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PRIMARY TREATING PHYSICIANS IN CALIFORNIA 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION: PAIN SPECIALISTS AND 
THEIR LEGAL FRAMEWORK 
This report explains the role of a Primary Treating Physician (PTP) who specializes in pain management 
within California's workers' compensation system. A PTP is the main doctor responsible for your work injury 
treatment, including diagnosis, treatment plans, work restrictions, and permanent disability decisions. If you 
were hurt at work and deal with ongoing pain, this report explains what your pain doctor can and cannot do, 
what treatments are available, and how to protect your rights. This report reflects California law and guidelines 
current as of March 1, 2026. 

--- 

Part 1: What Is a Primary Treating Physician? 
This section explains the legal definition and authority of a PTP in California's workers' compensation system. 

Definition and Legal Authority 

Your Primary Treating Physician (PTP) is the doctor who has the main responsibility for managing your work 
injury treatment. Under California law, your employer must provide you with medical treatment "reasonably 
required to cure or relieve" you from the effects of your work injury. This includes medicine, surgery, physical 
therapy, mental health treatment, and medical equipment. See Cal. Lab. Code § 4600 
(https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4600/). 

The PTP's authority comes from California regulations. Your PTP "shall render opinions on all medical issues 
necessary to determine the employee's eligibility for compensation." See Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, § 9785 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/9785.html). This means your PTP decides: 

● Your diagnosis (what is wrong with you) 

● What treatments you need 

● Whether you can work and what work restrictions you have 

● When you have reached maximum medical improvement (MMI) — the point where your condition will not 
get significantly better with more treatment 

● How much permanent disability you have from the injury 

What "Reasonably Required" Treatment Means 

California law defines "reasonably required" treatment as treatment that follows the guidelines adopted by the 
Administrative Director of the Division of Workers' Compensation (DWC). See Cal. Lab. Code § 4600(b) 
(https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4600/). These 
guidelines are called the Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule (MTUS). Your PTP must follow MTUS 
guidelines when recommending treatment. If your PTP recommends something outside these guidelines, they 
must explain in writing why the exception is medically necessary. 

The PTP's Dual Role 

Your PTP serves two purposes at the same time. First, your PTP is your doctor who provides clinical care. 
Second, your PTP is a reporting agent who creates the official medical record used by the insurance 
company, the Workers' Compensation Appeals Board (WCAB), and other decision-makers. Every report your 
PTP writes — including progress notes, work status reports, and disability ratings — becomes evidence in 
your workers' compensation case. 

Important: Your PTP's medical opinions carry significant weight in your case. Choosing and 
working with a qualified pain specialist PTP can make a major difference in the treatment you 
receive and the benefits you are awarded. 

--- 

Part 2: How PTPs Are Selected and Credentialed 



This section explains how you get assigned or choose a PTP, and what qualifications pain specialist PTPs 
must have. 

Three Ways to Select a PTP 

California law allows you to get a PTP through three paths: 

1. Predesignation — If you told your employer in writing before your injury that you have a personal 
doctor, and you had health insurance at the time of injury, you have the right to see that doctor as your 
PTP from day one. See Cal. Lab. Code § 4600(d) (https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-
lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4600/). 

2. Medical Provider Network (MPN) — Most employers use an MPN, which is a list of approved doctors. 
An MPN is a group of doctors and specialists the employer's insurance company has approved to treat 
injured workers. Your employer can direct you to an MPN doctor for your first visit, but you can switch to 
another doctor within the MPN after that. See Cal. Lab. Code § 4616 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/medicalunit/toc.pdf). 

3. No MPN — If your employer does not have an MPN, you may choose your own doctor after a waiting 
period set by law. 

MPN Access Standards for Pain Specialists 

MPNs must include enough doctors near where you live or work. California regulations require at least three 
primary treating physicians within 30 minutes or 15 miles of your home or workplace. For specialists like pain 
management doctors, the MPN must provide access within 60 minutes or 30 miles. See Cal. Code Regs. tit. 
8, § 9767.5 (https://www.sullivanoncomp.com/blog/mpn-access-standards-if-an-employee-chooses-to-treat-
with-a-specialist). 

Qualifications for Pain Specialist PTPs 

Pain specialist PTPs must hold an unrestricted California medical license (MD or DO degree). Most pain 
specialist PTPs also have: 

● Board Certification in Pain Medicine from the American Board of Pain Medicine 

● Board Certification in Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, Anesthesiology with pain subspecialty, or 
Occupational Medicine from the American Board of Preventive Medicine 
(https://www.theabpm.org/become-certified/specialties/occupational-medicine/) 

● Fellowship training in pain medicine from an accredited program 

● Many also hold Qualified Medical Evaluator (QME) certification, which shows advanced training in 
disability evaluation. See DWC QME Qualification Process 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/MedicalUnit/QualificationForQME.html). 

Verifying Your Doctor's Credentials 

You can verify any doctor's license and check for disciplinary history through the California Medical Board. 
You can also search the DWC Qualified Medical Evaluator Database 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/databases/dwc/qmeN.asp) to check if your pain doctor holds QME certification. MPN 
credentialing standards have become stricter in 2026, with insurance companies now verifying NPI numbers 
and provider enrollment (https://doctormgt.com/california-wc-credentialing/) before authorizing payment. 

--- 

Part 3: The Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule (MTUS) 
This section explains the treatment guidelines your PTP must follow and recent updates affecting pain 
management. 

What Is the MTUS? 

The Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule (MTUS) is the set of evidence-based treatment rules that all 
workers' compensation doctors in California must follow. It is codified at Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, §§ 9792.20–
9792.27 (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/mtus/mtus.html). The MTUS tells doctors what treatments are 
appropriate for different work injuries based on the best available scientific evidence. 

Evidence-based medicine means that treatment decisions are guided by published scientific research, not just 
one doctor's personal opinion. The MTUS incorporates guidelines developed by the American College of 



Occupational and Environmental Medicine (ACOEM). See ACOEM Practice Guidelines Center 
(https://acoem.org/Practice-Resources/Practice-Guidelines-Center). 

The Presumption of Correctness 

MTUS guidelines are presumptively correct. This means they are assumed to be the right standard for 
treatment unless someone proves otherwise. See Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, § 9792.21 
(https://www.law.cornell.edu/regulations/california/8-CCR-9792.21). If your PTP recommends treatment that 
follows MTUS guidelines, the insurance company must have a strong, specific reason to deny it. If your PTP 
wants to recommend something outside the guidelines, they must prove the exception is necessary using 
scientific medical evidence. 

2025 Chronic Pain Guideline Update 

The DWC adopted a new ACOEM Chronic Pain Guideline effective June 1, 2025. See DWC Evidence-Based 
Updates to MTUS (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-
Update/Index.htm). This guideline covers how to evaluate and treat chronic pain, including complex regional 
pain syndrome (CRPS), fibromyalgia, and neuropathic pain (nerve-related pain). See ACOEM Chronic Pain 
Guideline (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Chronic-Pain-
Guideline.pdf). 

Key points from the 2025 chronic pain guideline: 

● Non-drug treatments come first. The guideline prioritizes physical therapy, exercise, and psychological 
approaches over medications. 

● Cognitive behavioral therapy (CBT) — a type of talk therapy that helps you change how you think about 
and respond to pain — is moderately recommended (Evidence B level). 

● Fear-avoidance belief training (learning not to avoid activity because of fear of pain) is moderately 
recommended (Evidence B level). 

● Mindfulness-based stress reduction is moderately recommended (Evidence B level). 

● Medications like gabapentin and pregabalin (anticonvulsants used for nerve pain) are moderately 
recommended for neuropathic pain. 

● Tricyclic antidepressants like amitriptyline are moderately recommended for nerve pain. See NIH Review 
of Antidepressants for Neuropathic Pain (https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC10576544/). 

--- 

Part 4: What Treatments Are Allowed and Not Allowed 
This section covers specific treatments your pain specialist PTP can and cannot prescribe under current 
California law. 

Allowed Pain Management Treatments 

Your PTP can recommend these treatments if they meet MTUS guidelines and are authorized through the 
proper process: 

● Medications — Topical anti-inflammatory drugs (like diclofenac cream), anticonvulsants (gabapentin, 
pregabalin), and certain antidepressants for nerve pain 

● Physical therapy and occupational therapy — Hands-on treatment and exercises to improve function 

● Cognitive behavioral therapy (CBT) and other psychological treatments for pain 

● Epidural steroid injections — Injections near the spine to reduce inflammation and pain, when specific 
criteria are met 

● Nerve blocks — Injections that block pain signals from specific nerves 

● Spinal cord stimulator (SCS) trials — A device implanted near the spine that sends electrical signals to 
reduce pain, authorized only after all other treatments have failed 

● Functional Restoration Programs (FRPs) — Intensive daily rehabilitation programs lasting 6–8 weeks 
that combine physical therapy, occupational therapy, CBT, and return-to-work planning. See Enlyte 
Analysis of FRP Programs (https://www.enlyte.com/insights/article/utilization-management/functional-
restoration-programs-cwci-study). 

Cannabis Is NOT Allowed for Workers' Compensation 



Effective January 28, 2025, the DWC adopted the ACOEM Cannabis Guideline that explicitly bans cannabis 
from workers' compensation pain treatment. See Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, § 9792.24.8 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/9792248.html) and ACOEM Cannabis Guideline 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Cannabis-Guideline.pdf). 

The guideline states: 

● Cannabinoids are not recommended for chronic pain 

● Cannabinoids are not recommended for acute or short-term pain 

● Cannabis use is not recommended for workers in safety-critical jobs 

Critical: Even though cannabis is legal for personal use in California, your PTP cannot prescribe or 
authorize cannabis through workers' compensation. The insurance company will not pay for it. This 
applies to all forms of cannabis and cannabis-derived products. 

Opioid Restrictions 

The DWC adopted strict Opioid Guidelines effective March 27, 2024. See DWC MTUS Main Page 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/mtus/mtus.html). Key restrictions include: 

● For acute pain (new injuries), opioids should be prescribed at the lowest effective dose, usually for three 
days or less. More than seven days is rarely justified. 

● For chronic pain, doctors must carefully document that the opioid is actually improving your ability to 
function, not just reducing pain scores. 

● Doses at or above 50 morphine milligram equivalents (MME) per day require careful reassessment. 
Doses at or above 90 MME per day require strong medical justification. 

● Your PTP must check California's Prescription Drug Monitoring Program (PDMP) before prescribing or 
continuing any opioid. See 2025 Opioid Regulation Updates (https://titangroupdea.com/blog/new-opioid-
regulations-pain-management-specialists-need-to-know-about-2025). 

Important: If you are currently taking opioids for a work injury and your doctor wants to reduce or 
stop them, you have the right to a proper tapering plan. Sudden discontinuation of opioids can be 
medically dangerous. 

--- 

Part 5: The Treatment Authorization Process 
This section explains how your PTP gets treatment approved and what happens when treatment is denied. 

Request for Authorization (RFA) 

Your PTP cannot simply order treatment and have it automatically paid for. For most non-emergency 
treatments, your PTP must submit a Request for Authorization (RFA) to the insurance company (called the 
claims administrator). The RFA is a formal written request that includes your diagnosis, the specific treatment 
requested, and the medical reasons why the treatment is needed. See Bradford Barthel: Utilization Review 
Process (https://bradfordbarthel.com/2024/08/15/utilization-review-process-procedures-and-timelines/). 

Utilization Review (UR) 

After receiving the RFA, the claims administrator has five working days to either approve the treatment or 
send it to Utilization Review (UR). UR is a process where a doctor hired by the insurance company reviews 
your PTP's treatment request to decide whether it meets MTUS guidelines. See Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, § 
9792.9 (https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/9792_9.html). 

The UR doctor then has: 

● 5 working days to make a decision (approve, modify, or deny) 

● 14 calendar days if the UR doctor requests additional medical records 

If UR approves the treatment, it goes forward. If UR denies or modifies the treatment, you receive a written 
explanation. 

Independent Medical Review (IMR) 

If UR denies your treatment, you have the right to appeal through Independent Medical Review (IMR). IMR is 
a second review by an independent doctor who is not employed by your insurance company. You must 



request IMR within 30 days of receiving the UR denial. See DWC IMR FAQ 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/IMR_FAQs.htm). 

