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This Stipulation and Agreement of Compromise, Settlement, and Release 

(the "Stipulation") is entered into this 25th day of May, 2022, by and among: (i) co-lead plaintiffs 

in the above-captioned stockholder derivative action Melissa Cohen, Stanley M. Malone, and 

Michael Splaine (collectively, "Plaintiffs"); (ii) individual defendants David J. Anderson, Colleen 

F. Arnold, George S. Barrett, Carrie S. Cox, Calvin Darden, Bruce L. Downey, Patricia A. 

Hemingway Hall, Akhil Johri, Clayton M. Jones, Michael C. Kaufmann, Gregory B. Kenny, 

Nancy Killefer, David P. King, and J. Michael Losh (collectively, "Individual Defendants"); and 

(iii) nominal defendant Cardinal Health, Inc. ("Cardinal Health" or the "Company," and, together 

with the Individual Defendants, "Defendants"), constituting the parties (the "Parties" and, 

individually, a "Party") in the above-captioned action (the "Action"), by and through their 

respective undersigned counsel. 

This Stipulation is intended to fully, finally, and forever compromise, resolve, discharge, 

release, and settle the Released Claims (defined below) and dismiss the Action with prejudice, 

upon the terms and subject to the conditions set forth herein. 

A. Opioid-Related Litigation and Settlements 

WHEREAS, in October 2008, Cardinal Health entered into a settlement agreement with 

the U.S. Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration ("DEA") (the "2008 

Settlement"), to settle administrative claims relating to the Company's distribution of controlled 

substances; 

WHEREAS, in connection with the 2008 Settlement, Cardinal Health agreed to, among 

other things, pay $34 million in settlement of claims or potential claims for civil penalties and 

maintain a compliance program designed to detect and prevent diversion of controlled substances 

as required under the Controlled Substances Act and applicable DEA regulations; 
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WHEREAS, in May 2012, Cardinal Health entered into a settlement with the DEA 

(the "2012 Settlement") to resolve a DEA order initiating administrative proceedings to revoke the 

registration of a Cardinal Health distribution center in Lakeland, Florida (the "2012 Lakeland 

Order"); 

WHEREAS, in connection with the 2012 Settlement, Cardinal Health did not then agree 

to pay a fine, but the government reserved its right to seek civil fines based on the conduct alleged 

in the 2012 Lakeland Order; 

WHEREAS, in December 2016, Cardinal Health settled the government's reserved claims 

for civil fines in connection with the 2012 Settlement and agreed to pay the United States 

$34 million; 

WHEREAS, m December 2016, Kinray, LLC, a New York-based subsidiary of 

Cardinal Health, agreed to pay $10 million to settle a suit by the United States alleging that Kinray 

had failed to report suspicious orders placed by New York area pharmacies between 

January 1, 2011 and May 14, 2012; 

WHEREAS, on December 12, 2017, the U.S. Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation 

centralized and transferred pending federal opioid-related cases brought by state and local 

governments against Cardinal Health, McKesson Corporation ("McKesson"), AmerisourceBergen 

Corporation ("AmerisourceBergen"), and certain pharmaceutical and pharmacy companies, to 

Judge Dan Polster in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio 

(the "MDL"); 

WHEREAS, in December 2019, Cardinal Health entered into a settlement agreement to 

resolve opioid-related claims by two Ohio counties, Summit and Cuyahoga; 
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WHEREAS, in July 2021, a bench trial involving certain of the cases in the MDL 

concluded in West Virginia, and the parties in that suit are awaiting a verdict; 

WHEREAS, on July 21, 2021, Cardinal Health announced that it, McKesson, and 

AmerisourceBergen, had negotiated a proposed settlement agreement and settlement process that, 

if all conditions were satisfied, would result in the settlement of the vast majority of opioid lawsuits 

filed by state and local government entities (the "2021 Agreement"); 

WHEREAS, the 2021 Agreement was binding as of February 25, 2022 and effective as of 

April 2, 2022, and includes injunctive relief terms governing the settling distributors' controlled 

substance anti-diversion programs (the "Injunctive Relief Terms"), a copy of which is attached as 

Exhibit A, that have been or will be implemented on or before July 1, 2022; 

B. This Action 

WHEREAS, prior to the filing of the Consolidated Amended Complaint in the Action 

(the "Amended Complaint") (ECF No. 35, PAGEID # 1715-1800), Plaintiffs obtained books and 

records from Cardinal Health pursuant to Section 1701.37 of the Ohio Revised Code; 

WHEREAS, between June 14, 2019 and January 13, 2020, Plaintiffs filed three separate 

derivative actions (the "Individual Actions") in this Court: (1) Melissa Cohen v. Arnold, et al., 

Case No. 2:19-cv-2491; (2) Stanley M Malone v. Anderson, et al., Case No. 2:19-cv-5442; and 

(3) Michael Splaine v. Anderson, et al., Case No. 2:20-cv-203; 

WHEREAS, on January 28, 2020, this Court entered an order consolidating the Individual 

Actions for all purposes into the Action, under the caption In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative 

Litigation, Case No. 2:19-cv-2491; 

WHEREAS, on February 11, 2020, the Court appointed Gardy & Notis, LLP and Kessler 

Topaz Meltzer & Check, LLP as co-lead counsel for Plaintiffs ("Co-Lead Counsel"), Isaac Wiles 
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Burkholder & Teetor, LLC and Strauss Troy Co., LPA as co-liaison counsel for Plaintiffs, and 

Mark Troutman, Esq. as trial counsel for Plaintiffs in the Action, and on February 8, 2021, 

Troutman joined Gibbs Law Group, LLP and remained as trial counsel for Plaintiffs in the Action; 

WHEREAS, on March 12, 2020, Plaintiffs filed the Amended Complaint; 

WHEREAS, on June 19, 2020, Defendants filed a motion to dismiss the Amended 

Complaint (the "Motion to Dismiss"); 

WHEREAS, the Parties fully briefed the Motion to Dismiss, and, on January 21, 2021, the 

Court held a hearing on the Motion to Dismiss; 

WHEREAS, on February 8, 2021, the Court issued an order granting in part and denying 

in part the Motion to Dismiss (ECF No. 58, PAGEID # 2218-2263): (i) dismissing Count II of the 

Amended Complaint alleging waste of corporate assets, and (ii) sustaining Count I of the Amended 

Complaint alleging that the Individual Defendants breached their fiduciary duties; 

WHEREAS, on March 25, 2021, United States Magistrate Judge Elizabeth A. Preston 

Deavers entered a Preliminary Pretrial Order (ECF No. 66, PAGEID # 2284-86), which, among 

other things, set certain deadlines for fact and expert discovery and other proceedings; 

WHEREAS, on March 26, 2021, Plaintiffs propounded their First Request for Production 

of Documents, to which the Individual Defendants and Cardinal Health each served responses and 

objections on June 10, 2021; 

WHEREAS, on April 7, 2021, Defendants each filed answers to the Amended Complaint 

and asserted various defenses with respect to Plaintiffs' claims, and the Individual Defendants 

further denied that any fiduciary breach took place; 

WHEREAS, between April 30, 2021 and December 1, 2021, Cardinal Health produced to 

Plaintiffs more than 15 million pages of documents; 
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WHEREAS, on October 28, 2021, Plaintiffs propounded their First Set of Interrogatories 

on Cardinal Health, to which Cardinal Health served responses and objections on 

December 8, 2021; 

WHEREAS, the Parties engaged in numerous meet-and-confer sessions regarding various 

discovery matters and also began a discussion regarding a potential resolution of the Action; 

C. The Settlement 

WHEREAS, on December 9, 2021, counsel for the Parties and representatives of 

Defendants' directors and officers liability insurers ("D&O Insurers"), participated in a mediation 

session with the Hon. Daniel Weinstein (Ret.) and Jed D. Melnick, during which the Parties agreed 

in principle to settle the Action in return for a cash payment of one hundred twenty-four million 

dollars ($124,000,000), to be paid by the D&O Insurers (the "Settlement Amount") to the 

Company; 

WHEREAS, after the substantive terms of the Settlement were agreed to, the Parties 

separately negotiated in good faith as to an appropriate Fee and Expense Award (defined below), 

and Cardinal Health has agreed, subject to approval of the Court, that Plaintiffs' Counsel ( defined 

below) are entitled to a fee and expense award of 25% of the Settlement Amount for their role in 

prosecuting and settling the Action; 

WHEREAS, this Stipulation (together with the exhibits hereto) reflects the final and 

binding agreement by and among the Parties; 

WHEREAS, Plaintiffs continue to believe that their claims have merit but, based upon 

Plaintiffs' and Co-Lead Counsel's investigation and prosecution of the Action, Plaintiffs and Co

Lead Counsel have concluded that the terms and conditions of this Stipulation are fair, reasonable, 

and adequate to the Company and its stockholders; 
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WHEREAS, Plaintiffs have agreed to settle and release the claims asserted in the Action 

pursuant to the terms and provisions of this Stipulation, after considering (i) the substantial 

financial benefit under the Settlement; (ii) the comprehensive Injunctive Relief Terms already 

contemplated by the 2021 Agreement; (iii) the uncertain outcome, inherent delays, and significant 

risks of continued litigation; and (iv) the desirability of permitting the Settlement to be 

consummated as provided by the terms of this Stipulation; 

WHEREAS, each of the Individual Defendants has denied, and continues to deny, that he 

or she committed, attempted to commit, or aided and abetted in the commission of any breaches 

of fiduciary duty owed to Cardinal Health, or any violation oflaw or wrongdoing whatsoever, and 

expressly maintains that, at all relevant times, he or she acted in good faith and in a manner that 

he or she reasonably believed to be in the best interests of Cardinal Health and its stockholders; 

