEFITS FCR DIQFBII_ITY RESULTING FROM ASBISTOSIS CONTRACTED
DERING J. K X Lk d ¥ 2 ’ h s

- {Y/\ "J

—

= S
The pames’ Io this hearmé should arrange to have all witnesses present to testify promptly at the time and
place above gwen ] (Subpoenas will be issued upon request of parties or counsel.)
N

The right is resarved&e take such action as the law permits if either party fails to appear at the time and place
set for this heanng E0) ) ‘\
FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION

CC: Above Parties, Tallahassee Cffice Tf o (},‘V‘, R ,//A .
Reg. to Carrisr's Attorney PPl it

’ } C Deputy Commissioner gl
@,xos:—aouu-—o-n GEORGE C. HCCAUGHAN
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We acimowledge the receipt of your letter of Dotober 26 concerning
the alleged oocupational diseass suffered by Floyd Hyatts .

- oo i s tios Ba %ha Toupil
- Payroll dstail prior to 1945 has beon de:timyed,, h:mor, “our
records indicate the following wages were paid in the periods indicated.
Pourth W"t of 1942 :’;_al'i'~=3‘v Lwn‘lsgi’wz:r 1L L8 Qi
. ~ihpc Suployed in Michigap: @ Dipa COVETE-.
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1945 employment detal in Florida followsr —.o -
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Standard Accident Insurancs Co. -2 Qatober 30, 1953
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Hyatt'a orig!.nn'l myloymt started aoaotina in the fourt.h —

quamr of 1942 and terminated due to ™o work® August 11, 19A5.w Lates,

mo to tho tight lsbor mrkot. during the m, it is qui.t.o
possible Hyatt wvas employed as a pipe coverer,

81nec you 414’50t eacloss a wage statement in your letter, do
not hesitate to contact us if we failed to give you all the informatica
ordinarily appoaring on the vage statezent, ¥ TIPS
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FERRY,JR. Charrman of the Boarg
PLATTS, President

DM

R H PAUL WILSON, Vice President
F 5 BROWN, Vice Pres & Secretary

LK

J P

E A WARNICA, Vice Pres.dent
P E LAYMON. Vice Pres.dent
and General Counsel

H A WHITE, Vice President

KIRK, Vice Pres & Tressurer
HACKER, Vice Pres:dent

Vag2 Yat

g Standard Accident Insurance Company
4<‘- 3&61 i CASUALTY INSURANCE -

FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS

SAMUEL J. CARR PHiLaDeELPHIA BRANCH OFFICE PHONE LO 3-8518
RESIOENT ViCE-PRESIDENT STANDARD ACCIDENT BUILDING
214 SOQOUTH FIFTH ST.
PHILADELPHIA 6, PENNA.

October 26, 1953

Armstrong Cork Company i - e
Lo F- L3 > ‘

Fd

Lancaster, Penna,

Att: Payroll Section Re: File #488988 - Armstrong Cork Co.
Floyd Hyatt - Acc: ?

Gentlemen:

During the years 1okl and 1945, this company was the Workmen's Compensation
Carrier for Amstrcng Cork Company. : . i

L)
We have been advised by our Tampa, Florida Office that during this time you
had one Floyd Hyatt in your employ as a plasterer. It is alleged that during.
that time Mr. Hyatt wae working at the McCloskey Shipyard in Tampa as a plasterer
and dne to the shortage of employees was used to wrap pipes with asbestos.
Recently his attorney made claim to the Workmens Compensation Division for
total disability as a result of contracting asbestosis during this period of
working in your employ. We are enclosing a wage statement and request that you
complete same, Mso, it is requested that you advise us, if possible, when
Mr. Hyatt came tglork for your company, when he left your emwploy, his reasons for
leaving, and if possible, any period of time in which while your employee, he
would have come in contact with this asbestos material.

Thanking you in advance for your cooperation, I remain, :
Very truly yours,

A

H., dohnson
Claim Repr.

