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SUMMARY

The Alabama Supreme Court denied Travis Aderhold's petition for a writ of certiorari without opinion
in a workers' compensation dispute concerning an employer's responsibility to pay for medical
treatment authorized by a physician. Justice Murdock specially concurred, expressing no agreement
with the Court of Civil Appeals' analysis regarding whether a non-authorized treating physician could
bind the employer to pay for treatment by another physician.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Supreme Court of Alabama should grant Aderhold's petition for a writ of certiorari
challenging the Court of Civil Appeals' application of the Alabama Workers' Compensation Act to
treatment authorized by a physician who was not the employee's authorized treating physician.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“"[T]he employer is responsible for paying for the treatment choice made by the authorized treating
physician so long as that choice falls within the parameters of what is "reasonably necessary" to treat the
employee."” (44)

“"Consistent with this court's holding in Genpak [Corp. v. Gibson, 534 So.2d 312 (Ala.Civ.App.1988),] and
the other cases cited above, because the treating physician prescribed treatment by Dr. Kelsey, and because
there is no evidence indicating that that treatment did not fall within the parameters of what was `reasonably
necessary' as contemplated by § 25-5-77(a), [Ala.Code 1975,] that treatment was authorized under the
Workers' Compensation Act."” (45)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Aderhold received procedures and treatments from Dr. Charles Aprill in connection with a workers'
compensation claim. The Court of Civil Appeals held that Massey Chevrolet was responsible for paying for that
treatment to the extent it had been authorized by Dr. Chris Nichols. Justice Murdock noted that Dr. Nichols was
not Aderhold's authorized treating physician; Dr. Brendt Peterson was the authorized treating physician.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Alabama Court of Civil Appeals held that Massey Chevrolet was liable for procedures and treatments
administered by Dr. Charles Aprill to the extent those procedures and treatments were authorized by Dr. Chris
Nichols. Aderhold petitioned the Supreme Court of Alabama for certiorari review. The Supreme Court denied the
writ without opinion; Justice Murdock concurred specially and expressed reservations about the Court of Civil
Appeals' analysis.
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