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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. 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/Service. He/she is familiar with governing laws and
regulations, including the strength of evidence hierarchy that applies to Independent Medical
Review determinations.

The Expert Reviewer has the following credentials:
State(s) of Licensure: California
Certification(s)/Specialty: Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation

CLINICAL CASE SUMMARY

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

The injured worker is a 59 year old male who sustained an industrial injury on 05/21/93. Initial
complaints and diagnoses are not available. Treatments to date include medications. Diagnostic
studies are not addressed. Current complaints include low back pain. Current diagnoses include
chronic lumbar dysfunction and pain disorder. In a progress note dated 04/15/14 the treating
provider reports the plan of care as Neurontin and Flector patches. The requested treatments are
Neurontin and Flector patches.

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES

The Final Determination was based on decisions for the disputed items/services set forth below:
Prescription of Flector patch #30 with 2 refills: 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 NSAIDs
(non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs), Page 22.




Decision rationale: Per Guidelines, the efficacy in clinical trials for this treatment modality has
been inconsistent and no long-term studies have shown their effectiveness or safety. Flector
patch (Diclofenac) is recommended for osteoarthritis after failure of an oral NSAID or
contraindications to oral NSAIDs after consideration of increase risk profile of severe hepatic
reactions including liver necrosis, jaundice, fulminant hepatitis, and liver failure (FDA, 2009),
but has not been demonstrated here. The efficacy in clinical trials for topical NSAIDs has been
inconsistent and most studies are small and short duration. Topical NSAIDs are not supported
beyond trial of 2 weeks as effectiveness is diminished similar to placebo effect. These
medications may be useful for chronic musculoskeletal pain, but there are no long-term studies
of their effectiveness or safety beyond 2 weeks especially for this chronic injury of 1993. There
is no documented functional benefit from treatment already rendered. The Prescription of
Flector patch #30 with 2 refills is not medically necessary and appropriate.

Prescription of Neurontin 300mg, #90: Upheld

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines
Gabapentin.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Anti-
Epilepsy Drugs/Gabapentin, pages 18-19.

Decision rationale: Although Neurontin (Gabapentin) has been shown to be effective for
treatment of diabetic painful neuropathy and postherpetic neuralgia and has been considered as a
first-line treatment for neuropathic pain; however, submitted reports have not adequately
demonstrated the specific symptom relief or functional benefit from treatment already rendered
for this chronic injury. Medical reports have not demonstrated specific change, progression of
neurological deficits or neuropathic pain with functional improvement from treatment of this
chronic injury. Previous treatment with Neurontin has not resulted in any functional benefit and
medical necessity has not been established. The Prescription of Neurontin 300mg, #90 is not
medically necessary and appropriate.