WHEREAS, each of the Individual Defendants denies the allegations made by Plaintiffs 

in the Action and deny that Plaintiffs, Cardinal Health, or Cardinal Health's stockholders suffered 

any damage or were harmed as a result of any act, omission, or conduct by the Individual 

Defendants as alleged in the Action or otherwise; 

WHEREAS, Cardinal Health believes that the Settlement is in the best interests of the 

Company, its stockholders, and its employees; 

WHEREAS, Defendants are entering into this Settlement for the benefit of Cardinal 

Health to eliminate the uncertain outcome, distraction, disruption, burden, and expense inherent in 

further litigation; 

WHEREAS, the Parties agree that this Stipulation (including the exhibits hereto) shall in 

no event be construed as, or deemed to be evidence of, an admission or concession by Defendants 
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with respect to any claim of fault, liability, wrongdoing, or damage or any defect in the defenses 

that Individual Defendants have, or could have asserted; and 

WHEREAS, the Parties recognize and acknowledge that (i) Plaintiffs initiated, filed, and 

prosecuted this Action in good faith, (ii) Defendants defended the Action in good faith, and (iii) the 

terms of the Settlement and this Stipulation are fair, reasonable, and adequate to the Company and 

its stockholders. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and among 

Plaintiffs (for themselves and derivatively on behalf of Cardinal Health), the Individual 

Defendants, and Cardinal Health, each by and through their respective undersigned counsel, that 

in exchange for the consideration set forth below and the benefits flowing to the Parties from the 

Settlement, and subject to the approval of the Court, the Action and the Released Claims 

(as defined below) shall be and hereby are fully, finally, and forever settled, compromised, 

discharged, relinquished, and released, and the Action shall be dismissed with prejudice as to all 

Defendants and claims, with full preclusive effect, as to all Parties, upon and subject to the terms 

and conditions of the Stipulation, as set forth below. 

1. DEFINITIONS 

In addition to the terms defined elsewhere in this Stipulation, the following capitalized 

terms, used in this Stipulation, shall have the meanings specified below: 

1.1 "Action" means the above-captioned action, In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative 

Litigation, Case No. 2:19-cv-2491, as set forth above. 

1.2 "Business Day" means any day other than a day on which the Court is required to 

close. 

1.3 "Cardinal Health" or the "Company" means Cardinal Health, Inc., as set forth 

above. 
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1.4 "Co-Lead Counsel" means the law firms of Kessler Topaz Meltzer & Check, LLP 

and Gardy & Notis, LLP. 

1.5 "Current Company Stockholder" means any Person that owns Cardinal Health 

common stock as of the close of trading on the date of this Stipulation. 

1.6 "Court" means the United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio. 

1.7 "D&O Insurers" means Defendants' directors and officers liability insurers, as set 

forth above. 

1.8 "Effective Date" means the date by which all of the events and conditions specified 

in Section 5.1 have been met and have occurred. 

1.9 "Fee and Expense Award" has the meaning ascribed to it in Section 4.1 below. 

1.10 "Final" means the time when a Judgment that has not been reversed, vacated, or 

modified in any way is no longer subject to appellate review, either because of a disposition on 

appeal and conclusion of the appellate process (including potential writ proceedings) or because 

of passage of time for seeking appellate or writ review without action. More specifically, it is that 

situation when: (i) no appeal or petition for review by writ has been filed and the time has passed 

for any notice of appeal or writ petition to be timely filed from the Judgment; or (ii) if an appeal 

is taken, the court of appeal has either affirmed the Judgment or dismissed that appeal and the time 

for any reconsideration or further appellate review has passed; or (iii) a higher court has granted 

further appellate review and that court has either affirmed the underlying Judgment or affirmed 

the court of appeal's decision affirming the Judgment or dismissing the appeal or writ proceeding, 

and the time for any reconsideration or further appellate review has passed. For purposes of this 

paragraph, an appeal or proceeding seeking subsequent judicial review pertaining solely to 

attorneys' fees or expenses or service awards, including any Fee and Expense Award, shall not in 
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any way delay or preclude the Judgment from becoming Final. Any reference to the "Finality" of 

the Judgment shall incorporate the definition of Final in this paragraph. 

1.11 "Individual Defendants" means David J. Anderson, Colleen F. Arnold, George S. 

Barrett, Carrie S. Cox, Calvin Darden, Bruce L. Downey, Patricia A. Hemingway Hall, Akhil 

Johri, ClaytonM. Jones, Michael C. Kaufi:nann, Gregory B. Kenny, Nancy Killefer, David P. King, 

and J. Michael Losh, as set forth above. 

1.12 "Judgment" means the final order and judgment to be rendered by the Court, in all 

material respects substantially in the form attached as Exhibit B hereto. 

1.13 "Notice" means the Notice to Cardinal Health, Inc. Stockholders of Proposed 

Settlement of Stockholder Derivative Action, Settlement Hearing, and Right to Appear, 

substantially in the form attached as Exhibit C hereto. 

1.14 "Parties" means Plaintiffs, Individual Defendants, and Cardinal Health, as set forth 

above. "Party" means, individually, any of the Parties, as set forth above. 

1.15 "Person" means an individual, corporation, limited liability corporation, 

professional corporation, partnership, limited partnership, limited liability partnership, association, 

joint stock company, estate, legal representative, trust, unincorporated association, government or 

any political subdivision or agency thereof, or any other business or legal entity. 

1.16 "Plaintiffs" means Melissa Cohen, Stanley M. Malone, and Michael Splaine, as set 

forth above. 

1.17 "Plaintiffs' Counsel" means the law firms of Gardy & Notis, LLP, Kessler Topaz 

Meltzer & Check, LLP, Strauss Troy Co., LPA, Isaac Wiles Burkholder & Teetor, LLC, and Gibbs 

Law Group, LLP. 
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1.18 "Preliminary Approval Order" means the order to be entered by the Court, in all 

material respects substantially in the form attached as Exhibit D hereto, including, among other 

things, preliminarily approving the terms and conditions of the Settlement as set forth in this 

Stipulation, directing that notice be provided to Current Company Stockholders, and scheduling a 

Settlement Hearing to consider whether the Settlement, the proposed Fee and Expense A ward, and 

service awards to Plaintiffs should be finally approved and whether the Judgment should be 

entered. 

1.19 "Related Persons" means past or present family members, spouses, heirs, trusts, 

trustees, executors, estates, administrators, beneficiaries, distributees, foundations, agents, 

employees, fiduciaries, partners, partnerships, general or limited partners or partnerships, joint 

ventures, member firms, limited liability companies, corporations, parents, subsidiaries, divisions, 

affiliates, associated entities, stockholders, principals, officers, directors, managing directors, 

members, managing members, managing agents, representatives, predecessors, predecessors-in

interest, successors, successors-in-interest, assigns, financial or investment advisors, advisors, 

consultants, investment bankers, entities providing any fairness opinion, underwriters, brokers, 

dealers, lenders, commercial bankers, attorneys, personal or legal representatives, accountants, 

insurers, co-insurers, reinsurers, and associates. 

1.20 "Released Claims" means, collectively, the Released Defendant Claims and the 

Released Plaintiff Claims. 

1.21 "Released Defendant Claims" means any and all claims, rights, demands, 

obligations, controversies, debts, disputes, damages, losses, causes of action, issues, liabilities, and 

charges of any kind or nature whatsoever, whether in law or equity, including both known claims 

and Unknown Claims, suspected or unsuspected, accrued or unaccrued, fixed or contingent, 
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liquidated or unliquidated, matured or unmatured, foreseen or unforeseen, whether arising under 

federal or state statutory or common law, or any other law, rule, or regulation, whether foreign or 

domestic, that Defendants have or could have asserted against the Released Plaintiffs or their 

counsel, arising out of, relating to, based upon, or involving the institution, prosecution, or 

settlement of the claims asserted against the Individual Defendants; provided, however, that the 

Released Defendant Claims shall not include (1) any claims arising out of, based upon, or relating 

to the enforcement of the Settlement or this Stipulation, or (2) any claims by Defendants related to 

insurance coverage or the right to indemnification. 

1.22 "Released Defendant Persons" means, collectively, each and all of the Individual 

Defendants and the Company, and their respective attorneys, and each and all of their respective 

Related Persons. 

1.23 "Released Persons" means, collectively, the Released Defendant Persons and the 

Released Plaintiffs. "Released Person" means, individually, any of the Released Persons. 

1.24 "Released Plaintiff Claims" means any and all claims, rights, demands, obligations, 

controversies, debts, disputes, damages, losses, causes of action, issues, liabilities, and charges of 

any kind or nature whatsoever, whether in law or equity, including both known claims and 

Unknown Claims, suspected or unsuspected, accrued or unaccrued, fixed or contingent, liquidated 

or unliquidated, matured or unmatured, foreseen or unforeseen, whether arising under federal or 

state statutory or common law, or any other law, rule, or regulation, whether foreign or domestic, 

that (i) were asserted in any of the complaints filed in the Action, or (ii) could have been, or could 

be, asserted by Cardinal Health directly, by Plaintiffs directly, or by Plaintiffs or any Cardinal 

Health stockholder derivatively on behalf of Cardinal Health, against the Released Defendant 

Persons in any court, tribunal, forum, or proceeding, concerning, arising from, relating to, based 
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upon, or involving, in any way whatsoever, any of the facts, allegations, practices, events, claims, 

disclosures, non-disclosures, occurrences, representations, statements, matters, transactions, 

conduct, actions, failures to act, omissions, or circumstances that were alleged or referred to in any 

of the complaints filed in the Action or in the prosecution or settlement of the Action, including 

but not limited to any and all such claims that were, could have been, or could be asserted by 

Cardinal Health, Plaintiffs or any other Cardinal Health stockholder derivatively on behalf of 

Cardinal Health, concerning, arising from, or relating to Cardinal Health's liabilities associated 

with settled, pending, or future litigation or claims of any nature concerning, arising from, or 

relating to the underlying facts, conduct, events, occurrences, transactions, or allegations set forth 

or referred to in any of the complaints, including the Amended Complaint, filed in the Action; 

provided, however, that the Released Plaintiff Claims shall not include any claims arising out of, 

based upon, or relating to the enforcement of the Settlement or this Stipulation. For the avoidance 

of doubt, the Released Plaintiff Claims do not cover, settle, or release any direct claims held by 

any current, former, or future Cardinal Health stockholder other than Plaintiffs, including any 

claims asserted under the federal or state securities laws. 

