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Facts: This is afizappeal filed from a decision that ruled certain bills submitted by treatment
providerns/for medical treatment provided to the claimant were not causally related to the
established conditions and from a decision of the Board which denied claimant's
Application for Reconsideration/Full Board Review. The claim was established for right
carpal tunnel syndrome, urinary tract infection, incontinence, TMJ, injuries to the left
knee, two teeth, the head inclusive of a traumatic brain injury, the face, neck and right
shoulder. The claimant is classified permanently totally disabled. Over the course of
several hearings commencing as of September 6, 2019, C-8.1B objections were reviewed
by the Judge regarding medical and hospital bills submitted for payment to the carrier. It
was noted that there was an audio malfunction and the transcript could not be produced
and the Judge was directed to issue a Notice of Decision indicating the findings that were
entered at the hearing. A Notice of Decision was issued ruling in favor of the carrier
sustaining dozens of the medical bill objections filed by the carrier between 2017 and
2020 that they were either untimely filed, inadequately documented, duplicative or for

Summary of Appellate Division Cases: June 2022



Holding:

Discussion:

treatment not authorized or for treatment that was in whole or in part not causally related
to the established medical conditions. Prima facie medical evidence was found for an
additional condition of consequential colitis. The Board upheld the Judge’s decision
regarding the C-8.1B objections but modified the decision by holding in abeyance the
objections to medical bills related to colitis and the treatment of that condition. The
claimant appeals from the decisions.

The decisions are modified by reversing that the disputed medical bills are not causally
related to established conditions with the matter remitted to the Workers' Compensation
Board for further proceedings.

The Court noted the issue of whether the medical treatment provided toéthe“¢laimant is
causally related to the claimant's established medical condition requires’reliance on
medical reports or opinions and resolution of conflicting medical épinions. The Court
focused on the fact that the Judge’s decision merely listed by datetand carrier’s C-8.1
objection to specify dates of service and provided a cursory rgason for sustaining each
objection in favor of the carrier. The Court held that the"Judge’s decision failed to
specify medical evidence upon which the ruling is basedN, "The Court noted that the
Board Decision also failed to reference any medical proof or opinions or evidentiary
basis for upholding the Judge’s decision. Essentially,the Court found that there was
insufficient basis provided by the Law Judge foxdénying compensability and payment for
the numerous bills that were submitted. The Court is seeking a more detailed
explanation which includes medical opinion.
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