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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 Occupational 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:

There were 125 pages provided for this review. The application for independent medical review
was signed on September 25, 2014. There was a PR 2 report from August 28, 2014. There is
sharp neck pain. The diagnosis was cervical spine disc syndrome with sprain strain and chronic
pain syndrome with idiopathic insomnia. The patient will be rechecked. They plan for Norco,
and Flexeril. They also wanted a random urine drug test. The patient was assigned work
restrictions. The drug test appeared appropriate for the medicines that he was taking.

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

Ketoprofen topical creams (KW30 and K2030): Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines 8 C.C.R.
9792.20 - 9792.26 MTUS (Effective July 18, 2009) Page(s): 111.

Decision rationale: The MTUS notes topical analgesic compounds are largely experimental in
use with few randomized controlled trials to determine efficacy or safety. Experimental
treatments should not be used for claimant medical care. MTUS notes they are primarily
recommended for neuropathic pain when trials of antidepressants and anticonvulsants have




failed, but in this case, it is not clear what primary medicines had been tried and failed. Also,
there is little to no research to support the use of many of these agents. Any compounded product
that contains at least one drug (or drug class) that is not recommended, is not certifiable. This
compounded medicine contains several medicines untested in the peer review literature for
effectiveness of use topically. Moreover, the MTUS notes that the use of these compounded
agents requires knowledge of the specific analgesic effect of each agent and how it will be useful
for the specific therapeutic goal required. The provider did not describe each of the agents, and
how they would be useful in this claimant's case for specific goals. The request for Ketoprofen
topical creams (KW30 and K2030 is not medically necessary or appropriate.

Urine drug screen: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines 8 C.C.R.
9792.20 - 9792.26 MTUS (Effective July 18, 2009) Page(s): 43.

Decision rationale: Regarding urine drug testing, the MTUS notes in the Chronic Pain section:
Recommended as an option, using a urine drug screen to assess for the use or the presence of
illegal drugs. For more information, see Opioids, criteria for use: (2) Steps to Take Before a
Therapeutic Trial of Opioids & (4) On-Going Management; Opioids, differentiation: dependence
& addiction; Opioids, screening for risk of addiction (tests); & Opioids, steps to avoid
misuse/addiction. There is no mention of suspicion of drug abuse, inappropriate compliance,
poor compliance, drug diversion or the like. There is no mention of possible adulteration
attempts. The patient appears to be taking the medicine as directed, with no indication otherwise.
It is not clear what drove the need for this drug test. The request for a urine drug screen is not
medically necessary or appropriate.

prescription for Norco 10/325mg prn #120 x 1: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines 8 C.C.R.
9792.20 - 9792.26 Page(s): 88.

Decision rationale: In regards to Opiates, Long term use, the MTUS poses several analytical
questions such as has the diagnosis changed, what other medications is the patient taking, are
they effective, producing side effects, what treatments have been attempted since the use of
opioids, and what is the documentation of pain and functional improvement and compare to
baseline. These are important issues, and they have not been addressed in this case. There
especially is no documentation of functional improvement with the regimen. The request for
Norco 10/325 mg, 120 count is not medically necessary or appropriate.

prescription for Flexeril 10mg one (2) QHS #60 x 1: Upheld



Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence
for its decision.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines 8 C.C.R.
9792.20 - 9792.26 MTUS (Effective July 18, 2009) Page(s): 41-42.

Decision rationale: The MTUS recommends Flexeril (cyclobenzaprine) for a short course of
therapy. The effect is greatest in the first 4 days of treatment, suggesting that shorter courses
may be better. Treatment should be brief. The addition of cyclobenzaprine to other agents is not
recommended. In this case, there has been no objective functional improvement noted in the
long-term use of Flexeril in this claimant. Long term use is not supported. Therefore, the
request for Flexeril 10 mg, sixty count, is not medically necessary or appropriate.