'y

HJ:dd

Planet Insurance Company, Detroit . Standard Accident Insurance Company, Detroit Pilot Insurance Company, Toronto
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FERRY JR., Chairman of the Board PAUL WILSON, Vice Presioent
PLATTS, President . f E. A.WARNICA, Vice President
BROWN, Vice Pres & Secretary P E LAYMON, Vice President
KIRK, Yice Pres. & Treosurer and General Counsel

HACKER, Vice President H A WHITE. Vice Pres:dent

Standard Accident Insurance Company

INCORPORATED 1884

CASUALTY INSURANCE - FIDELITY AND SURETY BONDS

CLAaIM DEPARTMENT
FRANK V. COFFEE, CLAIM REPRESENTATIVE

4TH FLOOR BARNETT NAT’'L BANK 8LDG.

JACKSONVILLE 1, FLA,

September 17, 195) )

¥-L. P. Shriver igenay,
1801 Union BRank Bldg.,
Pittsburgh 22, Fenns.

Attention Hr. D. B. Edgar

RE: Floyd Eyatt vs Armstrong Cork Co.,
&fa 1944 end 1945

Gentleneng

Ve aclmowledge your letter of September 16, 1953,
enclosing papers in coznection with the above.

Thess pspers ars being fervarded today to our

s Hiamil, Fla. Clzim Uffice, J}r. Jack ¥alker, Claim Representative,

Standard scci{dent Insurance Company, 320 Miracle Mile Road,
Coral Gables, Florida, where the matter will receive prompt

‘attention,
Yours very truly,
B
X

\cc—Hr. Re C. Schiedt, Jdr.,-
Armstrong Cork Co.,
lencaster, Poenna,

c¢o~ Stendard Accident Ins. Co.,

320 Miracle Kile Road,

Coral Gables, Fla.

Attention Mr. Jaok Walicer, Claim Repe.

Planet Insurance Company, Detrait . Standard Accident [nsurance Company, Oetroit . Pilot Insurance Company, Toronto






2. V-L. P. SHRIVER AGENCY, General Agent

fé 1801 UNION BANK BLDG.
? % PITTSBURGH 22, PENNSYLVANIA
J, : $ Phone Grant 1-7800
3TN

September 16, 1953

Mr. R. C. Schiedt, Jr.
Tax Department
Armstrong Cork Company
Lancaster, Penna.

Dear Mr., Schiedt:

Re: Claim No., S-85602 - Floyd Hyatt vs Armstrong Gork Co.
Date of Accident 1944 and 1945

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter dated
September 15th, with enclosures, in connection with the above.
As per copy of letter attached, we have forwarded all papers
to the Jacksonville, Florida Office of the Standard Accident
Insurance Company for the necessary attention.

Should additional information be required, you

will hear further from either the Standard Accident Insurance

Company or this office. We shall keep you advised as to
developments,

Very truly yours,
V-L. P. SHRIVER AGENCY

o€
D. B. Edgar

DBE :maw

¢cc: Frank V, Coffee, Claim Rep.
Standard Accident Ins. Co. -
401-402 Barnett Nat'l, Bank Bldg. ‘
Jacksonville 1, Florida Rl e " LSO

¢ g 2,






Septembar 16, 1953

Frank V. Coffes, Claim Representative
Standard aAccident Insurance Company
401=402 Barnett Nat'l, Bank Building
P. 0. Box 359 . '

Jacksonville 1, Florida
Re: Floyd Hyatt vs Armstrong Cork
Co., D/A 194l & 1945

Dear ®r, GCoffees:
We are attaching copy of the following letters:

Florida Industrial Commission to Milss Lucille Snowden, Atty.
at Law, dated September 9th, 1953.

Armstrong Cork Co. to Florida Deputy Commissioner, dated
September 15th, 1953.

Armstrong Cork Co. to V=-L. P, Shriver Agency, dated Septem-
ber 15th, 1953.

From the correspondence you will note that Miss
Snowden 1s filing claim against our assured, Armstrong Cork
Co., on behalf of Floyd Hyatt for disability resulting from
asbestosis, which is alleged to have been contracted during
1944 and 1945 in the course of the claimant's employment.
The letter from the Armstrong Cork Co. to us dated September
15th sets forth the employment record of the claimant.

