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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: Emergency Medicine 

 

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 49 year old male who sustained an industrial injury on 01-27-2013. 

Current diagnoses include other foot sprain and strain, sprain and strain of unspecified site of 

knee and leg, and calcaneal spur. Report dated 08-27-2015 noted that the injured worker 

presented with complaints that included pain in the foot, knee and lower leg. Pain level was 6 out 

of 10 on a visual analog scale (VAS). Physical examination performed on 08-27-2015 revealed 

tenderness in the bilateral posterior ankle and lateral malleolus, and decreased range of motion. 

Previous treatments included medications. The treatment plan included prescriptions for Lyrica, 

omeprazole, diclofenac gel, request for urine toxicology screening, and follow up in 4 weeks. 

The utilization review dated 09-15-2015, modified the request for Lyrica 150mg, #30 with 2 

refill, and non-certified the request for Omeprazole 40mg, #30 with 2 refills, diclofenac Sodium 

1% gel, #1 tube with 2 refills and one urine toxicology screen. 

 

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES 

The Final Determination was based on decisions for the disputed items/services set forth below: 

 

Lyrica 150mg, #30 with 2 refills: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Medical Treatment 

2009. 



 

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Medical Treatment 2009, 

Section(s): Antiepilepsy drugs (AEDs). 

 

Decision rationale: The request is for the use of a medication in the category of an anti-

epileptic drug (AED). These medications are recommended for certain types of neuropathic 

pain. Most of the randomized clinical control trials involved include post-herpetic neuralgia and 

painful polyneuropathy such as in diabetes. There are few trials which have studied central pain 

or radiculopathy. The MTUS guidelines state that a good response to treatment is 50% reduction 

in pain. At least a 30% reduction in pain is required for ongoing use, and if this is not seen, this 

should trigger a change in therapy. Their also should be documentation of functional 

improvement and side effects incurred with use. Disease states which prompt use of these 

medications include post-herpetic neuralgia, spinal cord injury, chronic regional pain syndrome, 

lumbar spinal stenosis, post-operative pain, and central pain. There is inadequate evidence to 

support use in non-specific axial low back pain or myofascial pain. In this case, there is lack of 

documentation of functional improvement or screening measures as required. As such, the 

request is not medically necessary. 

 

Omeprazole 40mg, #30 with 2 refills: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Medical Treatment 

2009. 

 

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Medical Treatment 2009, 

Section(s): NSAIDs, GI symptoms & cardiovascular risk. 

 

Decision rationale: The request is for the use of a medication in the class of a proton pump 

inhibitor. It is indicated for patients with peptic ulcer disease. It can also be used as a 

preventative measure in patients taking non-steroidal anti-inflammatories for chronic pain. 

Unfortunately, they do have certain side effects including gastrointestinal disease. The MTUS 

guidelines states that patients who are classified as intermediate or high risk, should be treated 

prophylactically. Criteria for risk are as follows: "(1) age > 65 years; (2) history of peptic ulcer, 

GI 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)." Due to the fact the patient 

does not meet to above stated criteria, the request for use is not medically necessary. 

 

Diclofenac Sodium 1% gel, #1 tube with 2 refills: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Medical Treatment 

2009. 

 

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Medical Treatment 2009, 

Section(s): Topical Analgesics. 

 

Decision rationale: The request is for the use of a topical NSAID for pain relief. There are 

specific criteria require for use based on the guidelines. The MTUS states the following: The 



efficacy in clinical trials for this treatment modality has been inconsistent and most studies are 

small and of short duration. Topical NSAIDs have been shown in meta-analysis to be superior to 

placebo during the first 2 weeks of treatment for osteoarthritis, but either not afterward, or with a 

diminishing effect over another 2-week period. (Lin, 2004) (Bjordal, 2007) (Mason, 2004) When 

investigated specifically for osteoarthritis of the knee, topical NSAIDs have been shown to be 

superior to placebo for 4 to 12 weeks. Indications: Osteoarthritis and tendinitis, in particular, that 

of the knee and elbow or other joints that are amenable to topical treatment: Recommended for 

short-term use (4-12 weeks). There is little evidence to utilize topical NSAIDs for treatment of 

osteoarthritis of the spine, hip or shoulder. FDA-approved agents: Voltaren Gel 1% (diclofenac): 

Indicated for relief of osteoarthritis pain in joints that lends themselves to topical treatment 

(ankle, elbow, foot, hand, knee, and wrist). It has not been evaluated for treatment of the spine, 

hip or shoulder. In this case, as indicated above, the patient would not qualify for the use of this 

medication based on the treatment duration. As such, the request is not medically necessary. 