1.25 "Released Plaintiffs" means each and all of the Plaintiffs and their respective 

attorneys, and each and all of their respective Related Persons. 

1.26 "Settlement" means the settlement by and among the Parties on the terms and 

conditions set forth in this Stipulation. 

1.27 "Settlement Amount" means one hundred twenty-four million dollars 

($124,000,000) in cash to be paid by Defendants' D&O Insurers. 

1.28 "Settlement Hearing" means the hearing to be held by the Court upon duly given 

notice to review this Stipulation and its exhibits, as well as the application for the Fee and Expense 
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Award, and to determine whether the Settlement should be finally approved, whether the Fee and 

Expense Award should be finally approved, whether service awards to Plaintiffs should be paid 

from any such award, and whether the Judgment should be entered. 

1.29 "Summary Notice" means the Summary Notice to Stockholders of Cardinal Health, 

Inc. of Proposed Settlement of Stockholder Derivative Action, Settlement Hearing, and Right to 

Appear, substantially in the form attached as Exhibit E hereto. 

1.30 "Unknown Claims" means any Released Claims that any of the Parties or any 

Cardinal Health stockholder does not know or suspect to exist in his, her, or its favor at the time 

of the release of such claims, including claims which, if known by him, her, or it, might have 

affected his, her, or its decision to settle or the terms of his, her, or its settlement with and releases 

provided to the other Parties, or might have affected his, her, or its decision not to object to this 

Settlement. With respect to any and all Released Claims, the Parties stipulate and agree that, upon 

the Effective Date, the Parties shall expressly waive, and, with respect to Released Plaintiff Claims 

that could have been or could be asserted derivatively on behalf of the Company, all other <:;ardinal 

Health stockholders by operation of the Judgment shall have expressly waived, the provisions, 

rights, and benefits of California Civil Code § 1542, or any other law of the United States or any 

state or territory of the United States, or principle of common law or foreign law that is similar, 

comparable, or equivalent to Section 1542, which provides: 

A GENERAL RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TO CLAIMS 
THAT THE CREDITOR OR RELEASING PARTY DOES NOT 
KNOW OR SUSPECT TO EXIST IN HIS OR HER FAVOR AT 
THE TIME OF EXECUTING THE RELEASE AND THAT, IF 
KNOWN BY HIM OR HER, WOULD HAVE MATERIALLY 
AFFECTED HIS OR HER SETTLEMENT WITH THE DEBTOR 
OR RELEASED PARTY. 

The Parties and each Cardinal Health stockholder may hereafter discover facts in addition to or 

different from those which he, she, or it now knows or believes to be true with respect to the subject 
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matter of the Released Claims, known or unknown, suspected or unsuspected, contingent or non

contingent, whether or not concealed or hidden, which now exist, or heretofore have existed upon 

any theory of law or equity, but the Parties and each Cardinal Health stockholder derivatively on 

behalf of the Company shall expressly, fully, finally, and forever settle and release, and upon the 

Effective Date and by operation of the Judgment shall have settled and released, fully, finally, and 

forever, any and all Released Claims as applicable without regard to the subsequent discovery or 

existence of such different or additional facts. The Parties acknowledge, and the Cardinal Health 

stockholders shall be deemed by operation of the Judgment to have acknowledged, that the 

foregoing waiver was separately bargained for and is a key element of the Settlement of which this 

release is a part. 

2. SETTLEMENT CONSIDERATION 

2.1 In consideration for the full and final release, settlement, and discharge of any and 

all Released Plaintiff Claims against the Released Defendant Persons and the dismissal with 

prejudice of the Action on the terms and conditions set forth in this Stipulation: 

(a) Defendants shall cause their D&O Insurers to pay the Settlement Amount, 

less any Fee and Expense Award paid to Plaintiffs' Counsel pursuant to .Section 4.2, to the 

Company, by wire transfer or check at the option of the D&O Insurers, no later than twenty (20) 

Business Days after the later of (1) the Court's order approving the Settlement and entering the 

Judgment pursuant to Section 5.l(a)-(b); and (2) receipt of payee information, check and/or wire 

instructions as applicable, and tax identification information for the payment from the Company; 

and 

(b) to the extent the Settlement is terminated or cancelled pursuant to any of the 

conditions set forth in Section 5.2, the Company shall make a full refund to the D&O Insurers of 

the payment the Company received under Section 2.l(a), no later than twenty (20) Business Days 
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after the Settlement has been so terminated or cancelled, and such refund will be distributed to the 

D&O Insurers in accordance with the provisions of separate funding agreements between 

Defendants and the D&O Insurers entered into in connection with the Settlement. 

2.2 Defendants' D&O Insurers' payment of the Settlement Amount as provided in 

Sections 2.1 (a) and 4.2 of this Stipulation shall constitute full and final satisfaction of all of the 

Released Plaintiff Claims. Defendants' sole monetary obligation under the Settlement shall be to 

cause to be paid the Settlement Amount by their D&O Insurers as provided in this Stipulation, and 

they shall not be liable for any other amounts, including any Court-awarded attorneys' fees and 

litigation expenses to Plaintiffs' Counsel, which shall be paid, if awarded, out of the Settlement 

Amount. 

3. SUBMISSION OF THE SETTLEMENT TO THE COURT FOR 
APPROVAL 

3.1 As soon as practicable after this Stipulation has been executed, Plaintiffs' Counsel 

shall submit this Stipulation, together with its exhibits, to the Court and file a motion for 

preliminary approval of the Settlement, requesting, among other things: (i) preliminary approval 

of the Settlement set forth in this Stipulation and entry of the Preliminary Approval Order 

substantially in the form attached as Exhibit D hereto; (ii) approval of the method of providing 

notice to Current Company Stockholders and approval of the forms ofNotice and Summary Notice 

attached as Exhibits C and E hereto; and (iii) a date for the Settlement Hearing. 

3.2 The proposed Preliminary Approval Order provides that, within ten (10) Business 

Days following the entry of a Preliminary Approval Order (the "Notice Date"), the Company shall: 

(i) file a Form 8-K with the SEC that includes the Notice as an attachment; (ii) post this Stipulation 

and the Notice on the investor relations section of the Company's website until the Effective Date 

of the Settlement; (iii) issue a press release on PR Newswire or other equivalent national press 
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release service that includes the Summary Notice; and (iv) cause the Summary Notice to be 

published in The Wall Street Journal. The Company shall assume all administrative responsibility 

for and will pay any and all costs of notice of the Settlement by these methods, regardless of 

whether the Court approves the Settlement or the Effective Date fails to occur. Neither Plaintiffs 

nor Plaintiffs' Counsel shall be responsible for any costs of notice of the Settlement, except that 

Co-Lead Counsel shall also make copies of the Notice and Summary Notice available on their 

respective websites, and shall bear the administrative ,responsibility for such posting and any costs 

thereof. 

3.3 The Parties believe the content and manner of the Notice and Summary Notice, as 

set forth in Sections 3.1 and 3.2, constitutes adequate and reasonable notice pursuant to applicable 

law and due process. 

3 .4 The Parties agree to request that the Court hold a hearing in the Action no earlier 

than sixty (60) days after Notice and Summary Notice is given, at which time the Court will 

consider and determine whether the Judgment, substantially in the form of Exhibit B hereto, 

should be entered: (i) approving the terms of the Settlement as fair, reasonable, and adequate; 

(ii) dismissing with prejudice the Action; (iii) ruling upon Plaintiffs' application for a Fee and 

Expense Award; and (iv) ruling upon Plaintiffs' request for service awards. 

3.5 Pending the Effective Date, the Parties agree that all proceedings and discovery in 

the Action shall be stayed ( except as otherwise provided herein and in the proceedings necessary 

to effectuate the consummation and final approval of the Settlement) and not to initiate any other 

proceedings other than those related to the Settlement itself. The Parties shall not file, prosecute, 

instigate, or in any way participate in the commencement or prosecution of any of the Released 
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Claims. The Parties shall cooperate to secure a postponement of any response deadline, hearing, 

or trial date(s) in the Action while this Settlement is under consideration by this Court. 

4. FEE AND EXPENSE A WARD 

4.1 In recognition of Plaintiffs' Counsel's role in prosecuting and settling the Action, 

Cardinal Health agrees that Co-Lead Counsel should receive a fee and expense award totaling 25% 

of the Settlement Amount, subject to Court approval (the "Fee and Expense Award"). Plaintiffs 

and Plaintiffs' Counsel agree not to request that any greater amount be awarded to Plaintiffs' 

Counsel by the Court and not to seek the payment of attorneys' fees and expenses from any person 

or entity other than Cardinal Health or Defendants' D&O Insurers. Co-Lead Counsel also intend 

to seek Court approval of service awards for Plaintiffs of $2,500 each, which, if approved, will be 

paid out of the Fee and Expense Award. 

4.2 The Parties acknowledge and agree that any Fee and Expense Award in connection 

with the Settlement shall be paid by Defendants' D&O Insurers to Co-Lead Counsel, via wire 

transfer or check at the option of the D&O Insurers, from the Settlement Amount, no later than 

twenty (20) Business Days after the later of (i) the date of entry of the Court's order awarding such 

fees and expenses; and (ii) receipt of payee information, check and/or wire instructions as 

applicable, and tax identification information for the payment from Co-Lead Counsel. Any Fee 

and Expense Award shall be paid out of, and not be in addition to, the Settlement Amount. 