We are also enclosing coverage information for our
assured's policies for the 1944 end 1945 years., The Standard
Accident Insurance Company covered all operations in the
State of Florida, except their manufacturing plant at
Pensacola.

Would you kindly do the necessary to protect the

'ffanterests of this good assured. If further information is
/Pn,sdesired, do not hesitate to call upon us.

S S by e
ééﬁJ g = Thanking you, we are
& 42,0
cf‘:;' & % o Very truly yours,
N M N V-L. P. SHRIVER AGENCY
\’\,‘53 [ e
~_'¢ ’

s eer Mra R s Schiedt, Jr-/ D.'B. Edgar
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fiami 32, Flori o

DIRECTOR

September 11, 1953

Armstrong Cork Company
P. 0. Box 351
Pensacola, Florida

Attention: Mr. J. H. Appleyard, Personnel Manager
Re: S-85602 Floyd Hyatt v. Armstrong Cork Company
Gentlemen:

The above matter has been referred to this office for attention,
claim for benefits under the Workmen's Compensation Azt having
peen filed by the employee, through his attorney, Miss Lucille
Snowden. Copy of the claim is enclosed.

In accordance with letter of September 9, 1953, from Mr. Rodney
Durrance, Director, to Miss Snowden, kindly advise at your very
earliest convenience whether it is agreeable with you for the
hearing to be held in Miami or whether you prefer that it be held
in Tempa. You have, no doubt, received a copy of Mr. Durrance's
letter by this time. ‘

Thanking you for your prompt attention to this matter, I am

ry truly yaur

GEORGE C. Mc@AUGHAN

Deputy Commissioner

Encl.

CC: Miss Lucille Snowden
Attorney at Law
S=ybold Building
Miami 32, Florida






P LUCILLE SNOWDEN " ="~ -
Y Attorney at Law

Miami 32, Florida

September 1, 1953

Florida Industrial Commission
Workmen's Compensation Division
Tallahassee, Florida

Re: :Flbyd Hyatt vs Armstrong Cork Co. Date of Disability,
August 12, 1953.

bear Sirs:

Fibyd Hyatt files claim againsi tﬁe Armstrong Cork Co. for
disability resulting from asbestosis which was ocontacted
during 1944 and 1945 with the above named employer, while

claimant worked at the McCloskey Ship Yards at Tempa, Florida.

Since we do not know the name of this employers' carrier,
nor do we know this employers' address, we wish this letter
to constitute notice of disability from any earnings as of
August 12, 1953, and claimant's knowledge of his condition
as of the last week of August, 1953. RN .

It is requested that hearing be set on thié~case pfeferably
in Miami, if the carrier will agree, as the doctors and
claimant live in this area.

Claimaat bas requested that I represent him in this case.

Sincerely,
/s/

Lucille Snowden
Attorney at Law
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¥r. George C. NcCaughan
Depaty Commissioner

1051 Seybold Building
Dear Br. Wg D - ) -~~J~s-vm-»«~a»f—m B WBRERE 1
mmwwommasmywammmww. '
Mmbu?:mtomunzim wmwmﬂamwot
Floyd Hyatt.

i

Our records muuuw.mtmnmawmuamm;
mmuwmmmmdmmmmm.

Ve 414 not ult-inmthistmo@vorkmmdmkma'aw

umcwmputhmswmwmmwcm

Acapyctw. w'nmmmmumwm
wmwwmmaﬂmtm.

| Very tﬂﬂ! oS,

' ' ARSTRNG CORK W
Coples tos R. C. Bchiodt, Jr.
Mr. D. B. Edgar Tax Dopertmont

VeL. P. Shriver Agency
Pittsburgh 22. Pu,
Mr. J. H. Appleyard, Pensacola Plant






Septeader 15, 1953

VeL. P. sndmw

1801 Union Bank BlAg. - LO \M{v
Pittsburgh 22, Pa. ‘s
nai-mx ; ' OVD ‘

* - Vi are enclosing & copy of a letter from the Florida Infustrial Cows™
ntuionumuuavm'c emutim cmnnnabymmm

