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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 61 year old male who sustained an industrial injury on 10-22-1998. 

According to an initial orthopedic evaluation report dated 09-11-2015, the injured worker 

reported sharp frequent and moderate pain rated 8 out of 10 in intensity with numbness 

sensation, grinding and radiation of pain from the lower back to the foot. Bending and lifting 

increased his pain and "nothing" seemed to decrease his pain. He had chronic headaches since 

1998. MRI in 2009 and in 2005 showed minimum disc involvement. Electrodiagnostic studies 

performed in 2003 were within normal limits. He was currently not working due to pain. 

Palpation of the lumbar spine revealed 1 plus tenderness over the paralumbar musculature 

bilaterally as well as tenderness over the lumbar spinous processes from L1 to L5. Active range 

of motion of the lumbar spine elicited complaints of pain and was limited. He was unable to 

walk on his toes and heels and was unable to squat due to pain. Diagnostic impression included 

headaches by history, lumbar spine degenerative disc disease and gastric distress. The treatment 

plan included 12 sessions of chiropractic care, Naprosyn for inflammation, Pantoprazole to 

prevent stomach upset and Tramadol for pain. Follow up was indicated in 4 weeks. In a Doctor's 

First Report of Occupational Injury dated 09-11-2015 the treatment plan also included topical 

creams. Authorization requests dated 09-11-2015 were submitted for review. The requested 

services included neurologist consultation, Ultram 50 mg #90, Naprosyn 500 mg #100, Prilosec 

20 mg #60, Flurbi cream LA 180 grams and Gabacyclotram 180 grams. On 09-28-2015, 

Utilization Review non-certified the request for Prilosec 20 mg #60, Flurbi cream LA 180 

grams, Gabacyclotram 180 grams and Ultram 50 mg #90. 



 

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES 
 

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

 
Prilosec 20mg #60: Upheld 

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

2009, Section(s): NSAIDs, GI symptoms & cardiovascular risk. 

 
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. 

 
Flurbi cream LA 180gm: Upheld 

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

2009, Section(s): Topical Analgesics. 

 
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 lend 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. 



Gabacyclotram 180gm: Upheld 

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

2009, Section(s): Topical Analgesics. 

 
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 compounded medication for topical use to aid 

in pain relief. These products contain multiple ingredients which each have specific properties 

and mechanisms of action. The MTUS guidelines state the following: "Any compounded product 

that contains at least one drug (or drug class) that is not recommended is not recommended." The 

guidelines state "Gabapentin: Not recommended. There is no peer-reviewed literature to support 

use." In this case, the use of gabapentin is not indicated for use for the patient's condition. This is 

secondary to poor clinical evidence of efficacy. As such, the request is not medically necessary. 

 
Ultram 50mg #90: 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): Opioids, criteria for use. 

 
Decision rationale: The request is for the use of a medication in the opioid class. The MTUS 

guidelines state that for ongoing treatment with a pharmaceutical in this class, certain 

requirements are necessary. This includes not only adequate pain control, but also functional 

improvement. Four domains have been proposed for management of patients on opioids. This 

includes pain relief, side effects, physical and psychosocial functioning, and the occurrence of 

any potentially aberrant drug-related behaviors. As part of the pain treatment agreement, it is 

advised that "Refills are limited, and will only occur at appointments." In this case, there is 

inadequate documentation of persistent functional improvement seen. "Functional 

improvement" means either a clinically significant improvement in activities of daily living or a 

reduction in work restrictions as measured during the history and physical exam, performed and 

documented as part of the evaluation and management visit and a reduction in the dependency 

on continued medical treatment. As such, the request is not medically necessary. All opioid 

medications should be titrated down slowly in order to prevent a significant withdrawal 

syndrome. 


