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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. 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/Service. He/she is familiar with governing laws and 

regulations, including the strength of evidence hierarchy that applies to Independent Medical 

Review determinations. 

 

The Expert Reviewer has the following credentials: 

State(s) of Licensure: California 

Certification(s)/Specialty: Orthopedic Surgery 

 

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 injured worker is a 59-year-old female, who sustained an industrial injury on 9-6-2011. She 

reported development of pain in bilateral upper extremities, neck, mid back from repetitive strain 

activity. Diagnoses include cervical disc degeneration with disc protrusion, cervical stenosis, , 

cubital tunnel syndrome, carpal tunnel syndrome, and right frozen shoulder, status post bilateral 

carpal tunnel release, status post right shoulder manipulation with injection, status post cervical 

laminectomy. Treatments to date include anti-inflammatory, opioid, and physical therapy, steroid 

injections, and medial branch blocks. Currently, she complained of increasing pain in the neck 

following cervical facet injections provided approximately one month prior. The records 

indicated pain was severe and she presented to the Emergency Department for treatment. On 5-

28-15, the physical examination documented no acute physical findings. The plan of care 

included anterior cervical discectomy and fusion C5-C6 and C6-C7 with instrumentation, and 

associated services including a one-day inpatient stay, pre-operative chest x-ray, pre-operative 

laboratory evaluation CBC, CMPT, PT, PTT, urinalysis, cardiac consultation and stress test for 

surgical clearance. 

 

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES 

The Final Determination was based on decisions for the disputed items/services set forth below: 

 

Anterior cervical discectomy and fusion C5-C6 and C6-C7 with instrumentation: Upheld 



 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 8 Neck and 

Upper Back Complaints.  Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Official Disability Guidelines, 

Neck and Upper Back Chapter: Fusion, anterior cervical, autograft. 

 

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 8 Neck and Upper Back 

Complaints Page(s): 181-183.   

 

Decision rationale: According to the CA MTUS/ACOEM guidelines, Neck and upper back 

complaints, pages 181-183 surgery is not recommended for non-radiating pain or in absence of 

evidence of nerve root compromise. There is no evidence of correlating nerve root compromise 

from the exam of 5/28/15. The patient has neck pain from the exam notes of 5/28/15 but this 

does not correlate with any imaging findings. Therefore, the patient does not meet accepted 

guidelines for the procedure and the request is not medically necessary. 

 

Associated surgical service: One-day inpatient stay: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale: Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Preoperative chest x-ray: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale: Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Preoperative labs: CBC: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Associated surgical service: CMPT: Upheld 



 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Associated surgical service: PT/PTT: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Associated surgical service: UA: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Associated surgical service: Cardiac consult and stress test for surgical clearance: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 