According to the 2025 IMR Annual Report (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/reports/IMR-Annual-Report.pdf), 
IMR overturned 12.7% of UR denials in 2024, up from 10.2% the prior year. This means about one in eight 
appealed denials was reversed in the injured worker's favor. The report also found that 74% of IMR reviewers 
held board certification in the relevant medical specialty. 

Recent WCAB Decisions on Pain Treatment Authorization 

The Workers' Compensation Appeals Board (WCAB) has issued important decisions about pain treatment: 

● In Gabriela Santoyo, ADJ16231186 (WCAB 2024) (https://www.dir.ca.gov/wcab/Panel-Decisions-
2024/Gabriela-SANTOYO-ADJ16231186.pdf), the WCAB found that the PTP's recommendation for an 
epidural steroid injection met MTUS guidelines. The UR denial was overturned because the UR doctor 
failed to identify a specific guideline violation. 

● In Mario Ramirez, ADJ15193432 (WCAB 2025) (https://www.dir.ca.gov/wcab/Panel-Decisions-
2025/Mario-RAMIREZ-ADJ15193432.pdf), the WCAB required the PTP to clearly document why 
previously effective epidural injections had stopped working before authorizing a spinal cord stimulator 
trial. 

● In Patrick Fernandez, ADJ767111 (WCAB 2025) (https://www.dir.ca.gov/wcab/Panel-Decisions-
2025/Patrick-FERNANDEZ-ADJ767111.pdf), the WCAB held that claims for pain management supplies 
must be supported by strong medical evidence, not just a doctor's recommendation. 

--- 

Part 6: Your PTP's Reporting Duties 
This section explains the reports your PTP must file and why they matter for your benefits. 

Required Reports and Deadlines 

Your PTP must submit specific reports on a schedule set by Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, § 9785 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/9785.html): 

● Doctor's First Report (Form 5021) — Due within 5 working days of your first examination. See Form 
5021 (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/forms/5021.pdf). This report documents your initial diagnosis and 
treatment plan. 

● Progress Report (Form PR-2) — Due within 20 days when there is a significant change in your condition, 
treatment plan, or work status. If nothing changes, a report is still due every 45 days. See Form PR-2 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/PR-2.pdf). 

● Permanent and Stationary Report (Form PR-3 or PR-4) — Filed when your PTP determines you have 
reached maximum medical improvement. Form PR-3 applies to injuries under the 1997 rating schedule; 
Form PR-4 applies to injuries from 2005 onward using the AMA Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent 
Impairment, 5th Edition. See Form PR-3 (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/PR-3.pdf) and Form PR-4 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/PR-4.pdf). 

What Progress Reports Must Include 

Each PR-2 report must contain: 

● Subjective complaints — Your own description of your pain and limitations 

● Objective findings — Measurable results from physical examination (range of motion in degrees, 
strength test results, sensory testing) 

● Diagnosis — With ICD-10 medical codes 

● Treatment plan — Specific interventions, how often, and for how long 

● Work status — Specific restrictions (such as "no lifting over 10 pounds") or a return-to-work date with 
any limitations 

Important: Vague work restrictions like "off work" or "light duty" without specific physical 
limitations often cause delays in your benefits. Ask your PTP to write specific restrictions that 
describe exactly what you can and cannot do. 

Why Reports Matter for Your Benefits 



Your PTP's reports are the foundation of your workers' compensation case. The insurance company uses 
these reports to decide whether to continue your temporary disability payments (money you receive while you 
cannot work), whether to authorize additional treatment, and how to calculate your permanent disability 
benefits. If reports are late, incomplete, or vague, your benefits may be delayed or reduced. 

--- 

Part 7: Permanent Disability and Future Medical Care 
This section explains what happens when your pain condition reaches maximum medical improvement and 
how permanent disability is determined. 

Permanent Disability Assessment 

When your PTP determines your condition has reached maximum medical improvement (MMI) — also called 
being permanent and stationary (P&S) — your PTP must assess your permanent disability. This assessment 
determines how much the work injury has permanently affected your body and your ability to work. 

Your PTP rates your whole person impairment (WPI) using the AMA Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent 
Impairment, 5th Edition. See DWC Schedule for Rating Permanent Disabilities 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/pdr.pdf). The WPI rating is based on: 

● Range of motion measurements 

● Strength deficits 

● Sensory changes (numbness, tingling) 

● Pain-related impairment (up to an additional 3% WPI if your pain exceeds what is already included in 
your body region rating) 

Your permanent disability rating directly determines the amount of permanent disability benefits you receive 
under Cal. Lab. Code §§ 4650–4664 (https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/permanent-disability-ratings-in-
california-workers-comp-how-they-work-and-what-theyre-worth/). 

Apportionment 

Apportionment means dividing your disability between the work injury and other causes. Your PTP must 
determine what percentage of your permanent disability was caused by your work injury versus pre-existing 
conditions (such as back pain you had before the injury). See Form PR-4 (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/PR-
4.pdf). Insurance companies often argue that much of a chronic pain patient's disability existed before the 
work injury. Your PTP should carefully document the difference between your function before and after the 
injury. 

Future Medical Treatment 

Even after you reach MMI, you may still need ongoing medical care for your work injury. Under Cal. Lab. 
Code § 4600 (https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-
4600/), your employer remains responsible for future medical treatment that is reasonably required to relieve 
you from the effects of the injury. For chronic pain conditions, this often includes: 

● Ongoing pain management visits 

● Continued medications (anticonvulsants, antidepressants, topical agents) 

● Periodic physical therapy 

● Maintenance procedures (nerve blocks, spinal cord stimulator adjustments) 

Important: You may be offered a settlement that includes future medical care. Before agreeing to 
any settlement, understand that once you settle future medical, you may lose the right to additional 
treatment. Consult with a workers' compensation attorney before signing. 

--- 

Part 8: Your Rights When Treatment Is Denied 
This section explains how to challenge treatment denials and protect your right to pain management. 

Challenging UR Denials Through IMR 



If the insurance company's UR doctor denies your PTP's treatment recommendation, you have 30 days to 
request Independent Medical Review (IMR). See DWC IMR FAQ 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/IMR_FAQs.htm). The IMR process is free to you. An independent doctor 
reviews your entire medical record and makes a binding decision. 

Your chances of success improve when your PTP: 

● Cites specific MTUS guidelines supporting the recommended treatment 

● Documents objective findings (imaging, examination measurements) 

● Records which conservative treatments have already been tried and failed 

● Explains clearly why the denied treatment is medically necessary 

Qualified Medical Evaluator (QME) Disputes 

When there is a disagreement about your medical condition, treatment, or disability rating, you or the 
insurance company can request a Qualified Medical Evaluator (QME) panel. A QME is a doctor certified by 
the DWC to perform independent medical evaluations. See Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, § 30 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/30.html) and Cal. Lab. Code §§ 4062.1–4062.2 
(https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/labor-code-%C2%A74062-objections-to-medical-determinations). 

Key points about QMEs: 

● A QME's findings do not automatically replace your PTP's opinions 

● If you choose the QME to become your new PTP, the QME takes over your treatment 

● If you keep your current PTP, both the PTP's and QME's opinions become part of your medical record 

● The QME search tool is available at the DWC QME Database 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/databases/dwc/qmeN.asp) 

Procedural Defects That Can Help You 

UR denials can sometimes be challenged based on procedural errors, not just medical disagreements: 

● Late UR decisions — If the UR doctor did not issue a decision within 5 working days (or 14 days with 
additional information request), the denial may be invalid 

● Missing clinical reasoning — If the UR denial does not cite a specific MTUS guideline that your PTP's 
recommendation violated, the denial is vulnerable to reversal 

● Wrong specialty reviewer — If a general practitioner reviewed a specialized pain management request, 
this weakens the denial 

WCAB Appeals 

If IMR upholds the denial, or if there are other disputes in your case, you or your attorney can bring the matter 
before the Workers' Compensation Appeals Board (WCAB). The WCAB is the court that decides workers' 
compensation disputes in California. See DWC Injured Worker Guidebook 
(https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/injuredworkerguidebook/chapter7.pdf). 

--- 

Part 9: Northern California Resources and Access 
This section provides information about pain specialist PTPs in the San Francisco Bay Area and Northern 
California. 

Pain Specialist Availability 

The San Francisco Bay Area has one of the largest networks of credentialed pain specialists in the country. 
Major medical centers with pain management services qualified for PTP roles include: 

● Stanford Healthcare Pain Management Center (https://stanfordhealthcare.org/medical-clinics/pain-
management.html) 

● UC San Diego Health Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation 
(https://health.ucsd.edu/care/orthopedics/physical-medicine/) (Southern California but part of UC system) 

● Sacramento area board-certified pain management doctors (https://apdss.com/mds/) 

● Pacific Pain & Regenerative Medicine (https://pacificpainfree.com/meet-the-providers/) 



Most major insurers (Zenith, Cumis, CorVel, Maximus, and others) maintain MPN networks that include pain 
specialists in San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, and surrounding areas. 

Access Challenges in Remote Areas 

If you live in more rural parts of Northern California (such as Eureka, Redding, or Chico), you may face longer 
travel times to reach a pain specialist. If your MPN does not have a pain specialist within the required 60-
minute or 30-mile distance from your home, you can request a written exception to see an out-of-network 
specialist. Your employer's claims administrator must respond to this request. 

Special Notes for CRPS Patients 

Complex Regional Pain Syndrome (CRPS) is a chronic pain condition that can develop after an injury, usually 
in an arm or leg. CRPS requires early, aggressive treatment — the first 3 to 6 months after symptoms begin 
are a critical window for effective treatment. See Employees First: CRPS Workers' Compensation 
(https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/complex-regional-pain-syndrome-crps-workers-compensation/). 

If you suspect CRPS, ask your PTP for an immediate referral to a pain specialist with CRPS experience. Your 
PTP should order diagnostic tests (bone scan, thermography, sensory testing) and document that you meet 
the Budapest Criteria — the accepted medical standard for diagnosing CRPS. Early intervention with 
sympathetic nerve blocks, intensive physical therapy, and pain psychology produces far better outcomes than 
delayed treatment. 

--- 

Part 10: Risks and Important Warnings 
This section covers medical, legal, and professional risks you should know about. 

Medical Risks of Pain Treatment 

All pain treatments carry some risk. Before any treatment, your PTP should discuss these with you and obtain 
your written informed consent (your agreement after understanding the risks): 

● Medications — Opioid dependence, sedation, breathing problems; antidepressant side effects; 
anticonvulsant skin reactions 

● Injections — Nerve injury, infection, bleeding near the spine 

● Inactivity — If your activity is overly restricted, your muscles can weaken and your pain can worsen 

Risk of Treatment Denials 

Treatment recommendations that lack detailed documentation or do not clearly cite MTUS guidelines face a 
high risk of denial. See Cal. Code Regs. tit. 8, § 9792.21 (https://www.law.cornell.edu/regulations/california/8-
CCR-9792.21). The 2025 IMR Annual Report (https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/reports/IMR-Annual-
Report.pdf) confirms that well-documented, guideline-compliant requests have stronger chances of approval 
on appeal. 

Professional Discipline Risks for Doctors 

PTPs who violate opioid prescribing rules, fail to check the PDMP, or prescribe cannabis through workers' 
compensation face discipline from the California Medical Board, DEA oversight, and potential loss of their 
workers' compensation provider status. See 2025 Opioid Regulation Updates 
(https://titangroupdea.com/blog/new-opioid-regulations-pain-management-specialists-need-to-know-about-
2025). 

Critical: If your doctor prescribes you opioids without checking the PDMP database or without 
documenting functional improvement, the insurance company may deny payment and your doctor 
may face regulatory consequences. Make sure your doctor is following proper protocols. 

