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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: New York 

Certification(s)/Specialty: Neurological 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 46-year-old male with an industrial injury dated 02/22/2006. His 

diagnoses included chronic lower back and right leg pain, lumbar spondylosis; status post left 

lumbar 4-5 hemilaminotomy, rule out lumbar instability and chronic pain management. Prior 

treatment included 2 jaw surgeries, plastic reconstructive surgery, and lumbar decompression at 

lumbar 4-5, shrapnel removed from left arm, epidural steroid injections, physical therapy and 

medications. He presents on 03/30/2015 with complaints of low back pain. He also reports neck 

pain with numbing type of sensation down both arms. He states his back pain and right leg pain 

can be unbearable at 10/10. Physical exam showed the injured worker ambulatory with a single 

point cane. He is unable to perform heel and toe walking. There was tenderness to palpation 

below the scar at the lumbar 5-sacral 1 region. The provider documents there are instability in a 

previous laminectomy and the only way to address the problem is with a fusion operation. The 

plan included authorization for an anterior lumbar interbody fusion at lumbar 4-5 and lumbar 5-

sacral 1. In the documentation, the provider notes, "in light of the instability and in light of the 

stenosis and in light of the neurologic deficit and the 9 year history of pain with nonoperative 

care, surgical intervention is reasonable and appropriate. The provider requested authorization 

for surgery - anterior lateral interbody fusion with open reduction and posterior spinal fusion and 

instrumentation and associated services to include labs and dural medical equipment. 

 

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES 



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

 

Anterior Lumbar Interbody Fusion (ALIF) L4-S1 with Open Reduction, Posterior Spinal 

Fusion and Instrumentation (PSF/I) L4-S1: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 12 Low Back 

Complaints Page(s): 310.  Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Official Disability Guidelines, 

Low Back Chapter, Fusion (spinal). 

 

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Page(s): 305-307.   

 

Decision rationale: The California MTUS guidelines do recommend a spinal fusion for 

traumatic vertebral fracture, dislocation and instability. This patient has not had any of these 

events. The guidelines note that the efficacy of fusion in the absence of instability has not been 

proven. Documentation of 03/30/2015 notes no evidence of instability or spondylolisthesis. 

Therefore, the request is not medically necessary and appropriate. 

 

Inpatient Stay (2-days): 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. 

 

Pre-Operative Evaluation with Co-Surgeon: 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. 

 

Assistant Surgeon: 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: Lumbar Back Brace (purchase): 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: Bone Growth Stimulator (purchase with in office fitting): 
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. 

 

Pre-Operative Medical Clearance Appointment: 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: Co Surgeon: 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. 

 

Pre-Operative 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. 

 

Pre-Operative CMP: 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. 

 

Pre-Operative 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. 

 

Pre-Operative INR: 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. 

 

Pre-Operative 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. 

 

Pre-Operative EKG: 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. 

 

Pre-Operative 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. 

 


