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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 66 year old male, who sustained an industrial injury on March 16, 2007.
The injured worker was diagnosed as having lumbago, degeneration of lumbar or lumbosacral
intervertebral disc and spinal stenosis unspecified region. Treatment to date has included surgery
and medication. A progress note dated June 1, 2015 provides the injured worker complains of
back pain. He reports little change other than sleeping better since switching from Norco to
Butrans patch 15mcg per hour. He would like a stronger patch. Physical exam notes well healed
lumbar surgical scars. There is guarding during range of motion (ROM) and an antalgic gait. The
plan includes increasing Butrans patch strength and follow-up.

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

Butrans patches 20 mcg, Qty unspecified: 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
Buprenorphine HCL, pages 26-27.




Decision rationale: Submitted reports have not demonstrated the indication or medical necessity
for this medication request. Per MTUS Chronic Pain, BuTrans or Buprenorphine is a scheduled
I11 controlled substance recommended for treatment of opiate addiction or opiate agonist
dependence. Request has been reviewed previously and non-certified for rationale of lack of
pain contract, indication, and documentation of opioid addiction. Buprenorphine has one of the
most high profile side effects of a scheduled 111 medication. Per the Guidelines, opioid use in the
setting of chronic, non-malignant, or neuropathic pain is controversial and use should be
reserved for those with improved attributable functional outcomes. This is not apparent here as
this patient reports no change in pain relief, no functional improvement in daily activities, and
has not has not decreased in medical utilization or self-independence continuing to treat for
chronic pain symptoms. There is also no notation of any functional improvement while on the
patch nor is there any recent urine drug screening results in accordance to pain contract needed in
this case. Without sufficient monitoring of narcotic safety, efficacy, and compliance for this
individual along with no weaning process attempted for this chronic injury. Medical necessity
for continued treatment has not been established for Buprenorphine. The Butrans patches 20
mcg, Qty unspecified is not medically necessary and appropriate.



