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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

AETNA AND AETNA HEALTH
MANAGEMENT, LLC,
Plaintiff,

V. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 17-4812

INSYSTHERAPEUTICS, INC. et al.,
Defendant.

ORDER

AND NOW, this 23rdday of August2018, upon consideration Defendantsdoseph A.
Rowan,SteveFanto, InsysTherapeutics Incand Sunrise Lee’s Motions to Dismiss (Doc. Nos.
4, 6, 10, 42, and 43and theresponses, replies, and letters of supplemental authority thersto,
herebyORDERED as follows:

1. Defendant Fanto’s Motion to Dismiss (Doc. NoISBERANTED, and all claims

against Fanto argel SM1SSED for lack of personglrisdiction

2. Defendant Rowan’s Motion to Dismiss (Doc. No. 4B5RANTED, and all claims

against Rowan arel SM1SSED for lack of personal jurisdiction.

3. Defendant Lee’s Motion to DismigBoc. No. 43)s GRANTED, and all claims

against Lee arBISM|SSED for lack of personal jurisdiction.

4. Defendant Lee’s Motions to Dismiss for Insufficient Service of Prodass. (No. 42)

and ‘Failure to State a Cadseursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6)
(Doc. No. 43 at 87) areDISMISSED ASMOOT.

5. Deferdant Insyss Motion to Dismiss iSSRANTED with respect to Plaintiffs’ claims

of negligent misrepresentation (Count VI) and negligence (Count VII), and these

claimsareDISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.
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6. Defendant Insys’s Motion to DismissidENIED in all other espects
7. Defendant Insys’s Motion to Strike BENIED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.
It is SOORDERED.

BY THE COURT:

/s Cynthia M. Rufe

CYNTHIA M. RUFE, J.