4.3 The payment of any Fee and Expense Award to Co-Lead Counsel shall be subject 

to the joint and several obligation of Co-Lead Counsel to: 

(a) in the event the Settlement is terminated or cancelled pursuant to Section 

5.2, make full refund of any such payment to the D&O Insurers, which will be distributed to the 

D&O Insurers in accordance with instructions to be provided by the Individual Defendants' 
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counsel consistent with the provisions of separate funding agreements between Defendants and 

the D&O Insurers entered into in connection with the Settlement; and 

(b) in the event the Fee and Expense Award is reduced or reversed as a result 

of any appeal or further proceedings on remand or successful collateral attack and such order 

reducing or reversing the award has become final, pay to Cardinal Health, in accordance with 

instructions to be provided by Cardinal Health's counsel, the portion of any such reduction or 

reversal. 

4.4 Co-Lead Counsel, in their sole discretion, shall be responsible for distributing the 

Fee and Expense Award among Plaintiffs' Counsel. Any fees or expenses associated with Co

Lead Counsel's distribution of the Fee and Expense Award shall be borne solely by Co-Lead 

Counsel. Defendants and their respective counsel shall have no responsibility for, and no liability 

whatsoever with respect to, the distribution or allocation of the Fee and Expense Award. 

Any dispute regarding the distribution or allocation of the Fee and Expense A ward shall have no 

effect on the Settlement or the releases. 

4.5 Except as otherwise provided herein or except as provided pursuant to 

indemnification or insurance rights, each of the Parties shall bear his, her, or its own costs, 

expenses, and attorneys' fees. 

4.6 The amount of any Fee and Expense Award shall be subject to Court approval. The 

Court may consider and rule upon the fairness, reasonableness, and adequacy of the Settlement 

independently of the consideration of any Fee and Expense Award. Any changes by any court, 

including this Court, to the negotiated amount of any Fee and Expense Award, or to any service 

awards, will not otherwise affect the Finality of the Judgment or the validity of the Settlement, and 

the Parties' obligations under the Settlement ( except with respect to the payment of attorneys' fees 
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and expenses) shall not be conditioned on the resolution of, nor any ruling regarding, any Fee and 

Expense Award, including any service awards. Any orders or proceedings relating to any request 

for a Fee and Expense Award or service award, or any appeal from any orders or proceedings 

relating thereto, shall not affect the validity of the Settlement, operate to terminate or cancel the 

Stipulation, and/or affect or delay either the Effective Date or the Finality of the Judgment 

approving the Settlement. 

5. CONDITIONS OF SETTLEMENT 

5.1 The Effective Date of the Settlement shall be the date on which all of the following 

events have occurred: 

(a) approval of the Settlement at or after the Settlement Hearing following 

notice to Current Company Stockholders as set forth in Section 3.2; 

(b) entry of the Judgment, in all material respects in the form set forth as 

Exhibit B attached hereto, approving the Settlement without the award of any damages, costs, or 

fees to any Party, except as provided for in this Stipulation; dismissing the Action with prejudice 

pursuant to the terms of this Stipulation; and releasing the Released Persons from the Released 

Claims; and 

(c) the passing of the date upon which the Judgment, including dismissal of the 

Action with prejudice pursuant to the terms of this Stipulation, becomes Final. 

5.2 If (i) the Court has refused to grant approval of the Settlement in any material 

respect, (ii) the Court alters the Judgment in any material respect prior to entry, or (iii) the Court 

enters the Judgment, but on or following appellate review, the Judgment is modified or reversed 

in any material respect, then this Stipulation and the Settlement shall be cancelled and terminated, 

and the Judgment and any other order entered by the Court in accordance with the terms of this 

Stipulation and the Settlement shall be treated as vacated, nunc pro tune, unless each of the Parties 
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to this Stipulation, within ten (10) Business Days from receipt of such ruling, agrees in writing to 

proceed with the Settlement, including only with such modifications, if any, as to which all Parties 

agree; provided, however, that any such refusal, alteration, modification, or reversal with respect 

to any Fee and Expense A ward or service award shall not be considered material to the Settlement, 

shall not affect the Finality of the Judgment, and shall not be grounds for cancellation or 

termination of this Stipulation and the Settlement. 

5 .3 If this Stipulation and the Settlement is cancelled or terminated pursuant to 

Section 5.2 above, or fails to become Final in accordance with its terms or the Effective Date 

otherwise fails to occur, then: (i) the Settlement and the relevant portions of this Stipulation shall 

be cancelled; (ii) Cardinal Health and Co-Lead Counsel shall comply with their repayment 

obligations set forth in Sections 2.1 (b) and 4.3(a); (iii) the Parties shall be deemed to have reverted 

to their respective litigation status in the Action as of the date this Stipulation was executed; (iv) the 

terms and provisions of the Settlement and this Stipulation, with the exception of this Section 5 .3 

and Sections 2.l(b), 4.3(a), 7.1, 12.9, and 12.10, shall have no further force and effect with respect 

to the Parties and shall not be used in the Action or in any other proceeding for any purpose, and 

the Parties shall proceed in all respects as if the Settlement and this Stipulation had not been 

entered; and (v) the Judgment and any other order entered by the Court in accordance with the 

terms of this Stipulation shall be treated as vacated, nunc pro tune. 

6. DISMISSAL OF ACTION AND RELEASE OF CLAIMS 

6.1 This Settlement is conditioned on the dismissal with prejudice of the Action at the 

time of final approval by the Court. 

6.2 Plaintiffs shall provide reasonable documentary assistance to Defendants as 

requested to assist Defendants' efforts to obtain dismissal of any stockholder derivative actions 
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not listed above as part of the Action that may be later filed in any state or federal court asserting 

any of the Released Plaintiff Claims against the Released Defendant Persons. 

6.3 Pursuant to the Judgment, without further action by anyone, upon the Effective 

Date, Cardinal Health acting directly, Plaintiffs acting directly on behalf of themselves and 

derivatively on behalf of Cardinal Health, and any other Cardinal Health stockholder acting 

derivatively on behalf of Cardinal Health, and any of their respective legal representatives, heirs, 

executors, administrators, predecessors, successors, predecessors-in-interest, successors-in

interest and assigns, shall be deemed to have, and by operation of the Judgment, shall have, fully, 

finally, and forever released, relinquished, settled, discharged, and dismissed with prejudice every 

one of the Released Plaintiff Claims (including Unknown Claims) against the Released Defendant 

Persons, and shall be forever barred and enjoined from asserting, commencing, instituting, 

prosecuting, or continuing to prosecute any of the Released Plaintiff Claims against any of the 

Released Defendant Persons. 

6.4 Pursuant to the Judgment, without further action by anyone, upon the Effective 

Date, each of the Individual Defendants and Cardinal Health, and their respective legal 

representatives, heirs, executors, administrators, predecessors, successors, predecessors-in

interest, successors-in-interest and assigns, shall be deemed to have, and by operation of the 

Judgment, shall have, fully, finally, and forever released, relinquished, settled, discharged, and 

dismissed with prejudice every one of the Released Defendant Claims (including Unknown 

Claims) against the Released Plaintiffs, and shall be forever barred and enjoined from asserting 

any Released Defendant Claims against any of the Released Plaintiffs. 

6.5 Nothing herein or in the Judgment shall in any way impair or restrict the rights of 

any Party to enforce the terms of this Stipulation, the Settlement, or the Judgment. 
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7. NO ADMISSION OF WRONGDOING 

7.1 Neither this Stipulation (whether or not consummated), including the exhibits 

hereto, the negotiations leading to the execution of the Settlement, nor any proceedings taken 

pursuant to or in connection with the Settlement, this Stipulation, and/or approval of the Settlement 

(including any arguments proffered in connection therewith): 

(a) shall be offered against any of the Released Defendant Persons as evidence 

of, or construed as, or deemed to be evidence of any presumption, concession, or admission by 

any of the Released Defendant Persons with respect to the truth of any fact alleged by Plaintiffs or 

the validity of any claim that was or could have been asserted or the deficiency of any defense that 

has been or could have been asserted in the Action or in any other litigation, or of any liability, 

negligence, fault, or other wrongdoing of any kind of any of the Released Defendant Persons, or 

in any way referred to for any other reason as against any of the Released Defendant Persons, in 

any action or proceeding, other than such proceedings as may be necessary to effectuate the 

provisions of this Stipulation; 

(b) shall be offered against any of the Released Plaintiffs as evidence of, or 

construed as, or deemed to be evidence of any presumption, concession, or admission by any of 

the Released Plaintiffs that any of the Released Plaintiff Claims are without merit, that any of the 

Released Defendant Persons had meritorious defenses, or that damages recoverable under the 

Amended Complaint would not have exceeded the Settlement Amount, or with respect to any 

liability, negligence, fault, or wrongdoing of any kind, or in any way referred to for any other 

reason as against any of the Released Plaintiffs, in any action or proceeding, other than such 

proceedings as may be necessary to effectuate the provisions of this Stipulation; or 

( c) shall be construed against any of the Released Persons as an admission, 

concession, or presumption that the consideration to be given hereunder represents the amount 
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which could be or would have been recovered after trial; provided, however, that if this Stipulation 

is approved by the Court, the Parties, the Released Persons, and their respective counsel, may refer 

to the Stipulation (including the exhibits thereto) to effectuate the protections from liability granted 

hereunder or otherwise to enforce the terms of the Settlement. 

8. NO WAIVER 

8.1 Any failure by any Party to this Stipulation to insist upon the strict performance by 

any other Party to this Stipulation of any of the provisions of this Stipulation shall not be deemed 

a waiver of any of the provisions hereof, and such Party, notwithstanding such failure, shall have 

the right thereafter to insist upon the strict performance of any and all of the provisions of this 

Stipulation to be performed by such other Party. 

