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SUMMARY

The Montana Supreme Court affirmed the Workers' Compensation Court's denial of Richard D.
Hinman's claim for benefits for chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. The court held that substantial
evidence supported the finding that Hinman failed to establish that chemical exposure during his three-
month employment caused his COPD, particularly in light of medical evidence attributing the
condition to smoking. The memorandum decision was designated noncitable under the Montana

Supreme Court's internal operating rules.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial evidence supported the Workers' Compensation Court's finding that Hinman failed

to prove that his employment-related chemical exposure caused his COPD.

2. Whether the Workers' Compensation Court correctly denied Hinman's claim for workers' compensation

benefits.

HOLDINGS

1. The Workers' Compensation Court's findings and judgment denying benefits were supported by

substantial evidence and were affirmed.

2. The Workers' Compensation Court correctly interpreted and applied settled Montana law to deny

Hinman's claim.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We will not overturn a decision of the Workers' Compensation Court where substantial evidence supports
it.” (16)

“We affirm the Judgment of the Workers' Compensation Court.” (17)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hinman worked as an auto mechanic, body repairer, welder, and painter for Specialized Automotive from May
through August 2003. He was diagnosed with chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in January 2005 and
attributed the condition to chemical exposure at work. His treating doctors did not opine on causation, while an
independent medical examiner concluded that Hinman's approximately two-pack-per-day, twenty-year smoking
history was the proximate cause of his COPD and that imaging showed no objective evidence of another cause.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hinman sought workers' compensation benefits based on his claim that exposure to chemicals during
approximately three months of employment caused his COPD. The Workers' Compensation Court entered
findings of fact, conclusions of law, and judgment denying the claim on January 5, 2007. The Montana Supreme

Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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