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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. The expert 

reviewer is Board Certified in Preventive Medicine has a subspecialty in Occupational Medicine 

and is licensed to practice in Iowa. 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/services. He/she is familiar with governing laws and regulations, including the strength of 

evidence hierarchy that applies to Independent Medical Review determinations. 

 

CLINICAL CASE SUMMARY 

The expert reviewer developed the following clinical case summary based on a review of the 

case file, including all medical records: 

 

This patient is a 59 year old employee with date of injury of 11/26/2002. Medical records 

indicate the patient is undergoing treatment for lumbrosacral sprain with bilateral lower 

extremity radicular symptoms. Subjective complaints are very difficult to read in the physician's 

report dated 8/12/2014. However, it appears that the patient has low back pain that radiates to the 

left legs and is exacerbated by stooping or bending. Objective findings are also handwritten and 

difficult to read. Her treating physician checked off that she was positive for joint pain, muscle 

spasm and numbness. It appears that the patient had PT but received no benefit from it.  

Treatment has consisted of PT, and Norco. The utilization review determination was rendered on 

8/25/2014 recommending non-certification of AQUATICTHERAPY THREE (3) TIMES A 

WEEK FOR FOUR (4) WEEKS; NORCO 5/325MG ONE (1) Q12HRS PRN PAIN #60 and 

QUICK DRAW L/S SUPPORT. 

 

IMR ISSUES, DECISIONS AND RATIONALES 

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

 

THERAPY THREE (3) TIMES A WEEK FOR FOUR (4) WEEKS:  Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment 

Guidelines.   

 



MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Aquatic 

Therapy and Physical Medicine, Page(s): 22, 98-99.  Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation 

Other Medical Treatment Guideline or Medical Evidence: MD Guidelines, Aquatic Therapy 

 

Decision rationale: California MTUS guidelines state that "Aquatic therapy (including 

swimming) can minimize the effects of gravity, so it is specifically recommended where reduced 

weight bearing is desirable, for example extreme obesity."  MD Guidelines similarly states, "If 

the patient has subacute or chronic LBP and meets criteria for a referral for supervised exercise 

therapy and has co-morbidities (e.g., extreme obesity, significant degenerative joint disease, etc.) 

that preclude effective participation in a weight-bearing physical activity, then a trial of aquatic 

therapy is recommended for the treatment of subacute or chronic LBP". The medical documents 

provided do not indicate any concerns that patient was extremely obese.  Records provided 

indicate that the patient received previous physical therapy sessions without functional 

improvement. Additionally, medical notes provided did not detail reason why the patient is 

unable to effectively participate in weight-bearing physical activities and participate in a home 

exercise program. As such, the request AQUATIC THERAPY THREE (3) TIMES A WEEK 

FOR FOUR (4) WEEKS is not medically necessary. 

 

NORCO 5/325MG ONE (1) Q12HRS PRN PAIN #60:  Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment 

Guidelines.   

 

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain Treatment Guidelines Opioids 

Page(s): 74-96.  Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Official Disability Guidelines (ODG) 

Official Disability Guidelines (ODG) Neck and Upper Back (Acute and Chronic), Low Back - 

Lumbar & Thoracic (Acute & Chronic), Opioids, Pain 

 

Decision rationale: ODG does not recommend the use of opioids for neck and low back pain 

"except for short use for severe cases, not to exceed 2 weeks."  The patient has exceeded the 2 

week recommended treatment length for opioid usage. MTUS does not discourage use of opioids 

past 2 weeks, but does state that "ongoing review and documentation of pain relief, functional 

status, appropriate medication use, and side effects. Pain assessment should include: current 

pain; the least reported pain over the period since last assessment; average pain; intensity of pain 

after taking the opioid; how long it takes for pain relief; and how long pain relief lasts. 

Satisfactory response to treatment may be indicated by the patient's decreased pain, increased 

level of function, or improved quality of life." The treating physician does not fully document the 

least reported pain over the period since last assessment, intensity of pain after taking opioid, 

pain relief, increased level of function, or improved quality of life.  As such, the question for 

Norco 325/10mg # 120 is not medically necessary. 

 

QUICK DRAW L/S SUPPORT:  Upheld 

 

Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 12 Low Back 

Complaints.   

 



MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 12 Low Back Complaints 

Page(s): 301.  Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Official Disability Guidelines (ODG) Low 

Back ( Lumbar and Thoracic), Lumbar Support 

 

Decision rationale: ACOEM states, "Lumbar supports have not been shown to have any lasting 

benefit beyond the acute phase of symptom relief." ODG states, "Not recommended for 

prevention. Recommended as an option for treatment. See below for indications. Prevention: Not 

recommended for prevention. There is strong and consistent evidence that lumbar supports were 

not effective in preventing neck and back pain. (Jellema-Cochrane, 2001) (van Poppel, 1997) 

(Linton, 2001) (Assendelft-Cochrane, 2004) (van Poppel, 2004) (Resnick, 2005) Lumbar 

supports do not prevent LBP. (Kinkade, 2007) A systematic review on preventing episodes of 

back problems found strong, consistent evidence that exercise interventions are effective and 

other interventions not effective, including stress management, shoe inserts, back supports, 

ergonomic/back education, and reduced lifting programs. (Bigos, 2009) This systematic review 

concluded that there is moderate evidence that lumbar supports are no more effective than doing 

nothing in preventing low-back pain. (van Duijvenbode, 2008)". ODG states for use as a 

"Treatment: Recommended as an option for compression fractures and specific treatment of 

spondylolisthesis, documented instability, and for treatment of nonspecific LBP (very low-

quality evidence, but may be a conservative option)."  The patient is well beyond the acute phase 

of treatment and the treating physician has provided no documentation of spondylolisthesis or 

documented instability. As such the request for Lumbar support belt is not medically necessary. 

 