8.2 No waiver, express or implied, by any party to this Stipulation of any breach or 

default by any other Party to this Stipulation in the performance by the other Party of its obligations 

under this Stipulation shall be deemed or construed to be a waiver of any other breach, whether 

prior, subsequent, or contemporaneous, under this Stipulation. 

9. RETENTION OF JURISDICTION AND PREVAILING PARTY 

9 .1 The Court shall retain exclusive jurisdiction with respect to the interpretation, 

implementation, and enforcement of the terms of this Stipulation, and the Parties and their 

undersigned counsel submit to the jurisdiction of the Court for purposes of implementing and 

enforcement of the Settlement embodied in this Stipulation. 

9.2 In any action brought to enforce the terms of this Stipulation and the Settlement 

contemplated by it, the party prevailing on any claim, matter, or issue shall be entitled to recover 

from the losing party all reasonable fees, expenses, and costs, including, but not limited to, 

attorneys' fees, incurred in bringing such claim, matter, or issue. 
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10. RIGHT TO INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

10.1 The Parties acknowledge and agree that (i) any breach of this Stipulation may result 

in immediate and irreparable injury for which there is no adequate remedy available at law and 

(ii) in addition to any other remedies available, specific performance and injunctive relief are 

appropriate remedies to compel performance of this Stipulation. 

11. SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS 

11.1 This Stipulation is and shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, the 

Parties (and, in the case of the releases, all Released Persons as third-party beneficiaries) and their 

respective legal representatives, heirs, executors, administrators, predecessors, successors, 

predecessors-in-interest, successors-in-interest, and assigns of any of the foregoing, including, but 

not limited to, any corporation or other entity with which any party hereto may merge, reorganize 

or otherwise consolidate. 

12. MISCELLANEOUS 

12.1 The Parties (i) acknowledge that it is their intent to consummate the Settlement; 

and (ii) agree to act in good faith and cooperate fully with one another to take all reasonable and 

necessary steps to expeditiously implement the terms and conditions of the Settlement set forth in 

this Stipulation. The Parties agree to use their reasonable best efforts to obtain the Court's approval 

of this Stipulation and the Settlement and a dismissal with prejudice of the Action (including, but 

not limited to, resolving any objections raised to the Settlement). The Parties represent and agree 

that the terms of this Stipulation and the Settlement were negotiated at arm's-length and in good 

faith, and reflect a settlement that was reached voluntarily based upon adequate information and 

sufficient discovery and after consultation with experienced legal counsel. 

12.2 All of the exhibits attached hereto are material and integral parts hereof and shall 

be incorporated by reference as though fully set forth herein. Notwithstanding the foregoing, in 
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the event that there exists a conflict or inconsistency between the terms of this Stipulation and the 

terms of any exhibit attached hereto, the terms of the Stipulation shall prevail. 

12.3 This Stipulation and the exhibits hereto constitute the entire agreement among the 

Parties with respect to the Settlement and this Stipulation and its exhibits, and supersede any and 

all prior negotiations, discussions, agreements, or undertakings with respect to such matters, and 

may not be amended or modified, nor may any of its provisions be waived, except by a writing 

signed by or on behalf of all of the Parties hereto or their successors-in-interest. All Parties 

acknowledge that, in entering into this Stipulation and Settlement, they are not relying upon any 

statements, agreements, representations, warranties, or inducements by any Party except as 

expressly set forth in this Stipulation. 

12.4 Plaintiffs represent and warrant that they have not assigned or transferred or 

attempted to assign or transfer, to any Person any Released Plaintiff Claims or any portion thereof 

or interest therein. 

12.5 The headings herein are used for the purpose of convenience only and are not meant 

to have legal effect. 

12.6 The Stipulation and the exhibits attached hereto shall be considered to have been 

negotiated, executed, and delivered, and to be wholly performed, in the State of Ohio, and the 

rights and obligations of the Parties to the Stipulation shall be construed and enforced in 

accordance with, and governed by, the internal, substantive laws of Ohio without giving effect to 

that State's choice-of-law principles. 

12. 7 This Stipulation may be executed in one or more counterparts, each of which so 

executed shall be deemed to be an original and such counterparts together constitute one and the 
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same Stipulation. The Parties agree that signatures submitted through facsimile or by e-mailing 

.PDF files or signed using DocuSign shall constitute original and valid signatures. 

12.8 Without further order of the Court, the Parties may agree to reasonable extensions 

of time to carry out the provisions of this Stipulation through written agreement signed by counsel 

for all Parties. 

12.9 To the extent permitted by law, all designations and agreements made and orders 

entered during the course of or in the Action relating to the confidentiality of documents or 

information shall survive this Stipulation and the Settlement, and any termination thereof. Nothing 

in this Stipulation, or the negotiations relating thereto, is intended to or shall be deemed to 

constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege, including, without limitation, the attorney-client 

privilege, the joint defense privilege, or work product protection. 

12.10 Whether or not the Stipulation and the Settlement is approved by the Court and 

whether or not the Stipulation and the Settlement is consummated, or the Effective Date occurs, 

the Parties and their counsel shall use their reasonable best efforts to keep all negotiations, 

discussions, and drafts in connection with the Stipulation and the Settlement confidential. 

12.11 This Stipulation shall be treated as jointly drafted and will not be construed against 

any Party as the drafter. 

12.12 All counsel and any other person executing this Stipulation and any of the exhibits 

hereto, or any related Settlement documents, warrant and represent that they have the full authority 

to do so and that they have the authority to take appropriate action required or permitted to be 

taken pursuant to the Stipulation to effectuate its terms. 
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12.13 Any Party may give notice or service to another Party under this Stipulation. Such 

notice shall be in writing and shall be deemed to have been duly given upon receipt of hand 

delivery or email transmission, with confirmation of receipt. Notice shall be provided as follows: 

For Plaintiffs: Justin 0. Reliford 
KESSLER TOP AZ MELTZER & CHECK, LLP 
280 King of Prussia Road 
Radnor, PA 19087 
jreliford@ktmc.com 

Jennifer Samelli 
GARDY & NOTIS, LLP 
156 East 56th Street, 8th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
jsamelli@gardylaw.com 

For Individual Defendants: Robert W. Trafford 

For Cardinal Health: 

Porter Wright Morris & Arthur LLP 
41 South High Street 
Suites 2800 - 3200 
Columbus, OH 43215 
rtrafford@porterwright.com 

William Savitt 
Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz 
51 West 52nd Street 
New York, NY 10019 
WDSavitt@wlrk.com 

Albert G. Lin 
Baker Hostetler 
200 Civic Center Drive, Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215 
alin@bakerlaw.com 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have caused this Stipulation to be executed, 

by their duly authorized attorneys, as of May 25th, 2022. 
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KESSLER TOPAZ MELTZER & CHECK, 
LLP 

Lee Rudy 
Eric L. Zagar 
Justin 0. Reliford 
280 King of Prussia Road 
Radnor, PA 19087 
Phone: (610) 667-7706 
Fax: (610) 667-7056 
Email: lrudy@ktmc.com 
Email: ezagar@ktmc.com 
Email: jreliford@ktmc.com 

Co-Lead Counsel Plaintiffs 

GARDY & NOTIS, LLP 

James S. Notis 
Jennifer Samelli 
Meagan Farmer 
126 East 56th Street, 8th Floor 
New York, NY 10022 
Phone: (212) 905-0509 
Fax: (212) 905-0508 
Email: jnotis@gardylaw.com 
Email: jsamelli@gardylaw.com 
Email: mfarmer@gardylaw.com 

Co-Lead Counsel Plaintiffs 
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WACHTELL LIPTON ROSEN & KATZ 

~ .4. 
Lauren M. Kofke 
Alexandra P. Sadinsky 
51 West 52nd Street 
New York, NY 10019 
Phone: (212) 403-1000 
Fax: (212) 403-2000 
Email: wdsavitt@wlrk.com 
Email: lmkofke@wlrk.com 
Email: apsadinsky@wlrk.com 

Counsel for the Individual Defendants 

PORTER, WRIGHT, MORRIS & ARTHUR 
LLP 

R~ ... ~ w. i,fu ~ Cb,..,i j ~(j-
Robert W. Trafford (002447) 
Trial Attorney 
David S. Bloomfield, Jr. (0068158) 
41 South High Street, Suite 2800 
Columbus, OH 43215 
Phone: (614) 227-2000 
Fax: (614) 227-2100 
Email: rtrafford@porterwright.com 
Email: dbloomfield@porterwright.com 

Counsel for the Individual Defendants 
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BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP 

/ J/ A lbert-(i. LIA1/ 

Albert G. Lin (0076888) 
Trial Attorney 
Trischa Snyder Chapman (0086420) 
Marissa A. Peirsol (0098203) 
Erika Dackin Prouty (0095821) 
200 Civic Center Drive, Suite 1200 
Columbus, OH 43215 
Phone: (614) 228-1541 
Fax: (614) 462-2616 
Email: alin@bakerlaw.com 
Email: tchapman@bakerlaw.com 
Email: mpeirsol@bakerlaw.com 
Email: eprouty@bakerlaw.com 

Counsel for Nominal Defendant 
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EXHIBIT P 

Injunctive Relief 

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Within ninety (90) days of the Effective Date unless otherwise set forth herein,

each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall implement the injunctive relief terms set

forth in Sections II through XIX (the “Injunctive Relief Terms”) in its Controlled

Substance Monitoring Program (“CSMP”).

B. The Effective Date of these Injunctive Relief Terms shall be defined by Section

I.P of the Settlement Agreement, dated as of July 21, 2021, which incorporates

these Injunctive Relief Terms as Exhibit P.

II. TERM AND SCOPE

A. The duration of the Injunctive Relief Terms contained in Sections IV through XVI

shall be ten (10) years from the Effective Date.

