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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:

This 66-year-old woman sustained an industrial injury on 8-29-2007. The mechanism of injury is
not detailed. Evaluations include an undated right shoulder MRI, cervical spine MRIs dated 9-
21-2012 and 1-5-2015, lumbar spine MRI dated 9-21-2012, cervical spine x-rays performed in
2013, electromyogram and nerve conduction studies of the bilateral upper extremities dated 9-
27-2012, electromyogram and nerve conduction studies of the bilateral lower extremities dated
10-25-2012, and electromyogram and nerve conduction studies of the bilateral upper and lower
extremities dated 1-7-2014. Diagnoses include cervical disc herniations with central canal
stenosis, spinal cord compression, and myelomalacia; bilateral foraminal stenosis of the cervical
spine; cervical radiculopathy; status post lumbar spine surgery; bilateral lower extremity
radiculopathy with neurogenic claudication; and right sacroiliac joint pain. MRI cervical spine
from 1/5/15 demonstrates C4--5, C5-6 and C6-7 mild bilateral foraminal narrowing with mild
ventral cord contact. Treatment has included oral medications, shoulder steroid injection,
surgical intervention, and physical therapy. Physician notes from the spine specialist dated 6-19-
2015 show complaints of persistent and increasing cervical spine pain with radiation down the
bilateral arms with numbness and associated headaches, tingling, and weakness, right shoulder
pain, and lumbar spine pain and stiffness with radiation down the bilateral lower extremities
with numbness and tingling. Recommendations include surgical intervention.

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES




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

Anterior and Posterior cervical discectomy and fusion at C3-C7 with
posterior laminectomies: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 8 Neck
and Upper Back Complaints.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 8 Neck and Upper
Back Complaints Page(s): 181-183.

Decision rationale: Per 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 MRI of
1/5/15. The patient has radiating pain from the exam notes of 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.

Preoperative Clearance with Internal Medicine Specialist: 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: 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: 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.

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: 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: 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.

Associated surgical service: 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.

Associated surgical service: Outpatient Home Health Care 2 weeks: 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.

Postoperative Physical Therapy 18-24 visits: 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: Inpatient Hospital Stay 2-3 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.

Associated surgical service: Bone Stimulator (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: Hard Two Piece Cervical Collar: 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: Soft cervical collar: 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: Cold Therapy Unit: 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.



