
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

 

IN RE: ZELIS REPRICING ANTITRUST 

LITIGATION 

This Document Relates to: 

 

All Actions 

 

Lead Action Case No.: 1:25-cv-10734-BEM 

 

Consolidated with Case Nos.: 

1:25-cv-11092-BEM 

1:25-cv-11167-BEM 

1:25-cv-11537-BEM 

 

 

JOINT STATUS REPORT  

Pursuant to the Court’s Order at the September 14, 2026, Case Management Conference 

(Dkt. 323), counsel for the parties respectfully submit this Joint Status Report.  

I. JOINT STATUS REPORT 

A. Structured Data Relevant Period 

Plaintiffs’ Statement: As directed by Magistrate Judge Boal at the September 14, 2026 Case 

Management Conference, Plaintiffs continue to meet and confer with Defendants regarding the 

Relevant Period for Defendants’ structured data productions. Plaintiffs have requested structured 

data from January 1, 2012 to the present, while Defendants seek to limit their production from 

January 1, 2015 to August 31, 2025. As stated in the parties’ prior Joint Status Report, Plaintiffs 

are willing to accept structured data through August 31, 2025 in order to expedite production, but 

reserving their ability so seek additional, later data, if necessary. Plaintiff cannot, however, agree 

to a start-date of January 1, 2015. That start date provides less than two years of pre-class period 

data before the class period begins on June 13, 2016. This is an insufficient baseline for the 

extensive data analysis and econometric modeling to be conducted by various experts in this case. 
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The parties have reached an impasse. As such, Plaintiffs will seek the Court’s guidance on the 

issue.   

Defendants’ Statement:  For the reasons stated on the record at the September 14, 2026 

case management conference, Defendants’ proposed relevant time period for their structured data 

productions is reasonable, proportional to the needs of the case, and provides sufficient data prior 

to the start of the alleged conspiracy for Plaintiffs to perform the analysis and modeling they intend 

to conduct.  Since the September 14 conference, the parties continued to confer but have now 

reached an impasse on this dispute.  Should Plaintiffs move to compel structured data for a broader 

period of time, Defendants will respond in accordance with the briefing schedule ordered by the 

Court.  See ECF 323. 

B. Search Terms 

Plaintiffs’ Statement: Also in accordance with Magistrate Judge Boal’s Order (Dkt. 323), 

Plaintiffs continue to meet and confer with Defendants regarding search terms. Since the Court 

directed Defendants to disclose whether they will use TAR, several Defendants have made these 

disclosures. Plaintiffs await the disclosures of the remaining Defendants, which are due today. 

Obviously, the use of TAR impacts the scope of the search terms that would be appropriate. 

Since the September 14, 2026 Case Management Conference, Plaintiffs have continued to 

meet and confer with Defendants regarding an appropriate set of search terms, accounting for 

whether that Defendant will use TAR as a second-layer responsiveness cull. Plaintiffs believe they 

are close to reaching agreement with United Healthcare, and are continuing to meet and confer 

with the remaining Defendants. To narrow the disputes and reach agreement, Plaintiffs have agreed 
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to accept a substantial majority of United’s, Zelis’ Elevance’s, and Humana’s1 search term 

proposals, and have proposed narrowed, additional strings sparingly where the concept is not 

otherwise captured.  

Defendants’ Statement:  Defendants object to Plaintiffs’ inclusion of search-term related 

disputes in this joint status report as contrary to the Court’s directives at the September 14 

conference.  Defendants disagree with Plaintiffs’ characterizations of the parties’ ongoing 

negotiations regarding search terms (including their baseless insinuation that Aetna and Cigna have 

not been cooperative).2  The parties are continuing to meet and confer to resolve their disputes 

regarding search terms and have narrowed several of those disputes.  Should Plaintiffs move to 

compel the use of search terms to which Defendants have objected, Defendants will respond in 

accordance with the briefing schedule ordered by the Court.  See ECF 323. 

 

 
1 Plaintiffs are working expeditiously to complete and provide their positions to Cigna and Aetna. 

These Defendants, unlike their co-Defendants, have made little-to-no compromises and reasserted 

their original July 1 search term proposals, leaving Plaintiffs to counter their own proposals. 

Despite this, Plaintiffs will make a final good faith attempt to avoid Court intervention.  

2 For example, Plaintiffs are wrong to suggest that Aetna Inc. has made “little-to-no compromises” 

or that it has simply “reasserted [its] original” search-term proposal.  Following its meet and confer 

with Plaintiffs, Aetna Inc. accepted in full Plaintiffs’ edits to more than half of Aetna Inc.’s 

proposed terms.  Aetna Inc. remains willing to consider any additional proposed modifications that 

Plaintiffs propose in good faith.  What Aetna Inc. is unwilling to do is accept additional proposed 

terms that go beyond the scope of what Aetna Inc. agreed to produce as part of its responses and 

objections to Plaintiffs’ RFPs.  Plaintiffs raised no objection to Aetna Inc.’s Responses and 

Objections for more than two months after they were served.  Those objections are not timely and 

the court should reject them as a reason to expand the search terms Aetna Inc. must review for the 

reasons Aetna Inc. stated in the September 4th Joint Status Report. 