B. McKesson Corporation, Cardinal Health, Inc., and AmerisourceBergen

Corporation are referred to collectively throughout these Injunctive Relief Terms

as the “Injunctive Relief Distributors” or individually as an “Injunctive Relief

Distributor.” Each Injunctive Relief Distributor is bound by the terms herein.

C. The requirements contained in Sections VIII through XV shall apply to the

distribution of Controlled Substances to Customers by each Injunctive Relief

Distributor’s Full-Line Wholesale Pharmaceutical Distribution Business,

including by any entities acquired by the Injunctive Relief Distributors that are

engaged in the Full-Line Wholesale Pharmaceutical Distribution Business. The

prior sentence is not limited to activity physically performed at each Injunctive

Relief Distributor’s distribution centers and includes activity covered by the prior

sentence performed by each Injunctive Relief Distributor at any physical location,

including at its corporate offices or at the site of a Customer with respect to

Sections III through XV.

III. DEFINITIONS

A. “Audit Report.” As defined in Section XVIII.H.3.

B. “Chain Customers.” Chain retail pharmacies that have centralized corporate

headquarters and have multiple specific retail pharmacy locations from which

Controlled Substances are dispensed to individual patients.

C. “Chief Diversion Control Officer.” As defined in Section IV.A.

D. “Clearinghouse.” The system established by Section XVII.
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E. “Clearinghouse Advisory Panel.” As defined in Section XVII.B.4. 

F. “Controlled Substances.” Those substances designated under schedules II-V 

pursuant to the federal Controlled Substances Act and the laws and regulations of 

the Settling States that incorporate federal schedules II-V. For purposes of the 

requirements of the Injunctive Relief Terms, Gabapentin shall be treated as a 

Controlled Substance, except for purposes of Section XII for Customers located in 

States that do not regulate it as a controlled substance or similar designation (e.g., 

drug of concern). 

G. “Corrective Action Plan.” As defined in Section XIX.B.7.b. 

H. “CSMP.” As defined in Section I.A. 

I. “CSMP Committee.” As defined in Section VI.A. 

J. “Customers.” Refers collectively to current, or where applicable potential, Chain 

Customers and Independent Retail Pharmacy Customers. “Customers” do not 

include long-term care facilities, hospital pharmacies, and pharmacies that serve 

exclusively inpatient facilities. 

K. “Data Security Event.” Refers to any compromise, or threat that gives rise to a 

reasonable likelihood of compromise, by unauthorized access or inadvertent 

disclosure impacting the confidentiality, integrity, or availability of Dispensing 

Data. 

L. “Dispensing Data.” Includes, unless altered by the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel: 

(i) unique patient IDs; (ii) patient zip codes; (iii) the dates prescriptions were 

dispensed; (iv) the NDC numbers of the drugs dispensed; (v) the quantities of 

drugs dispensed; (vi) the day’s supply of the drugs dispensed; (vii) the methods of 

payment for the drugs dispensed; (viii) the prescribers’ names; (ix) the 

prescribers’ NPI or DEA numbers; and (x) the prescribers’ zip codes or addresses. 

The Clearinghouse will be solely responsible for collecting Dispensing Data. 

M. “Draft Report.” As defined in Section XVIII.H.1. 

N. “Effective Date.” As defined in Section I.B. 

O. “Full-Line Wholesale Pharmaceutical Distribution Business.” Activity engaged 

in by distribution centers with a primary business of supplying a wide range of 

branded, generic, over-the-counter and specialty pharmaceutical products to 

Customers.  

P. “Highly Diverted Controlled Substances.” Includes: (i) oxycodone; (ii) 

hydrocodone; (iii) hydromorphone; (iv) tramadol; (v) oxymorphone; (vi) 

morphine; (vii) methadone; (viii) carisoprodol; (ix) alprazolam; and (x) fentanyl. 

The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall confer annually and review this list to 

determine whether changes are appropriate and shall add Controlled Substances to 
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the list of Highly Diverted Controlled Substances as needed based on information 

provided by the DEA and/or other sources related to drug diversion trends. The 

Injunctive Relief Distributors shall notify the State Compliance Review 

Committee and the Monitor of any additions to the list of Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substances. Access to Controlled Substances predominately used for 

Medication-Assisted Treatment shall be considered when making such additions. 

Q. “Independent Retail Pharmacy Customers.” Retail pharmacy locations that do not 

have centralized corporate headquarters and dispense Controlled Substances to 

individual patients. 

R. “Injunctive Relief Distributors.” As defined in Section II.B. 

S. “Injunctive Relief Terms.” As defined in Section I.A. 

T. “Monitor.” As defined in Section XVIII.A. 

U. “National Arbitration Panel.” As defined by Section I.GG of the Settlement 

Agreement, dated as of July 21, 2021, which incorporates these Injunctive Relief 

Terms as Exhibit P. 

V. “NDC.” National Drug Code. 

W. “non-Controlled Substance.” Prescription medications that are not Controlled 

Substances.  

X. “Notice of Potential Violation.” As defined in Section XIX.B.2. 

Y. “Order.” A unique Customer request on a specific date for (i) a certain amount of 

a specific dosage form or strength of a Controlled Substance or (ii) multiple 

dosage forms and/or strengths of a Controlled Substance. For the purposes of this 

definition, each line item on a purchasing document or DEA Form 222 is a 

separate order, except that a group of line items either in the same drug family or 

DEA base code (based upon the structure of a Injunctive Relief Distributor’s 

CSMP) may be considered to be a single order. 

Z. “Pharmacy Customer Data.” Aggregated and/or non-aggregated data provided by 

the Customer for a 90-day period. 

1. To the extent feasible based on the functionality of a Customer’s 

pharmacy management system, Pharmacy Customer Data shall contain 

(or, in the case of non-aggregated data, shall be sufficient to determine) 

the following: 

a) A list of the total number of prescriptions and dosage units for each 

NDC for all Controlled Substances and non-Controlled 

Substances; 
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b) A list of the top five prescribers of each Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substance by dosage volume and the top ten prescribers 

of all Highly Diverted Controlled Substances combined by dosage 

volume. For each prescriber, the data shall include the following 

information: 

(1) Number of prescriptions and doses prescribed for each 

Highly Diverted Controlled Substance NDC; 

(2) Number of prescriptions for each unique dosage amount 

(number of pills per prescription) for each Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substance NDC; 

(3) Prescriber name, DEA registration number, and address; 

and 

(4) Medical practice/specialties, if available; 

c) Information on whether the method of payment was cash for (a) 

Controlled Substances, and (b) non-Controlled Substances; and 

d) Information on top ten patient residential areas by five-digit ZIP 

code prefix for filled Highly Diverted Controlled Substances by 

dosage volume, including number of prescriptions and doses for 

each Highly Diverted Controlled Substance NDC. 

2. Injunctive Relief Distributors are not required to obtain Pharmacy 

Customer Data for all Customers. Pharmacy Customer Data only needs to 

be obtained under circumstances required by the Injunctive Relief Terms 

and the applicable CSMP policies and procedures. Each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s CSMP policies and procedures shall describe the appropriate 

circumstances under which and methods to be used to obtain and analyze 

Pharmacy Customer Data. 

3. Injunctive Relief Distributors shall only collect, use, disclose or retain 

Pharmacy Customer Data consistent with applicable federal and state 

privacy and consumer protections laws. Injunctive Relief Distributors 

shall not be required to collect, use, disclose or retain any data element 

that is prohibited by law or any element that would require notice to or 

consent from the party who is the subject of the data element, including, 

but not limited to, a third party (such as a prescriber) to permit collection, 

use, disclosure and/or retention of the data. 

AA. “Potential Violation.” As defined in Section XIX.B.1. 

BB. “Reporting Periods.” As defined in Section XVIII.C.1. 
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CC. “Settling State.” As defined by Section I.OOO of the Settlement Agreement, dated 

as of July 21, 2021, which incorporates these Injunctive Relief Terms as  

Exhibit P. 

DD. “State Compliance Review Committee.” The initial State Compliance Review 

Committee members are representatives from the Attorneys General Offices of 

Connecticut, Florida, New York, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas. The 

membership of the State Compliance Review Committee may be amended at the 

discretion of the Settling States.  

EE. “Suspicious Orders.” As defined under federal law and regulation and the laws 

and regulations of the Settling States that incorporate the federal Controlled 

Substances Act. Suspicious Orders currently include, but are not limited to, orders 

of unusual size, orders deviating substantially from a normal pattern, and orders 

of unusual frequency. 

FF. “Threshold.” The total volume of a particular drug family, DEA base code, or a 

particular formulation of a Controlled Substance that an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor shall allow a Customer to purchase in any particular period. This term 

may be reassessed during Phase 2-B of the Clearinghouse. 

GG. “Third Party Request.” A request from an entity other than an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor, a Settling State, or the Monitor pursuant to a subpoena, court order, 

data practices act, freedom of information act, public information act, public 

records act, or similar law. 

HH. “Top Prescriber.” A prescriber who, for a Customer, is either (i) among the top 

five (5) prescribers of each Highly Diverted Controlled Substance or (ii) among 

the top ten (10) prescribers of Highly Diverted Controlled Substances combined, 

as determined from the most recent Pharmacy Customer Data for that Customer. 

IV. CSMP PERSONNEL 

A. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall establish or maintain the position of Chief 

Diversion Control Officer, or other appropriately titled position, to oversee the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP. The Chief Diversion Control Officer shall 

have appropriate experience regarding compliance with the laws and regulations 

concerning Controlled Substances, in particular laws and regulations requiring 

effective controls against the potential diversion of Controlled Substances. The 

Chief Diversion Control Officer shall report directly to either the senior executive 

responsible for U.S. pharmaceutical distribution or the most senior legal officer at 

the Injunctive Relief Distributor. 

B. The Chief Diversion Control Officer shall be responsible for the approval of 

material revisions to the CSMP. 