Protecting Yourself 
● Keep copies of all medical reports, RFA submissions, UR decisions, and IMR decisions 

● Ask your PTP for copies of every PR-2 progress report 

● If treatment is denied, request the written UR denial letter and review it carefully 

● Meet all deadlines — you have only 30 days to appeal a UR denial through IMR 



● Consider consulting a workers' compensation attorney, especially for permanent disability disputes or 
repeated treatment denials 

--- 
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Primary Treating Physicians in California Workers' Compensation: Pain Specialists and Their Legal 
Framework, Qualifications, and Operational Responsibilities 

Executive Summary 

A Primary Treating Physician (PTP) specializing in pain management within California's workers' 
compensation system occupies a critical mediating role between injured workers and the insurance system, 
wielding substantial authority over diagnosis, treatment authorization, work restrictions, and permanent 
disability determinations. Based on comprehensive research of current California law, regulatory standards, 
and practice protocols effective as of March 2026, this report establishes that pain specialist PTPs must satisfy 
rigorous licensure and qualification standards while operating within an increasingly prescriptive evidence-
based treatment framework that mandates multimodal, non-opioid approaches to occupational pain conditions. 
The intersection of evolving statutory requirements, the Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule (MTUS) 
incorporating American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine (ACOEM) guidelines, Medical 
Provider Network (MPN) access standards, and specialized pain management protocols creates a complex 
operational environment where PTPs must balance clinical judgment with regulatory compliance while 
navigating utilization review, independent medical review, and potential appellate challenges. This report 
provides comprehensive guidance on PTP qualifications, legal authorities and limitations, treatment obligation 
requirements, reporting duties, coordination with specialized evaluators, and practical implementation 
considerations within Northern California's workers' compensation ecosystem, while accounting for the 
distinct perspectives of injured workers, employers, insurers, and legal practitioners. 

I. Legal and Regulatory Framework Governing Primary Treating Physicians 

Statutory Foundation of PTP Authority 

The foundational statutory authority for PTP roles derives from [California Labor Code Section 4600][1], 
which establishes that employers shall provide injured workers with "medical, surgical, chiropractic, 
acupuncture, and hospital treatment, including nursing, medicines, medical and surgical supplies, crutches, 
and apparatuses, including orthotic and prosthetic devices and services, that is reasonably required to cure or 
relieve the injured worker from the effects of their injury."[1] The statute further specifies that treatment shall 
be provided "by a physician chosen by the employer or selected by the injured employee from a list of 
physicians designated or approved by the employer."[1] This fundamental obligation immediately establishes 
the PTP as the authorized provider directing treatment within an employer-controlled or MPN-administered 
framework, subject to increasingly detailed regulatory constraints. 

The definition and scope of a PTP's authority is specified in [California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 
9785][48], which establishes that "the primary treating physician shall render opinions on all medical issues 
necessary to determine the employee's eligibility for compensation."[48] This regulatory language creates a 
broad grant of authority extending beyond clinical judgment into compensation system determinations 
including temporary disability status, work restrictions, and return-to-work capacity. The regulation further 
obligates the PTP to submit specific reports within defined timelines: a Doctor's First Report (DLSR 5021 
Form) within 5 working days of initial examination, progress reports (Form PR-2) within 20 days of 
significant condition changes or within 45 days if no triggering event has occurred, and permanent and 
stationary reports (Forms PR-3 or PR-4) once the injury reaches maximum medical improvement.[48] These 
reporting requirements create a detailed evidentiary record that forms the foundation for subsequent dispute 
resolution and appellate review. 

Regulatory Framework: The Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule 

The Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule (MTUS), codified in [California Code of Regulations, Title 8, 
Sections 9792.20 through 9792.27][2], establishes "the standard for the provision of medical care in 
accordance with Labor Code section 4600 for all injured workers diagnosed with industrial conditions because 
it provides a framework for the most effective treatment of work-related illness or injury to achieve functional 
improvement, return-to-work, and disability prevention."[2] The MTUS operates on principles of evidence-
based medicine, defined as "a systematic approach to making clinical decisions which allows the integration 
of the best available evidence with clinical expertise and patient values," requiring that "recommendations 
supported by the best available evidence shall be used to guide treatment decisions."[35] Critically, the MTUS 
creates a presumption of correctness: "The recommended guidelines set forth in the MTUS are presumptively 
correct on the issue of extent and scope of medical treatment."[35] This presumption is rebuttable only "by a 
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preponderance of scientific medical evidence establishing that a variance from the schedule is reasonably 
required to cure or relieve the injured worker from the effects of his or her injury," with the burden of proof 
resting upon the treating physician seeking to deviate from guidelines.[35] 

The MTUS framework incorporates treatment guidelines developed by the American College of Occupational 
and Environmental Medicine (ACOEM) across multiple clinical domains, with each guideline presumed 
correct "on the issue of extent and scope of medical treatment" unless successfully challenged.[2] The current 
MTUS includes adopted ACOEM guidelines addressing cervical and thoracic spine disorders, shoulder 
disorders, elbow disorders, hand/wrist/forearm disorders, low back disorders, knee disorders, ankle and foot 
disorders, workplace mental health, eye disorders, hip and groin disorders, occupational asthma, occupational 
interstitial lung disease, acupuncture, chronic pain, postoperative rehabilitation, opioids, and traumatic brain 
injury.[2][2] The pain-specific guidelines are of particular relevance to this analysis and are discussed in detail 
below. 

Statutory Framework for Treatment Determination 

[California Labor Code Section 4600(b)][4] explicitly defines that "medical treatment that is reasonably 
required to cure or relieve the injured worker from the effects of the worker's injury means treatment that is 
based upon the guidelines adopted by the administrative director pursuant to Section 5307.27."[4] This 
statutory language creates a direct nexus between MTUS compliance and the definition of "reasonably 
required" treatment, effectively making MTUS compliance a threshold requirement for any treatment that 
purports to satisfy the statutory mandate. The statute further permits the employer or employer's insurer to 
condition non-emergency treatment upon prior authorization, establishing utilization review as a mandatory 
intermediary step before treatment implementation in most non-emergent scenarios.[4] The statute creates a 
critical exception for predesignated physicians: if an employee has "notified the employee's employer in 
writing prior to the date of injury that the employee has a personal physician," and the employee maintained 
health care coverage for non-occupational injuries at the time of injury, the employee "shall have the right to 
be treated by that physician from the date of injury."[4] This predesignation right creates the first pathway 
through which injured workers can exercise agency in PTP selection before the injury date. 

PTP Selection Mechanisms and Regulatory Requirements 

The selection of a PTP occurs through three permissible mechanisms under current law. First, if an employee 
has properly predesignated a personal physician before injury and maintained qualifying health insurance 
coverage, that physician becomes the authorized PTP.[4] Second, employers with established Medical 
Provider Networks may assign the employee to a PTP from the MPN, subject to access standards requiring at 
least three available primary treating physicians "within 30 minutes or 15 miles of each covered employee's 
residence or workplace."[3][3] Third, for employers without an MPN, the employee may select from 
physicians willing to treat workers' compensation cases after a specified waiting period. The MPN framework, 
governed by [Labor Code Section 4616 et seq.][41], requires that MPNs "include an adequate number and 
type of physicians, as described in Section 3209.3, or other providers, as described in Section 3209.5, to treat 
common injuries experienced by injured employees based on the type of occupation or industry in which the 
employee is engaged."[3] 

II. Pain Management Guidelines and Treatment Standards: 2025 Updates 

Chronic Pain Guideline Framework 

The Division of Workers' Compensation adopted comprehensive evidence-based guidelines for chronic pain 
treatment effective June 1, 2025, based on the ACOEM Chronic Pain Guideline (December 19, 2024).[10] 
The guideline addresses "a general approach to the evaluation and management of patients with chronic pain" 
while including guidance for specific disorders including "complex regional pain syndrome, fibromyalgia, and 
neuropathic pain."[10] The chronic pain guideline employs a structured evidence classification system 
distinguishing between "Strongly Recommended, 'A' level"; "Moderately Recommended, 'B' level"; 
"Recommended, 'C' level"; "Insufficient - Recommended (consensus-based), 'I' level"; and various insufficient 
or not recommended categories.[10] 

For diagnostic approaches in chronic pain, the guideline recommends comprehensive initial assessment 
including detailed history, physical examination, imaging studies where appropriate, and psychological 
screening, with particular attention to identifying red flag conditions requiring emergent referral.[10] The 
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guideline mandates documentation of work-relatedness through occupational history and temporal 
relationship between work exposure and symptom onset. Psychological and behavioral aspects receive 
particular emphasis, with the guideline recommending standardized pain scales, functional capacity 
assessment, and screening for depression, anxiety, and post-traumatic stress disorder.[10] 

Treatment recommendations emphasize multimodal, non-pharmacologic approaches prioritized above 
pharmaceutical interventions. Behavioral interventions receive strong evidence support, with the guideline 
moderately recommending cognitive behavioral therapy for chronic pain (Evidence B level), accepting and 
commitment therapy (Evidence C level), fear-avoidance belief training (Evidence B level), and mindfulness-
based stress reduction (Evidence B level).[10] Physical therapy and functional restoration programs receive 
strong support when coordinated with behavioral health interventions, with emphasis on achieving measurable 
functional gains and return-to-work objectives within defined timeframes.[10] 

Pharmaceutical management follows a hierarchical approach: topical NSAIDs (e.g., diclofenac) receive 
Evidence C recommendation, while anticonvulsants including gabapentin and pregabalin receive Moderately 
Recommended (Evidence B) status for neuropathic pain and fibromyalgia specifically.[10] Tricyclic 
antidepressants including amitriptyline receive Evidence B recommendation for neuropathic pain, while 
selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs) are noted as potentially beneficial with less robust evidence 
than tricyclics.[64] Opioid medications remain heavily restricted, with the DWC March 27, 2024 Opioid 
Guideline (adopted into MTUS) requiring documentation of functional improvement and strict monitoring 
protocols.[2] 

Cannabis Exclusion from Workers' Compensation Pain Treatment 

Effective January 28, 2025, the Division of Workers' Compensation adopted the ACOEM Cannabis Guideline 
explicitly excluding cannabinoids from pain management treatment protocols in workers' 
compensation.[8][11] The guideline explicitly states: "Cannabinoids are not recommended for the treatment of 
chronic pain," "Cannabinoids are not recommended for treatment of acute or subacute pain," and "Acute or 
chronic cannabinoid use is not recommended for individuals who perform safety-critical jobs."[8] The 
guideline notes that despite cannabis legalization in California for non-occupational uses, cannabis-derived 
products remain explicitly excluded from workers' compensation treatment authorization for any pain 
condition including spine pain, chronic radicular pain, and osteoarthritis.[8] The rationale emphasizes 
"numerous adverse effects" and "lack of efficacy data," noting that "there is no clear rationale for the 
prescription of cannabinoids for disorders that are typically work-related."[8] This represents a critical 
distinction that PTPs must communicate clearly to injured workers who may be legally entitled to cannabis for 
non-occupational conditions but cannot access it through workers' compensation even if they personally 
believe it beneficial. 

Functional Restoration Programs and Treatment Duration 

The 2025 MTUS updates include specific guidance on Functional Restoration Programs (FRPs), also termed 
tertiary pain programs, which are designed for injured employees with chronic pain, delayed recovery despite 
exhausting multiple conservative care efforts.[43] FRPs represent intensive, multimodal rehabilitation 
programs typically involving 6-8 weeks of daily participation combining physical therapy, occupational 
therapy, cognitive behavioral therapy, vocational assessment, and return-to-work coordination.[43] Recent 
data from the California Workers' Compensation Institute reveals that FRP claims averaged more than 
$234,000, nearly 60% higher than comparable non-FRP claims, with significantly longer temporary disability 
durations.[43] Critically, "fewer than half of the FRP claims studied had documented chronic pain diagnoses," 
and "FRPs were not initiated until 792 days after the first medical service, following nearly 40 conventional 
physical medicine visits."[43] The updated MTUS guidance establishes stricter guideline compliance 
requirements for FRP authorization, requiring documented chronic pain diagnosis, exhaustion of conservative 
modalities over defined periods, and documented functional restoration goals with measurable progress 
milestones. 

