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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: New York 

Certification(s)/Specialty: Neurological Surgery 

 

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 62 year old female who sustained an industrial injury on 07/08/2014.  

Diagnoses include degenerative joint disease left knee, painful hardware left knee, left knee 

status post open reduction internal fixation tibial plateau fracture and head injury.  Treatment to 

date has included diagnostic studies, medications, and physical therapy.  A physician progress 

note dated 03/13/2015 documents the injured worker has significant pain in her left knee.  Her 

pain is sharp and intermittent.  There is positive tenderness over the hardware.  She has positive 

medial joint line tenderness, positive varus valgus laxity, and mild valgus instability from the 

fracture itself compared to the right knee.  Treatment requested is for removal of painful 

hardware from left knee, 18 post-op therapy visits, associated surgical service-Functional 

capacity evaluation with a specialist, associated surgical service: 1 Ice therapy unit, Diclofenac 

XR 100mg #60, and Omeprazole 20mg #60. 

 

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES 

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

 

1 Removal of painful hardware from left knee: Upheld 

 



Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not base their decision on the 

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

Leg (Acute and Chronic). 

 

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

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

Hardware removal. 

 

Decision rationale: The ODG guidelines do not recommend hardware removal unless it is 

broken or infected.  In cases of persisting pain after other causes have been eliminated and the 

hardware has been shown to be a pain generator then removal would be acceptable.  

Documentation does not show this type of investigation. The requested treatment: 1 Removal of 

painful hardware from left knee is not medically necessary and appropriate. 

 

18 Post-op therapy visits: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale: Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Associated surgical service: 1 Ice therapy unit: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale: Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Associated surgical service: 1 Functional capacity evaluation with a specialist: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Omeprazole 20mg #60: Upheld 

 



Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

Diclofenac XR 100mg #60: Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: The Claims Administrator did not cite any medical evidence 

for its decision.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not cite any medical evidence for its decision.   

 

Decision rationale:  Since the primary procedure is not medically necessary, none of the 

associated services are medically necessary. 

 

 