 

As for Cigna, Plaintiffs’ last two proposals to Cigna suffered from pervasive technical issues and 

returned hits on every document against which they were run—confirming Cigna’s concern that 

they are overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not appropriately tailored—and Plaintiffs still have 

not provided a counterproposal despite Cigna’s September 16, 2026 request, though Cigna remains 

willing to consider reasonable, targeted proposals. 
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Dated: September 18, 2026 

 

 

Jason S. Hartley (pro hac vice)  

Jason M. Lindner (pro hac vice forthcoming) 

Kenneth Frost (pro hac vice) 

Maureen Forsyth (MA Bar No. 642390) 

HARTLEY LLP 

101 W. Broadway, Ste 820 

San Diego, CA 92101 

(619) 400-5822 

hartley@hartleyllp.com 

lindner@hartleyllp.com 

forsyth@hartleyllp.com 

frost@hartleyllp.com 

 

Respectfully Submitted,  

 

/s/ Richard M. Paul III__________ 

Richard M. Paul III (pro hac vice) 

Mary Jane Fait (pro hac vice) 

Haley Hawn (pro hac vice) 

PAUL LLP 

600 Broadway Boulevard, Suite 600 

Kansas City, Missouri 64105 

Telephone: (816) 984-8100 

Rick@PaulLLP.com 

MaryJane@PaulLLP.com 

Haley@PaulLLP.com 

 

 

Co-Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs and Putative Class  

 

Amanda F. Lawrence 

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP 

156 South Main Street 

P.O. Box 192 

Colchester, CT 06415 

Telephone: (860) 531-2606 

alawrence@scott-scott.com 

 

Adam J. Zapala (245748) 

Elizabeth T. Castillo (280502) 

Christian S. Ruano (352012) 

COTCHETT, PITRE & McCARTHY, LLP 

840 Malcolm Road 

Burlingame, CA 94010 

Telephone: (650) 697-600 

azapala@cpmlegal.com 

ecastillo@cpmlegal.com 

 

John Landy (pro hac vice forthcoming) 

LANDAY ROBERTS LLP 

600 West Broadway, Suite 700 

San Diego, CA 92101 

Telephone: (619) 648-4811 

dmogin@moginlawllp.com 

 

 

 

 

Patrick Coughlin, pro hac forthcoming 

Fatima Brizuela, pro hac vice 

SCOTT+SCOTT ATTORNEYS AT LAW LLP 

600 West Broadway, Suite 3300 

San Diego, CA 92101 

Telephone (619) 798-5308 

pcoughlin@scott-scott.com 

fbrizuela@scott-scott.com 

 

Katrina Carroll 

Kyle A. Shamberg 

CARROLL SHAMBERG LLC 

111 W. Washington Street, Suite 1240 

Chicago, IL 60602 

Telephone: (872) 215-6205 

katrina@cdclassactions.com 

kyle@csclassactions.com 

 

David M. Cialkowski (pro hac vice) 

Ian F. McFarland (pro hac vice) 

ZIMMERMAN REED LLP 

1100 IDS Center 

80 S. 8th Street 

Minneapolis, MN 55402 

Telephone: (612) 341-0400 

david.cialkowski@zimmreed.com 

ian.mcfarland@zimmreed.com 
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Daniel J. Mogin (pro hac vice forthcoming) 

MOGIN LAW LLP 

4225 Executive Square, Suite 600 

La Jolla, CA 92037 

Telephone: (619) 687-6611 

dmogin@moginlawllp.com 

 

Daniel R. Karon (pro hac vice forthcoming) 

KARON LLC 

631 W. St. Clair Avenue 

Cleveland, OH 44113 

(216) 622-1851 

dkaron@karonllc.com 

Garrett D. Blancheifl 

Brand D. Penney 

Roberta A. Yard 

REINHARDT WENDORF & 

BLANCHFIELD 

80 South 8th Street, Suite 900 

Minneapolis, MN 55402 

Telephone: (651) 287-2100 

g.blanchfield@rwblawfirm.com 

b.penney@rwblawfirm.com 

r.yard@rwblawfirm.com 

 

 

 

* * * 

 

George Borden (BBO #552302) Matthew L. McGinnis (BBO# 666120) 

Katherine Anne Trefz* 

Jonathan Pitt* 

Suzanne Salgado* 

Tom Ryan* 

WILLIAMS & CONNOLLY LLP 

680 Maine Avenue SW 

Washington, DC 20024 

Telephone: 202-403-5038 

gborden@wc.com 

ktrefz@wc.com 

jpitt@wc.com 

ssalgado@wc.com 

tryan@wc.com 

 

Attorneys for Defendants Aetna, Inc. and 

Meritain Health, Inc. 