Specialty Treatment Authorization Requirements 

Pain specialist PTPs must navigate increasingly rigorous authorization processes for interventional pain 
management procedures. Epidural steroid injections, a common pain management intervention, must meet 
specific MTUS criteria including documented radicular pain syndrome with dermatomal distribution, imaging 
confirmation of structural abnormality correlating with clinical presentation, and failure of conservative 
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treatment for defined periods.[19][22] Spinal cord stimulator (SCS) trials require even more rigorous 
documentation including completion of psychological clearance, demonstrated failure of multiple 
conservative and surgical interventions, and evidence that the injured worker has "exhausted all conservative 
treatment options" before proceeding to this invasive modality.[22] Recent WCAB decisions emphasize that 
claims of "material change in fact" supporting SCS authorization must be clearly documented, with 
inadequate showing that epidural injections that previously provided relief remain potentially viable.[22] 

III. Current Legal Landscape: Recent Developments and Judicial Interpretation 

2025-2026 Policy Developments 

As of March 2026, the California workers' compensation system reflects several critical recent developments 
affecting PTP practice. The December 2024 ACOEM Chronic Pain Guideline and January 2025 Cannabis 
Guideline adoptions represent the most significant guideline updates affecting pain specialist PTPs.[10][11] 
These guidelines have immediate operative effect through the MTUS adoption process, requiring treating 
physicians to align their clinical practices with updated evidence standards. The DWC maintains that 
prosecutorial discretion regarding treatment authorization has been substantially curtailed, with the Doyle 
memo (addressing enforcement discretion) no longer applying or being adhered to as of January 2026, though 
no formal replacement guidance has been issued.[12] 

The rollout of evidence-based updates continues, with Administrative Director Orders extending through 
January 2, 2026 for shoulder disorders, elbow disorders, hand/wrist/forearm disorders, and traumatic brain 
injury guidelines.[2] These sequential guideline updates create ongoing compliance burdens for PTPs 
requiring continuous monitoring of DWC website updates and participation in continuing medical education 
addressing guideline evolution. 

Workers' Compensation Appeals Board Recent Precedent on Pain Treatment 

The WCAB has issued several significant decisions in 2024-2025 addressing PTP authority and pain 
treatment authorization, providing controlling Ninth Circuit precedent on key issues. In [Gabriela Santoyo, 
ADJ16231186][19], the WCAB addressed epidural steroid injection authorization where the PTP 
recommended treatment but utilization review denied authorization. The court found that the PTP's 
recommendation met MTUS guidelines, observing that the applicant "does meet MTUS guidelines" for 
epidural steroid injection given documented radicular pain syndrome, imaging findings confirming structural 
abnormality, and positive straight-leg raise examination.[19] The decision establishes that UR denials not 
clearly identifying specific guideline variance cannot justify treatment denial, requiring UR physicians to 
articulate precise clinical and regulatory grounds for departure from MTUS recommendations. 

In [Mario Ramirez, ADJ15193432][22], the WCAB clarified that material change in fact supporting 
reassessment of conservative treatment exhaustion must be clearly documented. When a PTP sought spinal 
cord stimulator trial authorization after initial epidural steroid injection denial, the WCAB required clear 
documentation that previously efficacious epidural injections had become ineffective, shifting the clinical 
assessment regarding ongoing viability of conservative modalities.[22] The decision emphasizes that PTPs 
bear a continuing obligation to demonstrate evolving clinical circumstances justifying escalation to more 
invasive interventions. 

In [Patrick Fernandez, ADJ767111][33], the WCAB addressed the evidentiary burden for medical necessity of 
home health care services and durable medical equipment, holding that lien claimants seeking payment for 
pain-related medical supplies must demonstrate not merely that a physician recommended them but that 
compelling medical evidence establishes their necessity under MTUS standards.[33] 

Qualified Medical Evaluator (QME) vs. Primary Treating Physician Distinction 

WCAB precedent consistently distinguishes between the PTP's ongoing treating role and the QME's 
independent evaluation function. Under [California Labor Code Section 4061 et seq.][57] and [CCR Section 
30][56], when disputes arise regarding medical determinations, the party objecting may request a panel of 
Qualified Medical Evaluators, but the QME's findings do not supersede the PTP's ongoing authority to 
provide treatment unless the injured worker selects the QME to become the new PTP. The precedent 
establishes that within a valid Medical Provider Network, non-MPN physicians cannot serve as PTPs for 
purposes of determining eligibility for compensation, even if they are qualified medical evaluators, absent 
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formal authorization to change treating physicians.[41] This creates a critical distinction that injured workers 
and attorneys must navigate carefully. 

Circuit Split Considerations: Ninth Circuit Authority vs. Other Jurisdictions 

While California workers' compensation decisions are not bound by federal circuit precedent, the Ninth 
Circuit's interpretation of occupational medicine principles and evidence-based treatment standards 
occasionally influences state-level analysis. The Ninth Circuit has recognized MTUS-style evidence-based 
treatment guidelines as reasonable regulatory frameworks for occupational medicine determinations, 
particularly when guidelines incorporate peer-reviewed literature and expert consensus.[37] Northern 
California state courts have consistently upheld MTUS compliance requirements as reasonable exercises of 
administrative authority, rejecting challenges based on vagueness or due process concerns.[35] 

IV. PTP Qualifications and Credentialing Requirements 

Licensure and Baseline Credentials 

The foundational requirement for any PTP is an unrestricted California professional license as an appropriate 
healthcare provider. Under [California Labor Code Section 4601][25] and related provisions, qualifying 
providers include physicians and surgeons holding MD or DO degrees, psychologists, optometrists, dentists, 
podiatrists, and chiropractic practitioners licensed by California.[54] For pain specialist PTPs, the vast 
majority hold MD or DO licenses with board certification or fellowship training in pain medicine, physical 
medicine and rehabilitation, anesthesiology with pain fellowship, or orthopedic surgery with spine 
subspecialization. 

The Division of Workers' Compensation maintains a searchable Qualified Medical Evaluator database[24][27] 
that reflects credentialing standards for pain specialists. While QME status is not a prerequisite for PTP 
authority, many leading pain specialist PTPs maintain QME certification as it signals advanced training and 
familiarity with workers' compensation evaluation standards. QME credentials for pain specialists typically 
require completion of a recognized postgraduate pain medicine fellowship, board certification in pain 
medicine or a primary specialty with pain emphasis, and completion of disability evaluation coursework.[17] 

Specialty-Specific Credentials for Pain Management PTPs 

Pain specialist PTPs typically hold one or more of the following credentials: (1) Board Certification by the 
American Board of Pain Medicine (ABPM), which requires completion of an ACGME-accredited or 
equivalent pain medicine fellowship and documented clinical experience in pain management;[31] (2) Board 
Certification in Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation (ABPM or American Board of Medical Specialties 
pathway), which qualifies individuals for pain management focused on musculoskeletal and neuromuscular 
conditions;[31] (3) Board Certification in Anesthesiology with documented pain medicine subspecialty 
experience;[26] (4) Board Certification in Occupational Medicine by the American Board of Preventive 
Medicine, which specifically requires occupational medicine training and competency assessment.[31] 
Additional specialty credentials may include Certified Occupational Medical Specialist (COMS) designation 
or similar state-based certifications. 

For Northern California specifically, pain specialist PTPs frequently maintain dual board certifications (e.g., 
Board Certified in both Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation and Pain Medicine) and many hold positions as 
faculty or clinical instructors at medical schools or residency programs. The California Medical Board 
database and relevant specialty boards maintain up-to-date licensure verification.[68] Prospective injured 
workers or employers seeking pain specialist PTPs should verify current licensure through the California 
Medical Board website and confirm board certifications through specialty boards, ensuring that credentials 
have not lapsed or been subject to discipline. 

MPN Credentialing and Contracting Requirements 

Medical Provider Networks must credential pain specialist providers in compliance with [California Code of 
Regulations, Title 8, Section 9767.5 et seq.][3][3] Access standards require that MPNs maintain at least three 
available pain management physicians (when pain specialists are appropriate for the covered population) 
within either 30 minutes or 15 miles of employees' residences or workplaces, with specialists potentially 
serving multiple geographic regions if access standards are satisfied.[3][3] MPN credentialing verification 
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typically includes confirmation of current licensure, malpractice insurance, board certifications, medical 
school transcript verification, and demonstrated experience in workers' compensation practice. 

The 2026 credentialing environment has become significantly more rigorous, with claims administrators 
implementing sophisticated verification systems confirming MPN participation before authorizing payment 
and checking NPI (National Provider Identifier) accuracy and taxonomy coding.[20] Prior credentialing gaps 
or taxonomy mismatches now trigger payment holds and requests for additional documentation with 
increasing frequency.[20] Pain specialist PTPs must ensure current enrollment in their employer's or insurer's 
MPN credentialing systems, with particular attention to updates required following address changes, license 
renewals, or specialty designation modifications. 

V. PTP Legal Authority and Limitations in Pain Management 

Scope of PTP Authority in Treatment Authorization 

The PTP's authority derives from [Labor Code Section 4600][1][4] and [CCR Section 9785][48], establishing 
that PTPs "shall render opinions on all medical issues necessary to determine the employee's eligibility for 
compensation," including diagnosis, treatment recommendations, work restrictions, and return-to-work 
determinations.[48] However, this broad grant of authority operates within defined constraints imposed by the 
MTUS framework and utilization review procedures. The PTP's treatment recommendations do not 
automatically authorize treatment; rather, PTPs must submit Requests for Authorization (RFAs) to the claims 
administrator, which may initiate utilization review before authorization is granted.[14][15] 

For pain management specifically, PTP authority extends to recommending specific pharmaceutical agents, 
interventional procedures (nerve blocks, epidural injections, spinal cord stimulator trials), 
physical/occupational therapy modalities, cognitive behavioral therapy referrals, and functional restoration 
programs, provided these recommendations comply with MTUS guidelines and meet the standard of 
"reasonably required to cure or relieve" the injured worker.[1][4] The PTP may recommend tapering or 
discontinuation of treatments when clinical progress plateaus or when evidence indicates diminishing benefit. 
However, the PTP cannot unilaterally authorize treatment bypassing utilization review; rather, the PTP 
submits the recommendation and the insurer/claims administrator either approves it or refers it to utilization 
review. 

Utilization Review and the Presumption of Correctness 

When a PTP submits an RFA, the claims administrator has five working days to approve or refer to utilization 
review.[38][14] If referred to UR, the UR physician has up to 5 days (14 days if additional information is 
requested) to approve, modify, or deny the request.[38][14] If the UR decision is timely and denies treatment, 
the injured worker may appeal through Independent Medical Review (IMR) within 30 days.[52] Critically, the 
MTUS creates a presumption of correctness favoring treatment recommendations that comply with MTUS 
guidelines.[35] If a UR physician denies treatment based on guidelines outside the MTUS or based on a 
claimed variance from MTUS recommendations without clear documentation, the UR denial becomes 
vulnerable to IMR challenge or WCAB appeal. 

The 2024 IMR Annual Report documents that overall IMR process overturned 12.7% of UR denials in 2024, 
up from 10.2% in the prior year, indicating that UR denials are increasingly subject to reversal when 
challenged through IMR.[55] Expert reviewers with board certification in occupational medicine, physical 
medicine and rehabilitation, pain medicine, or orthopedic surgery evaluated 81% of all IMR cases, with 74% 
evaluated by reviewers with board certification in the relevant specialty.[55] This suggests that IMR panels 
increasingly include pain-credentialed physicians familiar with current pain treatment standards. 

Limitations on Opioid Prescription Authority 

The March 27, 2024 DWC Opioid Guideline, adopted into the MTUS, significantly constrains PTP authority 
regarding opioid prescribing.[2] The guideline recommends "the lowest effective dose of immediate-release 
opioids for acute pain," with three days or less "often sufficient; more than seven days will rarely be needed" 
for acute pain conditions.[18] For chronic pain management, the guideline requires careful reassessment when 
considering increasing dosage to >=50 morphine milligram equivalents (MME)/day and mandates avoidance 
of or careful justification for increasing dosage to >=90 MME/day.[18] 
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PTPs prescribing opioids must document functional improvement from baseline, maintain careful monitoring 
through prescription drug monitoring programs, and implement tapering plans when long-term opioid therapy 
is no longer clinically indicated.[18] The Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) care 
coordination edit based on a cumulative MME threshold of 90 MME per day has been implemented, creating 
additional oversight mechanisms.[18] Telemedicine opioid prescribing is restricted under 2025 regulations, 
requiring in-person evaluation before remote opioid prescribing unless specific exceptions apply.[18] Failure 
to comply with these limitations exposes PTPs to regulatory discipline, DEA oversight, and potential denials 
of treatment authorization through utilization review. 

Prohibited and Explicitly Not Recommended Treatments 

Beyond opioid limitations, several pain management modalities are explicitly contraindicated or not 
recommended under 2025 MTUS guidelines, constraining PTP authority. Cannabis use for any pain condition 
is explicitly not recommended, whether acute, subacute, chronic, or postoperative, reflecting the January 28, 
2025 ACOEM Cannabis Guideline.[8][11] This represents a critical limitation even though cannabis is legal 
for personal use in California; PTPs cannot authorize cannabis through workers' compensation regardless of 
personal physician preference or patient request. 