C. The Chief Diversion Control Officer shall provide at least quarterly reports to the 

CSMP Committee regarding the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s operation of the 
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CSMP, including the implementation of any changes to the CSMP required by 

these Injunctive Relief Terms. 

D. An Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP functions, including, but not limited to, 

the onboarding and approval of new Customers for the sale of Controlled 

Substances, setting and adjusting Customer Thresholds for Controlled Substances, 

terminating or suspending Customers, and submitting Suspicious Orders and other 

reports to Settling States (or the Clearinghouse, when operational), but excluding 

support necessary to perform these functions, shall be conducted exclusively by 

the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP personnel or qualified third-party 

consultants. 

E. Staffing levels of each Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP department shall be 

reviewed periodically, but at least on an annual basis, by the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s CSMP Committee. This review shall include consideration of 

relevant developments in technology, law, and regulations to ensure the necessary 

resources are in place to carry out the program in an effective manner. 

F. Personnel in an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP department shall not report 

to individuals in an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s sales department, and sales 

personnel shall not be authorized to make decisions regarding the promotion, 

compensation, demotion, admonition, discipline, commendation, periodic 

performance reviews, hiring, or firing of CSMP personnel. 

G. The CSMP policies and procedures shall be published in a form and location 

readily accessible to all CSMP personnel at each Injunctive Relief Distributor. 

V. INDEPENDENCE 

A. For each Injunctive Relief Distributor, sales personnel compensated with 

commissions shall not be compensated based on revenue or profitability targets or 

expectations for sales of Controlled Substances. However, each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s personnel may, as applicable, be compensated (including incentive 

compensation) based on formulas that include total sales for all of the Injunctive 

Relief Distributor’s products, including Controlled Substances. The compensation 

of sales personnel shall not include incentive compensation tied solely to sales of 

Controlled Substances. 

B. For any Injunctive Relief Distributor personnel who are compensated at least in 

part based on Customer sales, the Injunctive Relief Distributor shall ensure the 

compensation of such personnel is not decreased by a CSMP-related suspension 

or termination of a Customer or as a direct result of the reduction of sales of 

Controlled Substances to a Customer pursuant to the CSMP. 

C. The Injunctive Relief Distributors’ sales personnel shall not be authorized to 

make decisions regarding the implementation of CSMP policies and procedures, 

the design of the CSMP, the setting or adjustment of Thresholds, or other actions 

taken pursuant to the CSMP, except sales personnel must provide information 
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regarding compliance issues to CSMP personnel promptly. The Injunctive Relief 

Distributors’ sales personnel are prohibited from interfering with, obstructing, or 

otherwise exerting control over any CSMP department decision-making. 

D. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall review its compensation and non-

retaliation policies and, if necessary, modify and implement changes to those 

policies to effectuate the goals of, and incentivize compliance with, the CSMP. 

E. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall maintain a telephone, email, and/or web-

based “hotline” to permit employees and/or Customers to anonymously report 

suspected diversion of Controlled Substances or violations of the CSMP, 

Injunctive Relief Distributor company policy related to the distribution of 

Controlled Substances, or applicable law. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall 

share the hotline contact information with their employees and Customers. Each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor shall maintain all complaints made to the hotline, 

and document the determinations and bases for those determinations made in 

response to all complaints. 

VI. OVERSIGHT 

A. To the extent not already established, each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall 

establish a committee that includes senior executives with responsibility for legal, 

compliance, distribution and finance to provide oversight over its CSMP (the 

“CSMP Committee”). The Chief Diversion Control Officer shall be a member of 

the CSMP Committee. The CSMP Committee shall not include any employee(s) 

or person(s) performing any sales functions on behalf of the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor; provided that service on the CSMP Committee by any senior 

executives listed in this paragraph whose responsibilities may include, but are not 

limited to, management of sales functions shall not constitute a breach of the 

Injunctive Relief Terms. 

B. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP Committee shall have regular 

meetings during which the Chief Diversion Control Officer shall present to the 

CSMP Committee with respect to, and the CSMP Committee shall evaluate, 

among other things: (1) any material modifications and potential enhancements to 

the CSMP including, but not limited to, those relating to Customer due diligence 

and Suspicious Order monitoring and reporting; (2) any significant new national 

and regional diversion trends involving Controlled Substances; (3) the Injunctive 

Relief Distributor’s adherence to the CSMP policies and procedures, the 

Injunctive Relief Terms, and applicable laws and regulations governing the 

distribution of Controlled Substances; and (4) any technology, staffing, or other 

resource needs for the CSMP. The CSMP Committee shall have access to all 

CSMP reports. The CSMP Committee will review and approve the specific 

metrics used to identify the Red Flags set forth in Section VIII. 

C. On a quarterly basis, each Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP Committee shall 

send a written report to the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s Chief Executive, Chief 
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Financial, and Chief Legal Officer, as well as its Board of Directors, addressing: 

(1) the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s substantial adherence to the CSMP policies 

and procedures, the Injunctive Relief Terms, and applicable laws and regulations 

governing the distribution of Controlled Substances; (2) recommendations as 

appropriate about the allocation of resources to ensure the proper functioning of 

the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP; and (3) significant revisions to the 

CSMP. The Board of Directors or a committee thereof at each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor shall document in its minutes its review of the quarterly CSMP 

Committee reports. 

D. To the extent not already established, the Board of Directors of each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor shall establish its own compliance committee (the “Board 

Compliance Committee”) to evaluate, at a minimum, and on a quarterly basis: (1) 

the CSMP Committee’s written reports; (2) the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s 

substantial adherence to the CSMP policies and procedures, the Injunctive Relief 

Terms, and applicable laws and regulations governing the distribution of 

Controlled Substances; (3) the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s code of conduct and 

any whistleblower reporting policies, including those prescribed by Section V.E; 

and (4) any significant regulatory and/or government enforcement matters within 

the review period relating to the distribution of Controlled Substances. An 

Injunctive Relief Distributor meets this requirement if it established, prior to the 

Effective Date, multiple committees of its Board of Directors that together have 

responsibilities outlined in this paragraph. 

E. The Board Compliance Committee shall have the authority to: (1) require 

management of the Injunctive Relief Distributor to conduct audits on any CSMP 

or legal and regulatory concern pertaining to Controlled Substances distribution, 

and to update its full Board of Directors on those audits; (2) to commission 

studies, reviews, reports, or surveys to evaluate the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s 

CSMP performance; (3) request meetings with the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s 

management and CSMP staff; and (4) review the appointment, compensation, 

performance, and replacement of the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s Chief 

Diversion Control Officer. 

VII. MANDATORY TRAINING 

A. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall require all new CSMP personnel to attend 

trainings on its CSMP, its obligations under the Injunctive Relief Terms, and its 

duties with respect to maintaining effective controls against potential diversion of 

Controlled Substances and reporting Suspicious Orders pursuant to state and 

federal laws and regulations prior to conducting any compliance activities for the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor without supervision. 

B. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall provide annual trainings to CSMP 

personnel on its CSMP, its obligations under the Injunctive Relief Terms, and its 

duties to maintain effective controls against potential diversion of Controlled 
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Substances and report Suspicious Orders pursuant to state and federal laws and 

regulations. 

C. On an annual basis, each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall test its CSMP 

personnel on their knowledge regarding its CSMP, its obligations under the 

Injunctive Relief Terms, and its duties to maintain effective controls against 

potential diversion of Controlled Substances and to report Suspicious Orders 

pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations. 

D. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall train all third-party compliance 

consultants (defined as non-employees who are expected to devote fifty percent 

(50%) or more of their time to performing work related to the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s CSMP, excluding information technology consultants not engaged 

in substantive functions related to an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP) 

performing compliance functions for the Injunctive Relief Distributor in the same 

manner as the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP personnel.  

E. At least every three (3) years in the case of existing employees, and within the 

first six months of hiring new employees, each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall 

require operations, sales, and senior executive employees to attend trainings on its 

CSMP, its obligations under the Injunctive Relief Terms, the hotline established 

in Section V.E, and its duties to maintain effective controls against potential 

diversion of Controlled Substances and report Suspicious Orders pursuant to state 

and federal laws and regulations. 

VIII. RED FLAGS 

A. Within one hundred and twenty days (120) of the Effective Date, each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor shall, at a minimum, apply specific metrics to identify the 

potential Red Flags described in Section VIII.D with respect to Independent 

Retail Pharmacy Customers. For Chain Customers, the metrics used to identify 

the Red Flags described in Section VIII.D may be adjusted based on the specific 

business model and supplier relationships of the Chain Customer. 

B. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall evaluate and, if necessary, enhance or 

otherwise adjust the specific metrics it uses to identify Red Flags set forth in 

Section VIII.D. 

C. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall provide annually to the Monitor the 

specific metrics it uses to identify Red Flags as set forth in Section VIII.D. The 

Monitor shall review the metrics used to identify Red Flags as set forth in Section 

VIII.D to assess whether the metrics are reasonable. The Monitor may, at its 

discretion, suggest revisions to the metrics in the annual Audit Report as part of 

the Red Flags Review set forth in Section XVIII.F.3.f. Each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor may rely on its specific metrics to comply with the requirements of 

Section VIII unless and until the Monitor proposes a revised metric in connection 

with Section XVIII.H. 
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D. For purposes of the Injunctive Relief Terms, “Red Flags” are defined as follows: 

1. Ordering ratio of Highly Diverted Controlled Substances to non-

Controlled Substances: Analyze the ratio of the order volume of all 

Highly Diverted Controlled Substances to the order volume of all non-

Controlled Substances to identify Customers with significant rates of 

ordering Highly Diverted Controlled Substances. 

2. Ordering ratio of Highly Diverted Controlled Substance base codes or 

drug families to non-Controlled Substances: Analyze the ratio of the 

order volume of each Highly Diverted Controlled Substance base code or 

drug family to the total order volume of all non-Controlled Substances to 

identify Customers with significant rates of ordering each Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substance base code or drug family.  

