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HOW THE IMR FINAL DETERMINATION WAS MADE

MAXIMUS Federal Services sent the complete case file to an expert reviewer. He/she has no
affiliation with the employer, employee, providers or the claims administrator. The expert
reviewer is Board Certified in Neurology, has a subspecialty in Neuromuscular Medicine and is
licensed to practice in California. He/she has been in active clinical practice for more than five
years and is currently working at least 24 hours a week in active practice. The expert reviewer
was selected based on his/her clinical experience, education, background, and expertise in the
same or similar specialties that evaluate and/or treat the medical condition and disputed
items/services. He/she is familiar with governing laws and regulations, including the strength of
evidence hierarchy that applies to Independent Medical Review determinations.

CLINICAL CASE SUMMARY

The expert reviewer developed the following clinical case summary based on a review of the
case file, including all medical records:

This is a 58 year old woman who sustained a work related injury on April 30 2007. Subsequently
she developed a chronic neck and upper extremities pain. According to a note dated on
September 24 2013, the patient was complaing of cbronic back pain. Her physical examination
demonstrated antalgic gait and myalgia. The patient was diagnoded with Cervicalgia and
degenerative lumbosacral disc.The provider requested authorization to use the drugs mentioned
below.

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES
The Final Determination was based on decisions for the disputed items/services set forth below:

PHYSICAL THERAPY-MECHANICAL BACK STABILIZATION PROGRAM QTY:
20.00: Upheld

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

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Physical
Medicine Page(s): 98.

Decision rationale: According to MTUS guidelines, Physical Medicine is recommended as
indicated below. Passive therapy (those treatment modalities that do not require energy
expenditure on the part of the patient) can provide short term relief during the early phases of




pain treatment and are directed at controlling symptoms such as pain, inflammation and swelling
and to improve the rate of healing soft tissue injuries. They can be used sparingly with active
therapies to help control swelling, pain and inflammation during the rehabilitation process.
Active therapy is based on the philosophy that therapeutic exercise and/or activity are beneficial
for restoring flexibility, strength, endurance, function, range of motion, and can alleviate
discomfort. Active therapy requires an internal effort by the individual to complete a specific
exercise or task. There is no documentation of objective findings that support musculoskeletal
dysfunction. The patient condition is stable and there is no rational for physical therapy sessions.
Therefore the request for physical therapy-mechanical back stabilization program gty: 20.00 are
not medically necessary.

LENZA GEL 4- 1% QTY: 1.00: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
TOPICAL ANALGESICS Page(s): 111-113.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Topical
Analgesics Page(s): 111.

Decision rationale: According to MTUS, in Chronic Pain Medical Treatment guidelines section
Topical Analgesics (page 111); topical analgesics are largely experimental in use with few
randomized controlled trials to determine efficacy or safety. Many agents are combined to other
pain medications for pain control. That is limited research to support the use of many of these
agents. Furthermore, according to MTUS guidelines, any compounded product that contains at
least one drug or drug class that is not recommended is not recommended. The proposed topical
analgesic contains Lidocaine and Menthol, a topical analgesic that is not recommended by
MTUS. Furthermore, there is no documentation of failure or intolerance of first line oral
medications for the treatment of pain. Based on the above, Lenza gel 4- 1% qty: 1.00 is not
medically necessary.

MEDI-PATCH LIDOCAINE EXTERNAL PATCH 0.5-0.035-20% QTY: 1.00: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
TOPICAL ANALGESICS Page(s): 111-113.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Topical
Analgesics Page(s): 111.

Decision rationale: According to MTUS, in Chronic Pain Medical Treatment guidelines section
Topical Analgesics (page 111); topical analgesics are largely experimental in use with few
randomized controlled trials to determine efficacy or safety. Many agents are combined to other
pain medications for pain control. That is limited research to support the use of many of these
agents. Furthermore, according to MTUS guidelines, any compounded product that contains at
least one drug or drug class that is not recommended is not recommended. The proposed topical
analgesic contains Lidocaine, a topical analgesic that is not recommended by MTUS except for
neuropathic pain. There is no documentation that the patient developed neuropathic pain.



Furthermore, there is no documentation of failure or intolerance of first line oral medications for
the treatment of pain. Based on the above, the prescription of medi-patch lidocaine external
patch 0.5-0.035-20% qty: 1.00 is not medically necessary.

PRILOSEC 20MG QTY: 1.00: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
NSAIDS Page(s): 68-609.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines NSAIDs,
Gl symptoms & cardiovascular risk Page(s): 102.

Decision rationale: According to MTUS guidelines, Omeprazole is indicated when NSAID are
used in patients with intermediate or high risk for gastrointestinal events . The risk for
gastrointestinal events are: (1) age > 65 years; (2) history of peptic ulcer, Gl bleeding or
perforation; (3) concurrent use of ASA, corticosteroids, and/or an anticoagulant; or (4) high
dose/multiple NSAID (e.g., NSAID + low-dose ASA). Recent studies tend to show that H. Pylori
does not act synergistically with NSAIDS to develop gastroduodenal lesions. There is no
documentation in the patient's chart supporting that she is at intermediate or high risk for
developing gastrointestinal events. Therefore, Prilosec 20mg, prescription is not medically
necessary.

REHABILITATION PROGRAM QTY: 1.00: Upheld

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

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Chronic
pain programs (functional restoration programs) Page(s): 31-33.

Decision rationale: According to MTUS guidelines, Omeprazole is indicated when NSAID are
used in patients with intermediate or high risk for gastrointestinal events . The risk for
gastrointestinal events are: (1) age > 65 years; (2) history of peptic ulcer, Gl bleeding or
perforation; (3) concurrent use of ASA, corticosteroids, and/or an anticoagulant; or (4) high
dose/multiple NSAID (e.g., NSAID + low-dose ASA). Recent studies tend to show that H. Pylori
does not act synergistically with NSAIDS to develop gastroduodenal lesions. There is no
documentation in the patient's chart supporting that she is at intermediate or high risk for
developing gastrointestinal events. Therefore, Prilosec 20mg, prescription is not medically
necessary.



