City of Atlanta v. Roach, (Court of Appeals  A09A0456, April 8, 2009)
Issue: Did the burns sustained by the claimant when he fell asleep on a heating pad which was not prescribed or recommended by any authorized physician but which the claimant was using to alleviate aches and pains in areas injured in the compensable accident constitute a super-added injury?  

The Court of Appeals agreed that the Board had utilized the correct legal standard and that the any evidence rule compelled the reversal of the Superior Court’s reversal of the Appellate Division order.

The claimant is a disabled Atlanta police officer who sustained multiple injuries including a left hip fracture in a compensable vehicular accident in 2004.  In 2006, the claimant drove from Rochester, New York (where he had relocated) to Atlanta to discuss the possibility of his returning to work and back to New York. Upon returning after driving from Atlanta to New York in one day, his left hip was sore.  The claimant placed a heating pad on his left hip, fell asleep and woke with 3rd degree burns on his left hip.  The Administrative Law Judge found he had sustained a super-added injury and assessed fees against the employer for unreasonable defense.  The Appellate Division reversed the Administrative Law Judge with one dissent. 

In reversing, the Board held, relying upon J.M. Huber Corp. v. Holliday, 228 Ga.App. 4, 491 S.E. 2d 74 (1997) that “a super-added injury arises as a natural consequence of or directly from, the original event.” The Board went on to hold that the medical evidence and Roach’s own testimony demonstrated that the burn injury was not the result of reasonably required medical treatment prescribed or authorized for his original work related injury.

The Superior Court reversed holding that the Board had used an incorrect legal theory and that there was not sufficient competent evidence to support the factual findings. 
The Court of Appeals disagreed and held that the Board correctly relied upon Holliday, supra, for the definition of super-added injury and upon Standridge v. Candlewick Yarns, 202 Ga.App. 553, 415 S.E. 2d 10 (1992) for support of its holding that use of the heating pad did not constitute medical treatment which was either authorized or prescribed for the employee’s work injury. 