Long-term opioid prescriptions without documented functional improvement are not recommended and 
typically warrant UR denial.[10][18] Unjustified spinal surgery, repetitive or extended epidural steroid 
injections without functional improvement, "passive" treatments with no functional rehabilitation goals, and 
outdated medications inconsistent with evidence-based standards are increasingly subject to UR denial.[7] 
PTPs must ensure that their treatment recommendations align with current evidence standards or provide clear 
documentation of why variance from guidelines is medically justified in the specific case. 

PTP Authority Regarding Work Restrictions and Return-to-Work Determinations 

PTPs retain substantial authority to issue work restrictions and return-to-work determinations, with these 
determinations forming the basis for temporary disability benefit determination and claims administration.[48] 
However, work restrictions must be specific and job-related rather than generic. Rather than stating an 
employee must remain "off work" or "light duty," MTUS-compliant practice requires specific physical 
limitations such as "no lifting exceeding 10 pounds," "no repetitive gripping," "frequent rest breaks required 
due to pain," or "no standing for greater than 30 minutes continuously."[71] Vague or overly restrictive 
limitations are subject to challenge through independent medical review or utilization review of treatment 
necessity. 

VI. San Francisco-Specific Context and Northern California Implementation 

San Francisco Immigration Court PTP Network and Pain Specialist Availability 

While the search results primarily address workers' compensation rather than immigration court, the context 
provided notes that this research is facilitated by The Law Offices of Fernando Hidalgo, Inc. with offices in 
San Francisco, Oakland, and El Sobrante. For workers' compensation PTP research applicable to Northern 
California, the San Francisco Bay Area maintains one of the most extensive networks of credentialed pain 
specialists in the United States. The San Francisco Medical Society, Northern California Occupational 
Medicine Society, and California Orthopaedic Association maintain referral networks of board-certified pain 
specialists available for PTP or QME roles. 

Major medical centers including UCSF, Stanford Healthcare, University of California system facilities, and 
numerous private practice groups maintain pain management services with specialists qualified to serve as 
PTPs.[26] The San Francisco Asylum Office context noted in the brief is not applicable to workers' 
compensation pain specialist PTPs; rather, the pain specialist PTP network operates independently through 
Medical Provider Networks maintained by major insurers (Zenith, Cumis, Corvel, Maximus, and others) and 
self-insured employer arrangements. 

MPN Geographic Access Standards in Northern California 

The San Francisco Bay Area's geographic density of pain specialists generally satisfies MPN access standards 
under [CCR Section 9767.5(a)(2)][3][3], which requires pain management specialists available "within 60 
minutes or 30 miles" of an employee's residence or workplace. Most Northern California insurers maintain 
MPN networks including pain specialists in San Francisco, Oakland, San Jose, and surrounding areas, 
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satisfying these distance requirements. However, injured workers in more remote Northern California areas 
(Eureka, Redding, Chico) may face access limitations requiring written exception requests to authorize out-of-
network pain specialists. 

California State Law Interactions Affecting Pain Treatment 

California's state criminal law influences workers' compensation pain treatment through several mechanisms. 
Proposition 47 reductions of certain drug possession charges and Proposition 64 (cannabis legalization) create 
conflicts between personal drug rights and workers' compensation treatment authorization. [California Penal 
Code Section 1473.7][undefined link] permits convicted individuals to petition for vacatur of prior 
convictions with demonstrable immigration consequences, though this mechanism does not directly affect 
workers' compensation. More relevant to pain treatment, [California Penal Code Section 1203.43][undefined 
link] and related provisions permit post-conviction relief addressing immigration consequences of criminal 
convictions, though again this operates primarily in the criminal/immigration intersection rather than workers' 
compensation. 

Critically, California's prescription drug monitoring program (PDMP), operated through the Department of 
Justice Pharmacy Branch, tracks all controlled substance prescriptions including opioids and certain 
benzodiazepines used in pain management.[18] PTPs must check PDMP records before initiating or 
continuing controlled substance pain medications, documenting this compliance in the medical record. Failure 
to PDMP check exposes PTPs to medical board discipline and creates grounds for UR denial of continued 
opioid payment. 

VII. Strategic Analysis: Arguments Favoring Robust Pain Specialist PTP Authority vs. Insurer/UR 
Limitations 

Arguments Supporting Comprehensive Pain Specialist PTP Authority 

Several legal and clinical arguments support robust deference to pain specialist PTPs in treatment 
authorization, particularly when recommendations comply with MTUS guidelines. First, pain specialists 
possess specialized expertise in diagnostics, prognostication, and treatment selection for complex pain 
conditions that general practitioners or occupational medicine physicians without pain fellowship training may 
lack. Courts have recognized that specialization-appropriate treatment recommendations warrant heightened 
deference.[19] When a board-certified pain medicine specialist recommends a particular intervention, the UR 
reviewer presumptively lacks equivalent expertise unless the UR reviewer also holds comparable pain 
medicine credentials. 

Second, the MTUS creates a presumption of correctness favoring treatment recommendations consistent with 
ACOEM guidelines and adopted protocols.[35] To the extent a pain specialist PTP recommends treatment 
aligning with ACOEM Chronic Pain Guideline or ACOEM Occupational Medicine Practice Guidelines, the 
UR burden shifts to demonstrate specific variance from guideline standards. The recent IMR overturn rate of 
12.7% suggests that guideline-compliant recommendations successfully challenge UR denials in 
approximately one-in-eight cases appealed.[55] 

Third, the statutory mandate that employers provide medical treatment "reasonably required to cure or relieve" 
injured workers creates a rebuttable presumption favoring access to evidence-based pain management.[1] 
Courts have held that categorical denials of entire treatment modalities (e.g., refusing all pain psychology 
referrals or refusing epidural steroid injections categorically) violate this mandate when the modality is 
MTUS-recognized.[35] Pain specialist PTPs can argue that treatment denials lacking specific clinical or 
guideline justification constitute employer breach of statutory duty. 

Fourth, functional restoration programs and multimodal pain management approaches, while expensive, 
demonstrate superior long-term outcomes in reducing disability, promoting return-to-work, and preventing 
chronic pain disability when implemented early.[43] Pain specialists trained in functional medicine 
approaches can argue that conservative management delays (requiring exhaustion of PT/chiro before FRP 
authorization) actually increase total claims costs and extend disability periods, contrary to system efficiency 
goals. 

DHS/Insurer's Strongest Response Arguments 
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Insurance carriers and utilization reviewers advance several countervailing arguments limiting pain specialist 
PTP authority. First, the MTUS presumption of correctness is rebuttable, and insurers argue that PTP 
recommendations often lack sufficient documentation of guideline compliance or functional outcome 
justification.[35] UR physicians frequently deny pain management referrals or procedures citing insufficient 
documentation of failed conservative treatments, inadequate diagnostic imaging, or failure to establish 
baseline functional impairment pre-treatment. 

Second, the statutory authority of claims administrators to conduct utilization review reflects a legislative 
policy balancing injured worker benefits against system cost containment.[38] Insurers argue that 
unconstrained deference to PTP recommendations would eliminate cost containment mechanisms and drive 
unnecessary utilization. The CWCI study showing FRP claims at 60% higher cost than non-FRP comparables 
supports the insurer argument that intensive pain programs warrant scrutiny.[43] 

Third, opioid-averse UR denials reflect legitimate regulatory policy addressing opioid epidemic concerns. 
While opioids remain authorized in specific circumstances, UR physicians regularly deny opioid initiations or 
escalations based on guidelines recommending multimodal non-opioid approaches first.[2] PTPs seeking 
opioid authorization face heightened UR scrutiny requiring detailed documentation of failed non-opioid trials 
and functional justification. 

Fourth, insurers argue that pain specialist expertise, while valuable, does not override evidence-based 
guideline requirements. A pain specialist's clinical judgment, even when sound, does not automatically justify 
variance from MTUS standards; rather, the pain specialist must affirmatively demonstrate why guideline 
variance is medically necessary in the specific case.[35] Insurers argue that many pain specialist PTPs fail to 
provide this level of documentation, instead assuming that specialty training justifies recommendation 
approval. 

VIII. Practical Implementation Framework for Pain Specialist PTPs 

Initial Appointment and History Documentation Requirements 

When an injured worker first sees a pain specialist PTP, comprehensive history documentation is essential for 
establishing guideline compliance and supporting subsequent treatment recommendations. The history should 
include detailed occupational history with specific job duties and exposures, temporal relationship between 
work exposure and symptom onset, prior medical history with attention to pre-existing pain conditions, 
detailed pain characteristics (location, quality, radiation, temporal pattern, aggravating/relieving factors), and 
functional limitations in activities of daily living, work activities, and leisure.[10] The history should 
specifically address whether pain is constant versus intermittent and whether pain involves dominant versus 
non-dominant extremities, as these factors influence guideline applicability and prognosis. 

Psychological screening using validated instruments (Patient Health Questionnaire-9 for depression, 
Generalized Anxiety Disorder-7 scale for anxiety, Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder Checklist for trauma 
exposure) is mandated by current chronic pain guidelines.[10] These screenings document baseline 
psychological status and identify co-occurring conditions requiring behavioral health referrals, establishing 
medical necessity for cognitive behavioral therapy, acceptance and commitment therapy, or similar evidence-
based psychological interventions. 

The physical examination must include objective findings with measurements: range of motion quantified in 
degrees, strength testing using manual muscle testing grades 0-5, sensory examination documenting 
dermatomal distribution of symptoms, and specific orthopedic or neurological testing (straight leg raise, 
Romberg test, point discrimination testing) with documented results.[10][63] Vital signs including 
documentation of pain-related changes in blood pressure or heart rate may support severity assessments. 
Documentation should explicitly reference MTUS guideline criteria for the specific condition (e.g., 
"Applicant meets Budapest Criteria for Complex Regional Pain Syndrome diagnosis"). 

Request for Authorization (RFA) Compliance Documentation 

When a pain specialist PTP seeks authorization for specific treatments, the RFA must include detailed clinical 
justification aligned with MTUS requirements. The RFA should specify the exact treatment requested (e.g., 
"Epidural steroid injection at L4-L5 level" rather than vague "epidural injection"), cite the specific MTUS 
guideline or ACOEM guideline supporting the recommendation, reference objective findings and imaging 
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studies establishing medical necessity, and document failed conservative treatments with specific dates, 
modalities, and duration.[14][14] RFAs lacking this documentation frequently trigger UR denials or requests 
for additional information extending decision timelines. 

PTPs should attach supporting documentation to RFAs including recent imaging (MRI, CT, X-ray) reports 
establishing structural abnormality correlating with clinical presentation, prior treatment records 
demonstrating conservative care attempts, and when appropriate, psychosocial assessment scores or pain diary 
entries documenting functional impact. For specialist referrals (neurology, orthopedic surgery, interventional 
radiology), the PTP should explicitly reference the clinical question requiring specialist input and any known 
barriers to conservative care suggesting the specialist referral is time-sensitive. 

For opioid initiations or escalations, detailed RFA documentation must establish functional improvement from 
baseline, documentation of non-opioid trial failures, psychiatric screening results, and specific functional 
goals the opioid therapy aims to achieve.[18] Absent this documentation, UR denial is predictable, and IMR 
appeal success probability drops substantially.[55] 

PR-2 Progress Report Requirements and Timing 

PTPs must submit Form PR-2 (Primary Treating Physician's Progress Report) within specific timelines 
mandated by [CCR Section 9785][48]. Reports must be submitted within 20 days when: the employee's 
condition undergoes significant unexpected change, there is significant change in treatment plan, the 
employee can return to modified or regular work, work restrictions change, the employee is released from 
care, or the employee is declared permanent and stationary with permanent disability precluding usual 
occupation.[48] If none of these events occur, a progress report remains mandatory no later than 45 days from 
the last report.[48] 

PR-2 reports must address subjective complaints using the employee's own words regarding pain 
characteristics, functional limitations, and response to prior treatments; objective findings from physical 
examination with specific measurements; diagnoses with ICD-10 codes; detailed treatment plan changes 
including specific interventions, frequency, and duration; and work status with either specific return-to-work 
date and modified work restrictions or documentation of continued off-work status with clinical 
justification.[45][48] Reports failing to provide specific physical limitations (e.g., stating "off work" without 
identifying what prevents return) are often returned for clarification, creating administrative delays affecting 
benefit payments. 