 

One urine toxicology screen: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Medical Treatment 

2009. Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Official Disability Guidelines (ODG) Urine Drug 

Testing (UDT) 2015. 

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not base their decision on the 

MTUS. Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Official Disability Guidelines (ODG) 

Pain (Chronic)/Urine drug testing (UDT). 

 

Decision rationale: The request is for a urine drug screen. The ODG states the following 

regarding this topic: Recommended as a tool to monitor compliance with prescribed substances, 

identify use of undisclosed substances, and uncover diversion of prescribed substances. The test 

should be used in conjunction with other clinical information when decisions are to be made to 

continue, adjust or discontinue treatment. This information includes clinical observation, results 

of addiction screening, pill counts, and prescription drug monitoring reports. The prescribing 

clinician should also pay close attention to information provided by family members, other 

providers and pharmacy personnel. The frequency of urine drug testing may be dictated by state 

and local laws. Indications for UDT: At the onset of treatment: (1) UDT is recommended at the 

onset of treatment of a new patient who is already receiving a controlled substance or when 

chronic opioid management is considered. Urine drug testing is not generally recommended in 

acute treatment settings (i.e. when opioids are required for nociceptive pain). (2) In cases in 

which the patient asks for a specific drug. This is particularly the case if this drug has high abuse 

potential, the patient refuses other drug treatment and/or changes in scheduled drugs, or refuses 

generic drug substitution. (3) If the patient has a positive or at risk addiction screen on 

evaluation. This may also include evidence of a history of comorbid psychiatric disorder such as 

depression, anxiety, bipolar disorder, and/or personality disorder. See Opioids, screening tests 

for risk of addiction & misuse. (4) If aberrant behavior or misuse is suspected and/or detected. 

See Opioids, indicators for addiction & misuse. Ongoing monitoring: (1) If a patient has 

evidence of a high risk of addiction (including evidence of a comorbid psychiatric disorder (such 

as depression, anxiety, attention-deficit disorder, obsessive-compulsive disorder, bipolar 

disorder, and/or schizophrenia), has a history of aberrant behavior, personal or family history of 

substance dependence (addiction), or a personal history of sexual or physical trauma, ongoing 



urine drug testing is indicated as an adjunct to monitoring along with clinical exams and pill 

counts. See Opioids, tools for risk stratification & monitoring. (2) If dose increases are not 

decreasing pain and increasing function, consideration of UDT should be made to aid in 

evaluating medication compliance and adherence. The frequency of drug testing is indicated 

below: Patients at low risk of addiction/aberrant behavior should be tested within six months of 

initiation of therapy and on a yearly basis thereafter. There is no reason to perform confirmatory 

testing unless the test is inappropriate or there are unexpected results. If required, confirmatory 

testing should be for the questioned drugs only. Patients at moderate risk for addiction/aberrant 

behavior are recommended for point-of-contact screening 2 to 3 times a year with confirmatory 

testing for inappropriate or unexplained results. This includes patients undergoing prescribed 

opioid changes without success, patients with a stable addiction disorder, those patients in 

unstable and/or dysfunction social situations, and for those patients with comorbid psychiatric 

pathology. Patients at high risk of adverse outcomes may require testing as often as once per 

month. This category generally includes individuals with active substance abuse disorders. In 

this case, a urine drug screen is not supported by the guidelines. This is secondary to inadequate 

documentation of risk level commensurate to the frequency of evaluation requested. The patient 

is not known to be on an opiate. As such, it is not medically necessary. 