 

Brett J. Boskiewicz (BBO No. 656545) 

MCDERMOTT WILL & SCHULTE LLP 

200 Clarendon Street 

Boston, MA 02116 

Telephone:  (617) 535-4000 

bboskiewicz@mcdermottlaw.com 

 

Joshua B. Simon* 

Warren Haskel* 

Emily T. Chen* 

Chelsea Cosillos* 

Jane E. Willis (BBO# 568024) 

Sandra H. Masselink (BBO# 696687) 

ROPES & GRAY LLP 

Prudential Tower 

800 Boylston Street 

Boston, MA 02199 

Telephone: (617) 951-7000 

Jane.Willis@ropesgray.com 

Matthew.McGinnis@ropesgray.com 

Sandra.Masselink@ropesgray.com 

 

Casey Kyung-Se Lee* 

ROPES & GRAY LLP 

1211 Avenue of the Americas 

New York, NY 10036 

Telephone: (212) 596-9000 

Casey.Lee@ropesgray.com 

 

Attorneys for Defendants Zelis 

Healthcare, LLC, Zelis Claims Integrity, 

LLC, and Zelis Network Solutions, LLC 

 

Scott C. Solberg* 

Vanessa G. Jacobsen* 

Benjamin E. Waldin* 

EIMER STAHL LLP 

224 South Michigan Ave., Suite 1100 

Chicago, IL 60604 
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MCDERMOTT WILL & SCHULTE LLP 

One Vanderbilt Avenue 

New York, NY 10017 

Telephone:  (212) 547-5400 

jsimon@mcdermottlaw.com 

whaskel@mcdermottlaw.com 

echen@mcdermottlaw.com 

ccosillos@mcdermottlaw.com 

 

Attorneys for Defendant The Cigna Group 

 

 

Alexandra W. Bailey (BBO #676145) 

HOGAN LOVELLS CADWALADER US 

LLP 

125 High Street, Ste. 2010 

Boston, MA 02110 

Telephone: (617) 371-1024 

alexandra.bailey@hoganlovells.com 

 

E. Desmond Hogan* 

Justin Bernick* 

W. David Maxwell* 

HOGAN LOVELLS CADWALADER US 

LLP 

Columbia Square 

555 Thirteenth Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20004 

Telephone: (202) 637-5600 

desmond.hogan@hoganlovells.com 

justin.bernick@hoganlovells.com 

david.maxwell@hoganlovells.com 

 

Attorneys for Defendant Elevance Health, 

Inc. 

Telephone: (312) 660-7600 

ssolberg@eimerstahl.com 

vjacobsen@eimerstahl.com 

bwaldin@eimerstahl.com  

 

David B. Schwartz* 

Justin D. Kingsolver* 

Lily Rudy* 

BRYAN CAVE LEIGHTON PAISNER 

LLP 

1155 F Street NW, Suite 700 

Washington, DC 20004 

Telephone: (202) 508-6000 

david.schwartz@bclplaw.com 

justin.kingsolver@bclplaw.com 

lily.rudy@bclplaw.com 

 

Justin P. O’Brien 

LOVETT O’BRIEN LLP 

155 Federal Street, Suite 1300 

Boston, MA 02110 

Tel: (617) 371-1035 

jobrien@lovettobrien.com 

 

Attorneys for Defendant Humana Inc. 

Rachel S. Brass* 

Joseph A. Gorman* 

GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 

One Embarcadero Center Suite 2600 

San Francisco, CA 94111 

Telephone: 415-393-8293 

rbrass@gibsondunn.com 

jgorman@gibsondunn.com 

 

Heather L. Richardson* 

Christopher D. Dusseault* 

Joshua Lipton* 

GIBSON, DUNN & CRUTCHER LLP 

333 South Grand Ave., 54th Floor 

Los Angeles, CA 90071 

Telephone: 213-229-7409 

hrichardson@gibsondunn.com 

cdusseault@gibsondunn.com 

jlipton@gibsondunn.com 
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Allison O’Neil (BBO # 641330) 

Kara Kelleher (BBO # 713274) 

TROUTMAN PEPPER LOCKE 

111 Huntington Ave., 9th Floor 

Boston, MA 02199 

Telephone: 617-443-3744 

Allison.oneil@troutman.com 

Kara.kelleher@troutman.com 

 

Attorneys for Defendants UnitedHealth 

Group, Inc., UMR, Inc., and 

HealthSCOPE Benefits, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that on the 18th day of September 2026, I caused a copy of the foregoing to be 

served, via ECF, on all counsel of record.  

                 /s/ Richard M. Paul III 
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