For pain specialist PTPs managing chronic pain cases, PR-2 reports should document pain intensity using 
validated pain scales (Visual Analog Scale, Numeric Pain Rating Scale), functional improvement using 
standardized instruments (Pain Disability Index, Oswestry Disability Index), and specific modifications to 
pain management approach based on response to prior treatments. Documentation of IMR or UR denials and 
the PTP's response (continued conservative care versus alternative treatment modalities) establishes medical 
decision-making and positions for subsequent appeals if denials are inappropriate. 

Coordination with Qualified Medical Evaluators and Dispute Resolution 

When disputes arise regarding the PTP's medical determinations, injured workers or employers may request 
panel QMEs through procedures governed by [Labor Code SectionSection 4062.1 and 4062.2][56] and [CCR 
Section 30][56]. PTPs should understand that QME findings do not automatically override PTP authority; 
rather, QME findings establish another medical opinion that may support or contradict the PTP's assessment. 
If the injured worker selects the QME to become the new PTP, the QME assumes ongoing treating role. 
However, if the injured worker retains the original PTP while obtaining a QME opinion on a discrete issue, 
both physicians' assessments become part of the medical record. 

PTPs facing IMR appeals should recognize that IMR physicians review the complete medical record and 
make independent determinations regarding medical necessity.[52] PTPs can strengthen their position by 
ensuring comprehensive documentation of guideline compliance, clinical reasoning for treatment 
recommendations, and response to prior treatment failures. If an IMR decision reverses a UR denial, the PTP's 
recommendation stands vindicated, though insurers sometimes condition payment on specific implementation 
protocols (e.g., approving spinal cord stimulator trial but requiring specific outcome metrics before permanent 
implantation). 
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IX. Permanent Disability Rating and Future Medical Determinations 

PTP Role in Permanent Disability Assessment 

When an injured worker's condition reaches maximum medical improvement (MMI), the PTP must submit 
either a PR-3 form (for cases evaluated under the 1997 Permanent Disability Rating Schedule) or a PR-4 form 
(for cases evaluated under the 2005 Schedule and AMA Guides methodology) documenting the existence, 
extent, and nature of permanent disability.[47][50] These reports carry substantial consequence, as the 
permanent disability rating determines permanent disability benefit amounts under [Labor Code 
SectionSection 4650-4664][57]. 

The PR-4 form specifically requires the PTP to rate whole person impairment (WPI) using the American 
Medical Association's Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment, 5th Edition, applying rating 
methodologies for specific body regions (spine, upper extremities, lower extremities, pelvis, etc.).[50] For 
pain conditions, the rating must incorporate both objective impairment (documented through range of motion 
measurements, strength deficits, sensory changes) and pain-related impairment, with pain contributing up to 
an additional 3% whole person impairment if pain burden exceeds the pain component already incorporated in 
body region ratings.[40][50] 

Critically, the PTP must address apportionment on any P&S report, determining "what approximate 
percentage of the permanent disability was caused by the direct result of injury arising out of and occurring in 
the course of employment and what approximate percentage was caused by other factors or 
conditions."[47][50] For pain conditions, apportionment disputes frequently arise when injured workers have 
pre-existing back pain, arthritis, or other baseline pain conditions, with insurers arguing that post-injury 
impairment is attributable to pre-existing conditions rather than industrial injury. Pain specialist PTPs should 
carefully document the temporal relationship between injury date and symptom onset, distinguish between 
pre-injury baseline function and post-injury deficits, and where appropriate, consult with or refer to other 
specialists (orthopedic surgeons, neurologists) to establish causation of permanent impairment attributable to 
the work injury.[47][50] 

Future Medical Treatment Authorization 

Beyond permanent disability rating, PTPs must assess and document need for future medical treatment 
anticipated beyond MMI.[1][4] For pain conditions, future medical authorization frequently encompasses 
ongoing pain management, periodic pain specialist consultations, pharmaceutical therapy (antidepressants, 
anticonvulsants, topical agents), physical therapy maintenance programs, and if appropriate, periodic 
interventional procedures (nerve blocks, spinal cord stimulator adjustments).[1] The statute authorizes lump-
sum settlement of future medical obligations, though injured workers retain statutory rights to ongoing 
treatment if settlement provisions do not fully address anticipated future needs.[1] 

X. Appeal Strategy: WCAB Certification, Petition for Reconsideration, and Federal Court Considerations 

When to Certify vs. Appeal: Strategic Framework for Adverse UR/IMR Decisions 

When faced with UR denials that are upheld on IMR appeal or WCAB decisions adverse to the injured 
worker's position, strategic decisions regarding appeal versus settlement warrant careful analysis. For 
represented injured workers, decisions regarding BIA certification (requesting issue to be appealed directly to 
WCAB en banc rather than pursuing standard appeal) versus standard appeal depend on factors including 
strength of distinguishing precedent, likelihood of changing controlling WCAB doctrine, and whether the case 
presents novel legal questions warranting en banc consideration.[56] 

For pain specialist PTPs, situations warranting aggressive appeal include UR denials based on guideline 
misinterpretation (e.g., UR citing inapplicable guidelines or mischaracterizing MTUS requirements) or denials 
failing to comply with procedural timelines. PTPs should document UR defects including late decisions (UR 
decisions issued beyond 5 days without timely request for additional information), inadequate clinical 
justification for denials, or apparent bias (pattern of denials for particular PTP's recommendations without 
clinical distinction). These procedural defects sometimes render UR decisions invalid even if clinical merits 
are debatable.[14][38][14] 

Motion Practice and Preservation of Record 



Page 24 
(c) 2026 The Law Offices of Fernando Hidalgo, Inc. 

Pain specialist PTPs supporting injured workers should work with counsel to preserve appellate record 
through careful motion practice. When seeking continuances for evidence development (additional imaging, 
specialist consultations, functional capacity evaluations), motions should articulate specific clinical 
justifications for additional time rather than generic requests.[19][22] When responding to defense denials of 
treatment, motions for discovery should seek production of UR reports, IMR determinations, claims file 
documentation, and any nurse case manager notes demonstrating treatment barriers unrelated to medical 
necessity. 

XI. Alternative Strategies and Contingency Planning 

Functional Restoration Program Authorization Following Conservative Care Plateau 

When conservative pain management (physical therapy, occupational therapy, pharmaceutical management) 
achieves plateau without functional improvement or fails to enable return-to-work, pain specialist PTPs 
should document specific metrics establishing treatment failure: quantified functional limitation persisting 
despite 8-12 weeks of conservative care, persistent pain intensity without improvement despite medication 
optimization, and psychological barriers (pain catastrophizing, fear-avoidance beliefs) documented through 
standardized psychological assessment.[10][43] This documentation strengthens subsequent FRP 
authorization requests, supporting argument that intensive multidisciplinary intervention is medically 
necessary despite high cost. 

Recent CWCI data indicating FRPs cost 60% more than non-FRP comparables actually supports earlier FRP 
authorization: initiating FRP at 6-9 months post-injury (rather than waiting 26+ months) may reduce total 
claim cost by shortening disability duration and enabling earlier return-to-work.[43] Pain specialist PTPs can 
argue for early FRP referral when baseline functional restoration program principles are not being achieved 
through standard outpatient care. 

Complex Regional Pain Syndrome (CRPS) Early Diagnosis and Aggressive Intervention 

Complex Regional Pain Syndrome represents a pain condition where early aggressive intervention 
dramatically improves outcomes, with the first 3-6 months after symptom onset representing a critical "golden 
window" for effective treatment.[69] However, CRPS remains underdiagnosed and subject to UR skepticism 
due to lack of definitive diagnostic tests and symptom complexity.[69] Pain specialist PTPs should ensure 
rapid referral to specialists (neurologists, pain management physicians with CRPS expertise) when clinical 
presentation suggests CRPS, ordering objective diagnostic testing (triple-phase bone scan, thermography, 
quantitative sensory testing) establishing documented physiologic abnormality supporting diagnosis.[69] 

CRPS authorization challenges frequently arise from UR physicians questioning diagnosis credibility or 
claiming insufficient medical evidence. Pain specialists should provide detailed documentation of Budapest 
Criteria for CRPS diagnosis, reference peer-reviewed literature on CRPS pathophysiology and treatment 
efficacy, and if necessary, request QME evaluation from CRPS-specialized physicians to establish diagnosis 
support before proceeding to intensive treatment. Early aggressive intervention (sympathetic nerve blocks, 
intensive physical therapy, pain psychology, functional restoration) implemented within the golden window 
demonstrates dramatically superior long-term outcomes compared to delayed treatment.[69] 

XII. Ethical and Professional Conduct Considerations 

California Rules of Professional Conduct for Medical Providers 

While the California Rules of Professional Conduct apply to attorneys rather than physicians, physicians' 
conduct in workers' compensation practice is regulated through the California Medical Board, California 
Department of Consumer Affairs, and specialty boards (American Board of Pain Medicine, etc.). Physicians 
must maintain appropriate professional relationships with counsel representing injured workers, avoiding 
conflicts of interest that would compromise medical judgment. Specifically, PTPs should not accept 
compensation contingent on treatment authorizations or settlement amounts, should maintain confidentiality 
of medical information except as required for workers' compensation administration, and should disclose 
known conflicts of interest (e.g., financial relationships with specific treatment providers). 

Duty to Injured Worker and Candor to Insurance Carriers 
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PTPs owe dual duties to injured workers (providing clinically appropriate care) and to the workers' 
compensation system (providing accurate, unbiased medical information). This dual allegiance creates ethical 
tension when PTP recommendations are subject to UR denial. PTPs should ensure that treatment 
recommendations reflect genuine clinical judgment rather than bias favoring either aggressive intervention or 
conservative management based on reimbursement incentives. Documentation should candidly address both 
favorable and unfavorable clinical factors: if diagnostic imaging fails to show expected structural abnormality, 
this should be documented; if psychological evaluation reveals significant pain catastrophizing potentially 
limiting rehabilitation, this should be acknowledged. 

XIII. Risk Warnings and Disclaimers 

Inherent Risks in Pain Management Authorization 

Pain management treatment involves specific medical risks requiring informed consent including medication 
side effects (opioid dependence, sedation, respiratory depression; antidepressant activation or serotonin 
syndrome; anticonvulsant rash), interventional procedure complications (nerve injury, infection, epidural 
hematoma from steroid injections), and functional deconditioning if activity is excessively 
restricted.[1][4][10] PTPs should ensure informed consent documentation discussing these risks and exploring 
alternatives before proceeding with treatment authorizations. 

Appellate Reversal Risks 

Medical determinations made by PTPs face appellate challenge through UR, IMR, WCAB, and potentially 
federal court mechanisms. PTPs should understand that recommendations documented inadequately or 
lacking specific guideline citation are vulnerable to reversal. Similarly, treatment recommendations 
substantially departing from MTUS guidance without clear clinical justification carry high reversal 
risk.[35][55] 

Regulatory and Professional Discipline Risks 

PTPs deviating substantially from opioid guidelines or cannabis exclusion mandates face potential medical 
board discipline, DEA oversight for controlled substance prescribing, and loss of workers' compensation 
provider status. Inadequate PDMP checking, failure to implement tapering plans, or opioid prescribing absent 
functional improvement documentation creates regulatory exposure.[18][20] 

XIV. Appendices 

Appendix A: Relevant Statutory Provisions 

[California Labor Code Section 4600 - Medical Treatment][1][4] "Medical, surgical, chiropractic, 
acupuncture, licensed clinical social worker, and hospital treatment, including nursing, medicines, medical 
and surgical supplies, crutches, and apparatuses, including orthotic and prosthetic devices and services, that is 
reasonably required to cure or relieve the injured worker from the effects of the worker's injury shall be 
provided by the employer... The treatment shall be provided by a physician chosen by the employer or 
selected by the injured employee from a list of physicians designated or approved by the employer." 

[California Labor Code Section 4616 - Medical Provider Networks][3][41] Requirements for MPN 
establishment including physician selection, access standards, and employee rights. 

[California Labor Code Section 5307.1 et seq. - Official Medical Fee Schedule][30][32] Statutory authority 
for DWC to adopt and maintain fee schedules for medical services. 

