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SUMMARY

The Maryland Court of Appeals held that a back injury sustained by a pipe fitter while performing

routine work was not an accidental injury compensable under the Maryland Workers’ Compensation

Act. Because the injury resulted from a normal position and exertion, rather than an unusual strain,

exertion, or employment condition, the court affirmed dismissal of the compensation claim.
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affirmed

Appeal from a judgment affirming the State Industrial Accident
Commission's dismissal of a workers' compensation claim; the trial

court granted a demurrer prayer withdrawing the case from the jury.

Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to establish that the injury
was accidental within the meaning of the Maryland Compensation Act.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the claimant presented legally sufficient evidence that his back injury was accidental and

therefore compensable under the Maryland Compensation Act.

2. Whether an injury resulting from a normal position and ordinary exertion in the employment constitutes

an accidental injury under Maryland workers' compensation law.

HOLDINGS

1. An injury is accidental under Maryland workers' compensation law only when it results from some
unusual strain or exertion or from some unusual condition in the employment; the claimant's evidence
did not satisfy that standard.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under the Maryland cases an injury is accidental only when it results from some unusual strain or exertion

or some unusual condition in the employment.” (216)

“We find nothing in the instant case to differentiate it from the cases cited.” (216)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The claimant, a pipe fitter, was working in an underground dam-site vault, tightening bolts with a three-foot
wrench while positioned on a scaffold. While pulling down on the wrench, he experienced sudden back pain, but
he did not slip or fall. His position and the bolt he was tightening were not unusual for the work, and he testified
that working off balance was normal procedure.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The State Industrial Accident Commission dismissed the claimant's compensation claim. The lower court
affirmed that dismissal and granted a demurrer prayer withdrawing the case from the jury. The claimant appealed

to the Court of Appeals of Maryland, which affirmed.
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