Recoxrds indicate this man wes exployed by our Detroit District
office in 1942 and owr Jacksonville, mu,m.mmm:susu.
bullding mechanis,

owpamnmudlmtomhsunbmw Hovever,
1945 records indicate Mr. Hyatt was exployed in Florida from Janmuary 22, 19&5,
to August 11, 19%5, as & plasterer st $1.50 per hour, .

nmltimsnmpmmtomctcoﬂboard. During World
..¥ar 1T, dus to the monpowver shortags, we might have used this man to apply

" pipe covering. Xeasbey A Mattison, menufacturer of this heat imsulation mte~
rid,huntolauw:haummummwmtorm

vithoutmmm leubesmttymk

: Wummmunmuammmonw.mm
letter dated Septamber 9, 1953, If yuvu require additiomal informatiocn, let ws

r. D. B, Bigar - | : | >\€/f\“))

-

VYery truly yours,
FCSSAR

Enclosure R, C. Bchiedt, Jr.
o Tox Department
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FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION DIVISION

TALLAHASSEE

September 9, 1953

Miss Iuecille 8nowden
Attorney at law

808-10 Seybold Building
Miami 32, Florida
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Re: Claim No. S5-85602, Floyd Hyatt vs.
Armstrong Cork Company, D/A 194k &

1945

Dear Miss Snowdent

We have your letter of September 1l filing claim against Armstrong
Cork Coumpany ou behalf of Floyd Hyatt for disability resulting from
asbestosis, vhich you state was contracted during 194k and 1945 in
the .course of the claimant's employment,
be set down for hearing in Miami 4if the employer will agree, as the

claimant and the doctorg live in that area.

You request that the case

It appears that this matter has not previously been reported to this
offices therefore, ve have established a file by assigning our number
§-85602 to your letter, which we are today forwarding to Deputy Com-
missioner George C. }cCaughan, Miami, with the understanding that the
hearing will be held there unless ths Armstrong Cork Company objects

to this arrangement,

A copy of this letter is being forwarded to the

Armstrong Cork Company, self-insurers, and they are requested to ad-
vise Mr. McCaughan if they prefer that the hearing be held at Tampa
vhere the injury occurred or whether it is agreeable for him to con-

duct the hearing.
Very truly yours,
, 7
) /’/\/{“ﬂ’*.’i—:’ U SR -
V' RODEEY DURRAXCE
Director
JCC:1fc _

(+3+ 3

ce:e

Mr, George C. McCeughan

Deputy Comtissioner

1051 Seybold Building

Miami 32, Fla, (Encl, - file)

Mr. J. K. Appleyard, Personnel Mgr.
Armstrong Cork Company

P, 0. Box 351

Pensacola, Florida -
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att,,_Floyd CmNo..S ' 8560;‘!

tmoigier Hy A
{

},{,, piid.,

emoye  Armstrong fork Ao
Town Vi

AumemtContacted during 1944 & '45fi. o
mwy  ASbestosis

Remarks 1etter
bd

The Commission has assigned the above Case Number to this file. All future report:
and correspondence concerning this injury MUST refer to this number.
Florida Industrial Commission, Workmen’s Compensation Division
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Armstrong Cork Company

‘ 9/11/53
715" 055

- This morning, ‘we received ’che enclosed letter from'
the Florida Industrial Commission Workmen's Compensation:
Director indicating ‘a claim against Armstrong Cork Company
.on behalf of a Floyd Hyatt, claiming disability resulting
_from asbestosis contracted during employment during 19L¢.Lg.-h.5
"We_ have examined the records of ‘our pl\aggxqu‘t}‘qve no,rilc‘ A

“on’’enySuch’ individual; : Nowéver; in the course o

“letter; Mr. Durrance refsrs, to employment “inor, abouti Tampa

‘Ployed by ‘the’ ~clzorrbreu:i: di(rision of ‘our company.

&that‘”y'o'iz ‘would want to lmow about the’ pendinglclaiin‘ so_gwtha

~

-