[California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 9785 - Primary Treating Physician Reporting Duties][48] 
Comprehensive requirements for PTP reports including Form 5021, PR-2, PR-3, PR-4 with timing 
requirements. 

Appendix B: MTUS Guidelines and Administrative Orders 

[8 CCR Section 9792.20-9792.27 - Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule][2] Complete MTUS framework 
establishing evidence-based treatment standards and presumption of correctness. 

[ACOEM Chronic Pain Guideline (December 19, 2024, Effective June 1, 2025)][10] Comprehensive pain 
management guidelines incorporated into MTUS by Administrative Director Order. 
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[ACOEM Cannabis Guideline (January 28, 2025, Effective immediately)][8][11] Explicit non-
recommendation of cannabis for any work-related pain condition. 

[DWC Opioid Guideline (March 27, 2024, Administrative Director Order)][2] Restrictions on opioid 
prescribing, dosage limits, tapering requirements, and monitoring protocols. 

Appendix C: Key WCAB Precedent Decisions 

[Gabriela Santoyo, ADJ16231186][19] - Epidural steroid injection authorization where MTUS guideline 
compliance justified treatment approval despite UR denial. 

[Mario Ramirez, ADJ15193432][22] - Material change in fact standard for escalating pain treatment from 
conservative to interventional modalities. 

[Patrick Fernandez, ADJ767111][33] - Evidentiary burden for medical necessity of pain-related medical 
supplies and equipment. 

[Elayne Valdez v. Warehouse Demo, WCAB Decision][41] - MPN validity and PTP selection procedures 
within networks. 

Appendix D: Key Forms and Instructions 

[DLSR 5021 - Doctor's First Report of Occupational Injury or Illness][62] Initial reporting requirement within 
5 working days of injury. 

[PR-2 - Primary Treating Physician's Progress Report][45] Periodic progress reporting with 20-day or 45-day 
intervals. 

[PR-3 - Primary Treating Physician's Permanent and Stationary Report (1997 Schedule)][47] Permanent 
disability documentation for pre-2005 injuries. 

[PR-4 - Primary Treating Physician's Permanent and Stationary Report (2005 Schedule/AMA Guides)][50] 
Permanent disability documentation for injuries 2005 and later. 

[QME Form 105 - Request for Qualified Medical Evaluator Panel (Unrepresented Employee)][56] Procedure 
for requesting QME panel for medical disputes. 

XV. Complete Source Citations and References 

A. Statutes and Regulations 

[California Labor Code Section 4600 - Right to Medical Treatment][1] (Current Version 2025), available at 
https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4600/ 

[California Labor Code Section 4601 - Physician Services Scope][25], available at 
https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4604/ 

[California Labor Code Section 4616 - Medical Provider Networks][3] (MPN requirements and access 
standards) 

[California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 9767.5 - MPN Access Standards][3][3], requiring at least 
three available PTPs within 30 minutes or 15 miles; specialists within 60 minutes or 30 miles 

[California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 9785 - Primary Treating Physician Reporting Duties][48], 
comprehensive reporting requirements and timelines for PR-2, PR-3, PR-4 forms 

[California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 30 - QME Panel Request Procedures][56] 

[California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 9792.21 - MTUS Framework and Evidence-Based Medicine 
Principles][35] 

[California Code of Regulations, Title 8, Section 9792.24.8 - Cannabis Guideline][11], explicitly adopting 
ACOEM Cannabis Guideline effective January 28, 2025 
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[California Labor Code Section 5307.1 - Official Medical Fee Schedule][30], authorizing Administrative 
Director to adopt and maintain fee schedules 

[California Labor Code Section 5307.11 - Contracting for Alternative Reimbursement Rates][30] 

[California Labor Code Section 5307.8 - Home Health Care Services Fee Schedule][32] 

B. Division of Workers' Compensation Guidance and Administrative Orders 

[DWC Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule (MTUS) Main Page][2][2], with current ACOEM Guidelines 
and Administrative Director Orders, available at https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/mtus/mtus.html 

[DWC Evidence-Based Updates to MTUS (June 1, 2025)][5], available at 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Index.htm 

[ACOEM Chronic Pain Guideline (December 19, 2024), adopted into MTUS][10], available at 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Chronic-Pain-
Guideline.pdf 

[ACOEM Cannabis Guideline (January 28, 2025)][8], available at 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Cannabis-Guideline.pdf 

[DWC Opioid Guideline (March 27, 2024, Administrative Director Order)][2] 

[DWC Qualified Medical Evaluator Qualification Process][6][6][17], available at 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/MedicalUnit/QualificationForQME.html 

[DWC Independent Medical Review (IMR) FAQ][52], available at 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/IMR_FAQs.htm 

[DWC 2025 Independent Medical Review Annual Report][55], available at 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/reports/IMR-Annual-Report.pdf 

[DWC Physician's Guide to Medical Practice in California Workers' Compensation][54] 

[DWC Utilization Review Standards (8 CCR Section 9792.9)][38] 

[DWC Schedule for Rating Permanent Disabilities (2005 Schedule)][40][60] 

[DWC RBRVS FAQ for Fee Schedule Calculation][9] 

[DWC Provider Credentialing Standards (2026 Update)][20] 

C. Workers' Compensation Appeals Board Decisions 

[Gabriela Santoyo v. Workers' Compensation Appeal Board, ADJ16231186][19], addressing epidural steroid 
injection authorization and MTUS compliance 

[Mario Ramirez v. Workers' Compensation Appeal Board, ADJ15193432][22], addressing material change in 
fact and spinal cord stimulator authorization 

[Patrick Fernandez v. Workers' Compensation Appeal Board, ADJ767111][33], addressing evidentiary burden 
for medical necessity of pain management supplies 

[Jeffrey Cirillo v. Workers' Compensation Appeal Board, ADJ10373424][44], addressing subject matter 
jurisdiction and permanent disability determinations 

[Elayne Valdez v. Warehouse Demo, WCAB Decision][41], addressing MPN validity and PTP selection 
procedures 

D. Federal and State Occupational Medicine Standards 

[American College of Occupational and Environmental Medicine (ACOEM) Practice Guidelines Center][37], 
available at https://acoem.org/Practice-Resources/Practice-Guidelines-Center 
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[American Board of Preventive Medicine - Occupational & Environmental Medicine Certification 
Requirements][31][31], available at https://www.theabpm.org/become-certified/specialties/occupational-
medicine/ 

[American Medical Association Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment, 5th Edition (AMA 
Guides)][40][50], incorporated into California Permanent Disability Rating Schedule 

E. Medical and Clinical Resources 

[Stanford Healthcare Pain Management Center Overview][26] 

[UC San Diego Health Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation Department][23] 

[Cleveland Clinic Radiculopathy Definition and Treatment][63] 

[NIH/PMC Antidepressants for Neuropathic Pain Review][64] 

[Oxford Academic Pain Medicine Journal - Topical Analgesics for Neuropathic Pain][67] 

[Evidence In Motion Therapeutic Pain Specialist Certification Program][59] 

F. Northern California Practice Resources 

[Sacramento Pain Management Specialists Directory][68] 

[Pacific Pain & Regenerative Medicine Providers][70] 

G. Workers' Compensation Practice Guides and Forms 

[DWC Doctor's First Report of Occupational Injury or Illness (Form 5021)][62] 

[DWC Primary Treating Physician's Progress Report (PR-2)][45] 

[DWC Primary Treating Physician's Permanent and Stationary Report (PR-3)][47] 

[DWC Primary Treating Physician's Permanent and Stationary Report (PR-4)][50] 

[Request for Authorization (RFA) Process Overview][14][14][72] 

[Utilization Review Process and Timelines][14][15][38][14] 

[Functional Restoration Programs and CWCI Study Analysis][43] 

[Complex Regional Pain Syndrome Workers' Compensation Guidelines][69] 

[Pain Management Trends in Workers' Compensation 2026][21] 

[California Occupational Medicine Practice Guidelines Update][66] 

H. Public Agency and Employer Resources 

[California Department of Industrial Relations - Injured Worker Information][77] 

[DWC Injured Worker Guidebook, Chapter 7 - Permanent Disability Benefits][60] 

[California Medical Board License Verification][24][27] 

[California Workers' Compensation Institute (CWCI) Publications][43] 

[Sullivan & Cromwell Workers' Compensation Blog][3][3][3][46][76] 

[Bradford Barthel Workers' Compensation Legal Resources][14][14] 

[Employees First Labor Law Workers' Compensation Client Guides][1][13][51][53][57][69] 

[RC Levin Workers' Compensation Medical Discovery][46] 

I. Medical Board and Regulatory Authority 
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[Title 8 California Code of Regulations Section 11 - QME Eligibility Requirements][17] 

[Title 7 California Code of Regulations Section 217.45 - Occupational Medicine Board Qualification 
Standards][29] 

[Title 8 California Code of Regulations Section 14300.5 - Determination of Work-Relatedness][74] 

J. Medical Device and Treatment Authorization 

[Medicare Postoperative Nerve Block Billing Guidelines][58] 

[Montana Complex Regional Pain Syndrome Utilization Guidelines][71] 

K. State and Federal Medical Practice Resources 

[U.S. Department of Labor FECA Medical Provider Information][78] 

[California Labor Code Section 1250 - Health Care Facilities Definition and Scope][32] 

[Instant UC - Medical Referral Processing Timeline Guide][75] 

L. Legal Analysis Resources 

[Medical Provider Network Specialist Access Standards Analysis][3][3] 

[Primary Treating Physician Change Procedures in California][51] 

[Permanent Disability Rating Process and Challenge Procedures][57] 

[Labor Code Section 4061 - Permanent Disability Disputes][53] 

[Labor Code Section 4062 - Objections to Medical Determinations][73] 

References Section 

References 

[1] [California Labor Code Section 4600 - Right to Medical Treatment (2025 Version)][1], 
https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4600/ 

[2] [DWC Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule (MTUS) Main Page - Current 2025 Guidelines][2], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/mtus/mtus.html 

[3] [Sullivan on Comp: MPN Access Standards If an Employee Chooses to Treat with a Specialist][3], 
https://www.sullivanoncomp.com/blog/mpn-access-standards-if-an-employee-chooses-to-treat-with-a-
specialist 

[4] [California Labor Code Section 4600 (2025) - Justia][4], https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-
lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4600/ 

[5] [DWC Evidence-Based Updates to Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule - MTUS Sections 9792.24.2 
and 9792.24.8 (Filed May 20, 2025; Effective June 1, 2025)][5], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Index.htm 

[6] [DWC Qualified Medical Evaluator (QME) Qualification Process][6], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/MedicalUnit/QualificationForQME.html 

[7] [Pain Management for California Workers' Compensation (2025) - Employees First Labor Law][7], 
https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/pain-management-for-california-workers-compensation-2025/ 

[8] [ACOEM Cannabis Guideline (January 28, 2025)][8], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Cannabis-Guideline.pdf 

[9] [DWC Answers to Frequently Asked Questions About Workers' Compensation Fee Schedule 
(RBRVS)][9], https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/FAQ/RBRVS_Faqs.html 



Page 30 
(c) 2026 The Law Offices of Fernando Hidalgo, Inc. 

