SUPREME JUDICIAL COURT OF MAINE

Cote v. Georgia-Pacific Corp.

596 A.2d 1004 (Me. 1991) - Decided June 18, 1991

SUMMARY

The Supreme Judicial Court of Maine held that Maine's Workers' Compensation Act does not

authorize reimbursement for purely housekeeping services provided to an injured employee. The court

vacated the Appellate Division's decision and remanded for an order denying the claimant's petition

for housekeeping expenses.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether section 52 of the Maine Workers' Compensation Act authorizes reimbursement for

housekeeping services incurred because of a compensable injury.

2. Whether the Workers' Compensation Commission may award housekeeping expenses when the statute
expressly provides for medical, surgical, hospital, nursing, medicinal, and mechanical or surgical-aid

expenses.

HOLDINGS
1. Section 52 does not authorize reimbursement for purely custodial or housekeeping services.

2. The court will not expand section 52 to include housekeeping reimbursement when the statutory

language does not fairly encompass that benefit.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In construing section 52, we hold that reimbursement for housekeeping expenses is not included under the
provisions of the statute.” (596 A.2d at 1006)

“We decline to create statutory "rights [and] liabilities under the guise of construction."” (596 A.2d at 1006)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Roderick Cote sustained a compensable injury to both arms that required four surgeries and left him totally
disabled for approximately eighteen months. After his first operation, his surgeon instructed him to greatly
restrict his activities. Cote paid his sister $85 per week to prepare meals, clean the house, and do laundry for him

and his two teenage sons, and sought reimbursement under the Workers' Compensation Act.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Workers' Compensation Commission granted Roderick Cote's petition for reimbursement of housekeeping
expenses incurred during his period of disability. The Commission's Appellate Division affirmed. Georgia-
Pacific Corporation appealed, and the Supreme Judicial Court of Maine vacated the Appellate Division's

decision and remanded for entry of an order denying the petition.

DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remanded to the Workers' Compensation Commission for entry of an order denying the petition to fix

housekeeping expenses.
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