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HOW THE IMR FINAL DETERMINATION WAS MADE

MAXIMUS Federal Services sent the complete case file to an expert reviewer. He/she has no
affiliation with the employer, employee, providers or the claims administrator. The expert
reviewer is Board Certified in Occupational Medicine and is licensed to practice in California.
He/she has been in active clinical practice for more than five years and is currently working at
least 24 hours a week in active practice. The expert reviewer was selected based on his/her
clinical experience, education, background, and expertise in the same or similar specialties that
evaluate and/or treat the medical condition and disputed items/services. He/she is familiar with
governing laws and regulations, including the strength of evidence hierarchy that applies to
Independent Medical Review determinations.

CLINICAL CASE SUMMARY

The expert reviewer developed the following clinical case summary based on a review of the
case file, including all medical records:

The patient is a 74 year-old female with date of injury 08/02/1994. The medical document
associated with the request for authorization, a primary treating physician's progress report, dated
10/08/2014, lists subjective complaints as status post heart attack and stroke as a result of
occupational stresses. Provider notes that the patient had weakness on the left side due to a
stroke. Objective findings: Vital signs: stable. Heent: pupils were both reactive. Sclerae were
nonicteric. Lungs were clear. Heart was regular. Abdomen was soft with no tenderness. Overall,
mentation was acceptable. Impression: 1. Old CVA with left hemiparesis 2. Diabetes mellitus 3.
Hypertension 4. Chronic kidney disease 5. Coronary artery disease 6. Hyperlipidemia.

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES
The Final Determination was based on decisions for the disputed items/services set forth below:

Hospital Bed: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not base their decision on the MTUS.
Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline, Durable Medical
Equipment, Guideline #: CG-DME-10, Last Review Date: 02/13/2014.




Decision rationale: The MTUS and Official Disability Guidelines are silent on each of the
requested items.According to the Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline for Durable Medical
Equipment, durable medical equipment is considered medically necessary when all of a number
of criteria are met including: There is a clinical assessment and associated rationale for the
requested DME in the home setting, as evaluated by a physician, licensed physical therapist,
occupational therapist, or nurse; and There is documentation substantiating that the DME is
clinically appropriate, in terms of type, quantity, frequency, extent, site and duration and is
considered effective for the individual's illness, injury or disease; and The documentation
supports that the requested DME will restore or facilitate participation in the individual's usual
IADL's and life roles. Careful reading of the patient's medical record shows that it consists
primarily of nursing notes. Based on these notes, it is probable that the patient may require each
of the five items requested. Unfortunately, the physician's note associated with the request for
authorization is completely lacking in documentation, or any explanation of the medical need for
the requested items below; consequently, the five requested items are considered not medically
necessary due to that lack of documentation. The request for Hospital bed is not medically
necessary.

Hoyer lift with 2 slings: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not base their decision on the MTUS.
Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline, Durable Medical
Equipment, Guideline #: CG-DME-10, Last Review Date: 02/13/2014.

Decision rationale: According to the Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline for Durable Medical
Equipment, durable medical equipment is considered medically necessary when all of a number
of criteria are met including: There is a clinical assessment and associated rationale for the
requested DME in the home setting, as evaluated by a physician, licensed physical therapist,
occupational therapist, or nurse; and There is documentation substantiating that the DME is
clinically appropriate, in terms of type, quantity, frequency, extent, site and duration and is
considered effective for the individual's illness, injury or disease; and The documentation
supports that the requested DME will restore or facilitate participation in the individual's usual
IADL's and life roles. The request for Hoyer lift with 2 slings is not medically necessary.

Tiltable Transfer Chair with High Back and Neck Support: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not base their decision on the MTUS.
Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline, Durable Medical
Equipment, Guideline #: CG-DME-10, Last Review Date: 02/13/2014.



Decision rationale: According to the Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline for Durable Medical
Equipment, durable medical equipment is considered medically necessary when all of a number
of criteria are met including: There is a clinical assessment and associated rationale for the
requested DME in the home setting, as evaluated by a physician, licensed physical therapist,
occupational therapist, or nurse; and There is documentation substantiating that the DME is
clinically appropriate, in terms of type, quantity, frequency, extent, site and duration and is
considered effective for the individual's illness, injury or disease; and The documentation
supports that the requested DME will restore or facilitate participation in the individual's usual
IADL's and life roles. The request for Tiltable Transfer Chair with High Back and Neck Support
is not medically necessary.

Wheeled Shower Chair: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not base their decision on the MTUS.
Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline, Durable Medical
Equipment, Guideline #: CG-DME-10, Last Review Date: 02/13/2014.

Decision rationale: According to the Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline for Durable Medical
Equipment, durable medical equipment is considered medically necessary when all of a number
of criteria are met including: There is a clinical assessment and associated rationale for the
requested DME in the home setting, as evaluated by a physician, licensed physical therapist,
occupational therapist, or nurse; and There is documentation substantiating that the DME is
clinically appropriate, in terms of type, quantity, frequency, extent, site and duration and is
considered effective for the individual's illness, injury or disease; and The documentation
supports that the requested DME will restore or facilitate participation in the individual's usual
IADL's and life roles. The request for Wheeled Shower Chair is not medically necessary.

Bedside Commaode: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not base their decision on the MTUS.
Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline, Durable Medical
Equipment, Guideline #: CG-DME-10, Last Review Date: 02/13/2014.

Decision rationale: According to the Blue Cross Clinical UM Guideline for Durable Medical
Equipment, durable medical equipment is considered medically necessary when all of a number
of criteria are met including: There is a clinical assessment and associated rationale for the
requested DME in the home setting, as evaluated by a physician, licensed physical therapist,
occupational therapist, or nurse; and There is documentation substantiating that the DME is
clinically appropriate, in terms of type, quantity, frequency, extent, site and duration and is
considered effective for the individual's illness, injury or disease; and The documentation



supports that the requested DME will restore or facilitate participation in the individual's usual
IADL's and life roles. The request for Bedside Commode is not medically necessary.