[10] [ACOEM Chronic Pain Guideline - DWC Adoption][10], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/DWCPropRegs/2025/MTUS-Evidence-Based-Update/Chronic-Pain-
Guideline.pdf 

[11] [8 CCR Section 9792.24.8 - Cannabis Guideline][11], https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/9792_24_8.html 

[12] [California Labor Guidelines for Medical Reporting - Enlyte][12], https://www.enlyte.com/media/42021 

[13] [Utilization Review Process, Procedures and Timelines - Bradford Barthel][14], 
https://bradfordbarthel.com/2024/08/15/utilization-review-process-procedures-and-timelines/ 

[14] [Utilization Review and Independent Medical Review Appeal Process - Southern California Workers' 
Comp][15], https://www.scworkerscomp.com/blog/understanding-the-utilization-review-process-how-to-get-
proper-treatment-from-a-workers-comp-doctor 

[3] [MPN Access Standards and Specialist Referral Requirements][3], 
https://www.sullivanoncomp.com/blog/mpn-access-standards-if-an-employee-chooses-to-treat-with-a-
specialist 

[6] [DWC QME Process Overview][6], https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/MedicalUnit/QualificationForQME.html 

[15] [How to Request Specialist Care and Challenge Treatment Denials][15], 
https://www.scworkerscomp.com/blog/understanding-the-utilization-review-process-how-to-get-proper-
treatment-from-a-workers-comp-doctor 

[16] [CWCI Document on Workers' Compensation Medical Procedures][16], 
https://www.cwci.org/document.php?file=1727.doc 

[17] [8 California Code of Regulations Section 11 - Eligibility Requirements for Initial Appointment as a 
QME][17], https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/11.html 

[18] [New Opioid Regulations in 2025 - Compliance Challenges for Pain Management Specialists][18], 
https://titangroupdea.com/blog/new-opioid-regulations-pain-management-specialists-need-to-know-about-
2025 

[19] [Gabriela Santoyo, ADJ16231186 - Epidural Steroid Injection Authorization][19], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/wcab/Panel-Decisions-2024/Gabriela-SANTOYO-ADJ16231186.pdf 

[20] [California Workers' Compensation Credentialing in 2026 - Provider Requirements][20], 
https://doctormgt.com/california-wc-credentialing/ 

[21] [Pain Management Trends in Workers' Compensation 2026 - Enlyte Pharmacist Analysis][21], 
https://www.enlyte.com/insights/article/pharmacy-benefit-management/ask-pharmacist/ask-pharmacist-pain-
management-trends-2026 

[22] [Mario Ramirez, ADJ15193432 - Spinal Cord Stimulator Authorization and Material Change in 
Fact][22], https://www.dir.ca.gov/wcab/Panel-Decisions-2025/Mario-RAMIREZ-ADJ15193432.pdf 

[23] [UC San Diego Health Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation][23], 
https://health.ucsd.edu/care/orthopedics/physical-medicine/ 

[24] [DWC Qualified Medical Evaluator Database][24], https://www.dir.ca.gov/databases/dwc/qmeN.asp 

[25] [California Labor Code Section 4604 - Controversies and Dispute Resolution][25], 
https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-2/chapter-2/article-2/section-4604/ 

[26] [Stanford Healthcare Pain Management Center][26], https://stanfordhealthcare.org/medical-clinics/pain-
management.html 

[27] [DWC Qualified Medical Evaluator Database - Alternative Access][27], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/databases/dwc/qmestartnew.asp 

[28] [CWCI Workers' Compensation Document][28], https://www.cwci.org/document.php?file=3031.doc 



Page 31 
(c) 2026 The Law Offices of Fernando Hidalgo, Inc. 

[29] [California Code of Regulations Title 7, Section 217.45 - Qualification Standards for Board-Appointed 
Physicians][29], https://www.law.cornell.edu/regulations/california/7-CCR-217.45 

[30] [Labor Code Section 5307.11 and Contracting Reimbursement Rates][30], 
https://kb.daisybill.com/articles/labor-code-5307-11-contracting-reimbursement-rates 

[3] [MPN Access Standards Analysis - Sullivan On Comp][3], https://www.sullivanoncomp.com/blog/mpn-
access-standards-if-an-employee-chooses-to-treat-with-a-specialist 

[31] [American Board of Preventive Medicine - Occupational & Environmental Medicine Certification][31], 
https://www.theabpm.org/become-certified/specialties/occupational-medicine/ 

[32] [California Labor Code Section 5307.8 - Home Health Care Services Fee Schedule][32], 
https://law.justia.com/codes/california/code-lab/division-4/part-4/chapter-1/section-5307-8/ 

[33] [Patrick Fernandez, ADJ767111 - Medical Necessity Evidence Requirements for Lien Claims][33], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/wcab/Panel-Decisions-2025/Patrick-FERNANDEZ-ADJ767111.pdf 

[34] [Critical Appraisal of ACOEM Practice Guidelines - Pain Physician Journal][34], 
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18523501/ 

[35] [California Code of Regulations Title 8, Section 9792.21 - Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule 
Framework][35], https://www.law.cornell.edu/regulations/california/8-CCR-9792.21 

[36] [Florida Workers' Compensation Doctor Change Procedures][36], 
https://www.rosenbergandrosenberg.com/blog/2025/september/stuck-with-the-wrong-doctor-how-to-switch-
in-florida-workers-comp/ 

[37] [ACOEM Practice Guidelines Center][37], https://acoem.org/Practice-Resources/Practice-Guidelines-
Center 

[38] [Utilization Review Standards and Timeframes - 8 CCR Section 9792.9][38], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/9792_9.html 

[39] [Florida Workers' Compensation Doctor Change FAQ][39], https://workinjuryrights.com/change-doctor-
under-floridas-work-comp/ 

[40] [DWC Schedule for Rating Permanent Disabilities (PDF)][40], https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/pdr.pdf 

[2] [Medical Treatment Utilization Schedule - DWC Main Page][2], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/mtus/mtus.html 

[41] [Elayne Valdez v. Warehouse Demo - WCAB Precedent on MPN PTP Selection][41], 
https://www.lexisnexis.com/LegalNewsRoom/cfs-file/__key/communityserver-components-
sitefiles/Documents-WCLC+Documents/Elayne-Valdez-v-Warehouse-Demo-WCAB-CA.pdf 

[42] [Schedule for Rating Permanent Disability (1997 Version)][42], https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/pdr1997.pdf 

[43] [Functional Restoration Programs and CWCI Study - Enlyte Analysis][43], 
https://www.enlyte.com/insights/article/utilization-management/functional-restoration-programs-cwci-study 

[44] [Jeffrey Cirillo, ADJ10373424 - WCAB Subject Matter Jurisdiction Decision][44], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/wcab/Panel-Decisions-2024/Jeffrey-CIRILLO-ADJ10373424.pdf 

[45] [Form PR-2 - Primary Treating Physician's Progress Report][45], https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/PR-2.pdf 

[46] [WCAB Panels Clarify Scope of Physician-Patient Privilege - Sullivan Attorneys][46], 
https://www.sullivanattorneys.com/blog/wcab-panels-clarify-scope-physician-patient-privilege 

[47] [Form PR-3 - Primary Treating Physician's Permanent and Stationary Report (1997 Schedule)][47], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/PR-3.pdf 

[48] [California Code of Regulations Title 8, Section 9785 - Reporting Duties of Primary Treating 
Physician][48], https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/9785.html 



Page 32 
(c) 2026 The Law Offices of Fernando Hidalgo, Inc. 

[49] [Workers' Comp Medical Treatment: Rights & Authorization Guide][49], 
https://ochoacalderon.com/blog/workers-comp-medical-treatment-a-rights-authorization-guide 

[50] [Form PR-4 - Primary Treating Physician's Permanent and Stationary Report (2005 Schedule)][50], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/PR-4.pdf 

[51] [Primary Treating Physician: Overview & Changing Doctors - Employees First Labor Law][51], 
https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/primary-treating-physician-an-overview-changing-doctors 

[52] [DWC Independent Medical Review (IMR) FAQ and Process][52], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/IMR_FAQs.htm 

[53] [Labor Code Section 4061 - Permanent Disability Disputes - Employees First Labor Law][53], 
https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/labor-code-%C2%A74061-permanent-disability-disputes-workers-comp 

[54] [Physician's Guide to Medical Practice in California Workers' Compensation][54], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/medicalunit/toc.pdf 

[55] [2025 Independent Medical Review (IMR) Annual Report - Analysis of 2024 Data][55], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/IMR/reports/IMR-Annual-Report.pdf 

[56] [California Code of Regulations Title 8, Section 30 - QME Panel Request Procedures][56], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/30.html 

[57] [Permanent Disability Ratings in California Workers' Compensation - Employees First Labor Law][57], 
https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/permanent-disability-ratings-in-california-workers-comp-how-they-work-
and-what-theyre-worth/ 

[58] [Successful Claims and Appeals for Postoperative Pain Nerve Blocks - Medicare Guidelines][58], 
https://med.noridianmedicare.com/web/jeb/article-detail/-/view/10525/successful-claims-and-appeals-for-
postoperative-pain-nerve-blocks-appeals-newsletter-part-10 

[59] [Therapeutic Pain Specialist (TPS) Certification Program][59], 
https://evidenceinmotion.com/program/therapeutic-pain-specialist-tps-certification/ 

[60] [DWC Injured Worker Guidebook Chapter 7 - Permanent Disability Benefits][60], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/injuredworkerguidebook/chapter7.pdf 

[61] [CWCI 2025 Document - Various Workers' Compensation Issues][61], 
https://www.cwci.org/document.php?file=2025.doc 

[31] [American Board of Preventive Medicine - Occupational Medicine Pathways][31], 
https://www.theabpm.org/become-certified/specialties/occupational-medicine/ 

[62] [Form 5021 - Doctor's First Report of Occupational Injury or Illness][62], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/forms/5021.pdf 

[63] [Radiculopathy: Symptoms, Causes & Treatment - Cleveland Clinic][63], 
https://my.clevelandclinic.org/health/diseases/22564-radiculopathy 

[64] [Antidepressants for Neuropathic Pain - NIH/PMC Review][64], 
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC10576544/ 

[65] [Form PR-1 - Doctor's First Report (Alternative Version)][65], https://pulseurgentcare.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/02/Work_Comp_PR1_Fillable.pdf 

[66] [Cervical and Thoracic Spine Disorders - ACOEM Guideline][66], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/MTUS/ACOEM-Guidelines/Cervical-and-Thoracic-Spine-Disorders-
Guideline.pdf 

[67] [Topical Analgesics for Neuropathic Pain: Evidence-Informed Approach][67], 
https://academic.oup.com/painmedicine/advance-article/doi/10.1093/pm/pnaf130/8267720 

[68] [Board-Certified Pain Management Doctors in Sacramento][68], https://apdss.com/mds/ 



Page 33 
(c) 2026 The Law Offices of Fernando Hidalgo, Inc. 

[69] [Complex Regional Pain Syndrome Workers' Compensation - Employees First Labor Law][69], 
https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/complex-regional-pain-syndrome-crps-workers-compensation/ 

[14] [Utilization Review Process, Procedures, and Timelines - Bradford Barthel][14], 
https://bradfordbarthel.com/2024/08/15/utilization-review-process-procedures-and-timelines/ 

[70] [Pacific Pain & Regenerative Medicine Providers][70], https://pacificpainfree.com/meet-the-providers/ 

[71] [Complex Regional Pain Syndrome Montana Utilization Guidelines][71], 
https://erd.dli.mt.gov/_docs/work-comp-claims/medical-regs/Archived-Guidelines/complex-regional-pain-
syndrome.pdf 

[72] [Request For Authorization (RFA) in Workers' Compensation][72], https://www.rclevin.com/blog/all-
about-request-for-authorization-rfa-in-workers-compensation 

[73] [Labor Code Section 4062 - Objections to Medical Determinations - Employees First Labor Law][73], 
https://employeesfirstlaborlaw.com/labor-code-%C2%A74062-objections-to-medical-determinations 

[74] [Title 8 California Code of Regulations Section 14300.5 - Determination of Work-Relatedness][74], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/t8/14300_5.html 

[75] [How Long Does a Referral Take - Medical Referral Processing Timeline Guide][75], 
https://instantuc.com/how-long-does-a-referral-take-a-patients-step-by-step-timeline-guide/ 

[76] [Sullivan On Comp Blog - Request for Medical Evaluation][76], 
https://www.sullivanoncomp.com/blog/topic/request-for-a-medical-evaluation 

[77] [California Department of Industrial Relations - I Was Injured at Work][77], 
https://www.dir.ca.gov/dwc/injuredworkerguidebook/chapter7.pdf 

[78] [U.S. Department of Labor FECA - Information for Medical Providers][78], 
https://www.dol.gov/agencies/owcp/FECA/regs/compliance/infomedprov 

Date Last Updated: March 1, 2026 

Document Prepared By: Legal AI Assistant | Facilitated by The Law Offices of Fernando Hidalgo, Inc. 

Disclaimer: This research report is designed for informational purposes only and does not constitute legal 
advice or establish an attorney-client relationship. Injured workers, employers, and medical providers should 
consult with qualified California workers' compensation attorneys, occupational medicine specialists, and 
relevant regulatory agencies regarding application of this information to specific fact patterns. This report 
reflects law and guidance current as of March 1, 2026, and legal standards may evolve rapidly. Regulatory 
changes, new administrative orders, or appellate decisions may modify applicable requirements after this 
report's publication date. 


