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United respectfully disagrees with Defendants’ supplemental authority—Anthem Blue 

Cross Life & Health Ins. Co. v. HaloMD LLC, No. 8:25-cv-01467, 2026 WL 982629 (C.D. Cal. 

Apr. 9, 2026) (“HaloMD”)—and the Court should decline to follow it. In any event, HaloMD is 

readily distinguishable and provides no basis for dismissal here. 

As an initial matter, Defendants waived any argument based on the NSA’s purported 

limits on judicial review by failing to raise it in their opening brief. See D.E. 23. It is well-settled 

that arguments raised for the first time in a notice of supplemental authority are not properly 

before the Court. See Beauregard v. Washington, 551 F. App’x 349, 350 (9th Cir. 2014) (“we 

do not consider any arguments raised for the first time in these citations of supplemental 

authorities”). The Court should therefore disregard Defendants’ belated reliance on HaloMD for 

this purpose. 

In any event, and more importantly, United’s claims extend well beyond the IDR process 

and therefore are not barred by the NSA’s limits on judicial review, if any. The claims in HaloMD 

were solely predicated on the alleged improper initiation of IDR proceedings. 2026 WL 982629 at 

*9–10. Here, however, United asserts independent claims for fraudulent billing conduct that do 

not depend on reviewing IDR eligibility decision or payment determinations. Compl. ¶¶ 84–111. 

United alleges a longstanding pass-through billing scheme—predating the NSA—in which 

Defendants submitted claims under a different medical groups’ TIN to obtain out-of-network 

reimbursement for in-network services. Id. These claims arise from misrepresentations when the 

claims were submitted to United: Defendants improperly billed the services as out-of-network—

securing reimbursements far exceeding what they were entitled to.  United’s claims related to the 

NSA IDR proceedings are in addition to United’s core claim—i.e., Defendants compounded the 

damages they caused to United by obtaining excessive reimbursements based on their improper 

claim submissions by later obtaining additional awards and fees through the inapplicable IDR 

process for some of those claims. Accordingly, even if the NSA limits judicial review of certain 
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IDR decisions or determinations, it does not foreclose United’s claims based on fraudulent billing 

that is independent of, and antecedent to, the IDR process. 

Finally, United alleges that Defendants’ scheme was concealed and not discoverable during 

the IDR process. D.E. 1 (“Compl.”) ¶¶ 186–192, 254–258.  Thus, HaloMD is inapplicable to the 

extent that it hinges on the court’s finding that the plaintiff in that matter knew about defendants’ 

misrepresentations during the IDR process. 1 

CONCLUSION 

For all of these reasons, HaloMD is materially distinguishable, does not address the core 

allegations presented here, and provides no basis for dismissal. 

 

Dated: April 22, 2026   By:  /s/ Jamie R. Kurtz 
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1  United takes no position here on the legal accuracy of the HaloMD court’s ruling, which is already on appeal.  
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