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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: lowa, Illinois, Hawaii

Certification(s)/Specialty: Preventive Medicine, Occupational Medicine, Public Health &
General Preventive 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 58 year old female, who sustained an industrial injury on 12/24/2011.
Diagnoses include lumbago, lumbar radiculopathy, left anterior cruciate ligament tear and status
post left knee surgery. Treatment to date has included diagnostics, surgical intervention (left
knee 2012), physical therapy, psychiatric care, injections, spinal cord stimulator implantation
and medications including Ambien, Gabapentin lbuprofen, Norco and Oxycodone.Per the
Secondary Treating Physician's Progress Report dated 3/05/2015, the injured worker reported
constant low back pain rated as 7/10 radiating to the left lower extremity and constant 8/10 left
knee pain. Symptoms remain unchanged since the prior evaluation. Objective findings are
documented as "wearing a left knee brace.” The plan of care included follow-up care and
medication management and authorization was requested for Ambien, Norco, Gabapentin,
Oxycodone and an office visit.

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

Follow up office visit: Upheld




Claims Administrator guideline: Decision based on MTUS Chronic Pain
Treatment Guidelines.

MAXIMUS guideline: Decision based on MTUS ACOEM Chapter 2 General Approach to
Initial Assessment and Documentation Page(s): 33. Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation
Official Disability Guidelines (ODG) Pain, Office Visits.

Decision rationale: ODG states concerning office visits "Recommended as determined to be
medically necessary. Evaluation and management (E&M) outpatient visits to the offices of
medical doctor(s) play a critical role in the proper diagnosis and return to function of an injured
worker, and they should be encouraged. The need for a clinical office visit with a health care
provider is individualized based upon a review of the patient concerns, signs and symptoms,
clinical stability, and reasonable physician judgment. The determination is also based on what
medications the patient is taking, since some medicines such as opiates, or medicines such as
certain antibiotics, require close monitoring. As patient conditions are extremely varied, a set
number of office visits per condition cannot be reasonably established. The determination of
necessity for an office visit requires individualized case review and assessment, being ever
mindful that the best patient outcomes are achieved with eventual patient independence from
the health care system through self-care as soon as clinically feasible.” ACOEM states
regarding assessments, "The content of focused examinations is determined by the presenting
complaint and the area(s) and organ system(s) affected.” And further writes that covered areas
should include "Focused regional examination” and "Neurologic, ophthalmologic, or other
specific screening." The treating physician does not detail the rationale or provide additional
information for the requested follow up appointments as needed. Importantly, the treatment
notes do not detail what medications and symptoms are to be evaluated and treated. The treating
physician has not specified frequency or number of visits requested. The original reviewer
partially certified the request to allow for one follow-up visit. As such, the request for Follow up
office visit is not medically necessary at this time.

Ambien 10 mg #30: 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).

MAXIMUS guideline: The Expert Reviewer did not base their decision on the MTUS.
Decision based on Non-MTUS Citation Official Disability Guidelines (ODG) Pain,
Zolpidem, insomnia treatment.

Decision rationale: The CA MTUS silent regarding this topic, ODG states that zolpidem is a
prescription short acting non-benzodiazepine hypnotic, which is approved for short-term
treatment of insomnia. There has been no discussion of the patient's sleep hygiene or the need
for variance from the guidelines, such as: a) Wake at the same time everyday; (b) Maintain a
consistent bedtime; (c) Exercise regularly (not within 2 to 4 hours of bedtime); (d) Perform
relaxing activities before bedtime; () Keep your bedroom quiet and cool; (f) Do not watch
the clock; (g) Avoid caffeine and nicotine for at least six hours before bed; (h) Only drink in
moderation; & (i) Avoid napping. Medical documents also do not include results of these first



line treatments, if they were used in treatment of the patient's insomnia. ODG additionally
states "The specific component of insomnia should be addressed: (a) Sleep onset; (b) Sleep
maintenance; (c) Sleep quality; & (d) Next-day functioning.” Medical documents provided do
not detail these components. Guidelines do not recommend long term use of this medication.
As such, the request for Ambien 10 mg #30 is not medically necessary at this time.

Norco 10/325 mg #90: 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) Low Back - Lumbar & Thoracic (Acute & Chronic), Opioids, Pain.

Decision rationale: ODG does not recommend the use of opioids for 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 request
for Norco 10/325 mg #90 is not medically necessary.

Oxycodone 10 mg #90: 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) Low Back - Lumbar & Thoracic (Acute & Chronic) and Pain, Opioids.

Decision rationale: Oxycodone is the generic version of Oxycotin, which is a pure opioid
agonist. ODG does not recommend the use of opioids for 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 request for
Oxycodone 10 mg #90 is not medically necessary.



