UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

Specialtycare Inc., Remote Neuromonitoring Physicians, PC, and

Sentient Physicians, PC v. Meritain Health, Inc.

Specialtycare - No. C.A. No. 25-198 (MN) - Decided March 17, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Delaware overruled Plaintiffs’ objections to a
magistrate judge’s Report and Recommendation and adopted the Report. The court held that the No
Surprises Act does not create a private right of action and that Plaintiffs could not circumvent that
omission by asserting a state-law theory, granting Defendant’s motion to dismiss and denying its

motion to stay as moot.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs objected to a magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation

recommending dismissal of the amended complaint. The district court
reviewed the objected-to portions de novo, overruled the objections,
adopted the Report and Recommendation, granted Defendant's motion

to dismiss, and denied the motion to stay as moot.

STANDARD OF REVIEW De novo review of the portions of the Report and Recommendation to

which objections were made; reasoned consideration of unobjected-to

portions.
PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; memorandum order of a United States district court
PARTIES Specialtycare Inc., Remote Neuromonitoring Physicians, PC, Sentient

Physicians, PC v. Meritain Health, Inc.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the No Surprises Act creates a private right of action.

2. Whether Plaintiffs may circumvent the No Surprises Act's omission of a private right of action by
seeking to enforce a federal right through a state-law theory.

3. Whether Defendant's motion to dismiss should be granted and its motion to stay denied as moot.

HOLDINGS
1. The No Surprises Act does not create a private right of action.

2. Plaintiffs may not circuamvent Congress's omission of a private right of action in the No Surprises Act by

seeking to enforce a federal right through a state-law theory.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Specialtycare Inc., Remote Neuromonitoring Physicians, PC, and Sentient Physicians, PC brought an action
against Meritain Health, Inc. involving rights allegedly arising under the No Surprises Act and related state-law
theories. Plaintiffs filed an amended complaint and Meritain moved to dismiss, while also moving to stay the
action pending resolution of the dismissal motion. The district court adopted the magistrate judge's

recommendation that the amended complaint be dismissed.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On February 9, 2026, Magistrate Judge Hatcher issued a Report and Recommendation recommending that
Meritain's motion to dismiss be granted and its motion to stay be denied as moot. Plaintiffs timely objected, and
Meritain responded. The district court considered the objections de novo, gave reasoned consideration to the
unobjected-to portions, adopted the Report and Recommendation, granted the motion to dismiss, and dismissed

the amended complaint.
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