3. Excessive ordering growth of Controlled Substances: Analyze 

significant increases in the ordering volume of Controlled Substances 

using criteria to identify customers that exhibit percentage growth of 

Controlled Substances substantially in excess of the percentage growth of 

non-Controlled Substances. 

4. Unusual formulation ordering: Analyze ordering of Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substances to identify customers with significant ordering of 

high-risk formulations. High-risk formulations include, but are not limited 

to, 10mg hydrocodone, 8mg hydromorphone, 2mg alprazolam, single-

ingredient buprenorphine (i.e., buprenorphine without naloxone), and 

highly-abused formulations of oxycodone. On an annual basis (or as 

otherwise necessary), high-risk formulations of Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substances may be added, removed, or revised based on the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors’ assessment and regulatory guidance. 

5. Out-of-area patients: Analyze Pharmacy Customer Data or Dispensing 

Data to assess volume of prescriptions for Highly Diverted Controlled 

Substances for out-of-area patients (based on number of miles traveled 

between a patient’s zip code and the pharmacy location, depending on the 

geographic area of interest) taking into consideration the percentage of 

out-of-area patients for non-Controlled Substances. 

6. Cash prescriptions: Analyze Pharmacy Customer Data or Dispensing 

Data to assess percentage of cash payments for purchases of Controlled 

Substances taking into consideration the percentage of cash payments for 

purchases of non-Controlled Substances. 

7. Prescriber activity of Customers: Analyze Pharmacy Customer Data or 

Dispensing Data to identify Customers that are dispensing Highly 

Diverted Controlled Substance prescriptions for Top Prescribers as 

follows: 
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a) Top Prescribers representing a significant volume of dispensing 

where the prescriber’s practice location is in excess of 50 miles 

from the pharmacy (“out-of-area”), relative to the percentage of 

out-of-area prescriptions for non-Controlled Substances. 

b) Top Prescribers representing prescriptions for the same Highly 

Diverted Controlled Substances in the same quantities and dosage 

forms indicative of pattern prescribing (e.g., a prescriber providing 

many patients with the same high-dose, high-quantity supply of 

30mg oxycodone HCL prescription without attention to the 

varying medical needs of the prescriber’s patient population). 

c) Top Prescribers where the top five (5) or fewer prescribers 

represent more than fifty percent (50%) of total prescriptions for 

Highly Diverted Controlled Substances during a specified period. 

8. Public regulatory actions against Customers: Review information 

retrieved from companies that provide licensing and disciplinary history 

records (e.g., LexisNexis), and/or other public sources, including 

governmental entities, showing that the Customer, pharmacists working 

for that Customer, or the Customer’s Top Prescribers have been subject, in 

the last five (5) years, to professional disciplinary sanctions regarding the 

dispensing or handling of Controlled Substances or law enforcement 

action related to Controlled Substances diversion. Continued licensing by 

a relevant state agency may be considered, but shall not be dispositive, in 

resolving the Red Flag. For Chain Customer locations, representations 

from each Chain Customer that it reviews its pharmacists’ licensing 

statuses annually and for the regulatory actions described in this paragraph 

has either (i) taken appropriate employment action, or (ii) disclosed the 

regulatory action to the Injunctive Relief Distributor, may be considered in 

resolving the Red Flag. 

9. Customer termination data: Review information from the Injunctive 

Relief Distributor’s due diligence files and, when operable, from the 

Clearinghouse, subject to Section VIII.F, regarding Customers that have 

been terminated from ordering Controlled Substances by another 

distributor due to concerns regarding Controlled Substances. 

E. For any Red Flag evaluation in Section VIII.D that may be performed using 

Pharmacy Customer Data or Dispensing Data, an Injunctive Relief Distributor 

will analyze the Red Flag using Pharmacy Customer Data, to the extent feasible 

based on the functionality of a Customer’s pharmacy management system, until 

Dispensing Data is collected and analyzed by the Clearinghouse as described in 

Section XVII. Until Dispensing Data is collected and analyzed by the 

Clearinghouse, an Injunctive Relief Distributor may satisfy the Red Flag 

evaluations in Sections VIII.D.5 through VIII.D.7 by engaging in considerations 

of out-of-area patients, cash payments for prescriptions and Top Prescribers 
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without satisfying the specific requirements of Sections VIII.D.5 through 

VIII.D.7. In the event that the Clearinghouse is not collecting and analyzing 

Dispensing Data within two years of the Effective Date, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors and the State Compliance Review Committee shall meet and confer 

to consider alternatives for the performance of the analysis required by Sections 

VIII.D.5 through VIII.D.7 using Pharmacy Customer Data. 

F. As provided for in Section XVII.C.4, the foregoing Red Flag evaluations may be 

performed by the Clearinghouse and reported to the relevant Injunctive Relief 

Distributors. 

G. The Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review Committee 

shall work in good faith to identify additional potential Red Flags that can be 

derived from the data analytics to be performed by the Clearinghouse. 

IX. ONBOARDING 

A. For each Injunctive Relief Distributor, prior to initiating the sale of Controlled 

Substances to a potential Customer, a member of the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s CSMP department (or a qualified third-party compliance consultant 

trained on the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP) shall perform the following 

due diligence: 

1. Interview the pharmacist-in-charge, either over the telephone, via 

videoconference, or in person. The interview shall include questions 

regarding the manner in which the potential Customer maintains effective 

controls against the potential diversion of Controlled Substances. 

2. Obtain a “Pharmacy Questionnaire” completed by the owner and/or 

pharmacist-in-charge of the potential Customer. The Pharmacy 

Questionnaire shall require going-concern potential Customers to list their 

top ten (10) prescribers for Highly Diverted Controlled Substances 

combined, along with the prescriber’s specialty, unless the Injunctive 

Relief Distributor is able to obtain this data otherwise. The Pharmacy 

Questionnaire shall also require disclosure of the identity of all other 

distributors that serve the potential Customer, and whether the potential 

Customer has been terminated or suspended from ordering Controlled 

Substances by another distributor and the reason for any termination or 

suspension. The Pharmacy Questionnaire shall request information that 

would allow the Injunctive Relief Distributor to identify Red Flags, 

including questions regarding the manner in which the potential Customer 

maintains effective controls against the potential diversion of Controlled 

Substances. A potential Customer’s responses to the Pharmacy 

Questionnaire shall be verified, to the extent applicable and practicable, 

against external sources (for example, the Clearinghouse, once 

operational, and Automation of Reports and Consolidated Orders System 

(“ARCOS”) data made available to the Injunctive Relief Distributor by the 
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DEA). The Pharmacy Questionnaire shall be maintained by the Injunctive 

Relief Distributor in a database accessible to its CSMP personnel. 

3. Complete a written onboarding report to be maintained in a database 

accessible to the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP personnel 

reflecting the findings of the interview and any site visit, the findings 

regarding the identification of and, if applicable, conclusion concerning 

any Red Flag associated with the pharmacy, as well as an analysis of the 

Pharmacy Questionnaire referenced in the preceding paragraph. 

4. For going-concern potential Customers, review Pharmacy Customer Data 

to assist with the identification of any Red Flags. 

5. Document whether the potential Customer or the pharmacist-in-charge has 

been subject to any professional disciplinary sanctions or law enforcement 

activity related to Controlled Substances dispensing, and, if so, the basis 

for that action. For Chain Customers, this provision shall apply to the 

potential specific pharmacies in question. 

B. For Chain Customers, each Injunctive Relief Distributor may obtain the 

information in Section IX.A from a corporate representative of the Chain 

Customer. 

C. In the event that an Injunctive Relief Distributor identifies one or more unresolved 

Red Flags or other information indicative of potential diversion of Controlled 

Substances through the onboarding process or otherwise, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor shall refrain from selling Controlled Substances to the potential 

Customer pending additional due diligence. If following additional due diligence, 

the Injunctive Relief Distributor is unable to resolve the Red Flags or other 

information indicative of diversion, the Injunctive Relief Distributor shall not 

initiate the sale of Controlled Substances to the potential Customer and shall 

report the potential Customer consistent with Section XIV. If the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor determines that the potential Customer may be onboarded for the sale 

of Controlled Substances, the Injunctive Relief Distributor shall document the 

decision and the bases for its decision. Such a good faith determination, if 

documented, shall not serve, without more, as the basis of a future claim of non-

compliance with the Injunctive Relief Terms. For Chain Customers, these 

provisions shall apply to the potential specific pharmacies in question. 

X. ONGOING DUE DILIGENCE 

A. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall periodically review its procedures and 

systems for detecting patterns or trends in Customer order data or other 

information used to evaluate whether a Customer is maintaining effective controls 

against diversion. 

B. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall conduct periodic proactive compliance 

reviews of its Customers’ performance in satisfying their corresponding 
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responsibilities to maintain effective controls against the diversion of Controlled 

Substances. 

C. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall review ARCOS data made available to it 

by the DEA and, once operational, by the Clearinghouse, to assist with Customer 

specific due diligence. For Chain Customers, this provision shall apply to the 

potential specific pharmacies in question. 

D. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall conduct due diligence as set forth in its 

CSMP policies and procedures in response to concerns of potential diversion of 

Controlled Substances at its Customers. For Chain Customers, these provisions 

shall apply to the specific pharmacies in question. The due diligence required by 

an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP policies and procedures may depend on 

the information or events at issue. The information or events raising concerns of 

potential diversion of Controlled Substances at a Customer include but are not 

limited to: 

1. The discovery of one or more unresolved Red Flags; 

2. The receipt of information directly from law enforcement or regulators 

concerning potential diversion of Controlled Substances at or by a 

Customer; 

3. The receipt of information concerning the suspension or revocation of 

pharmacist’s DEA registration or state license related to potential 

diversion of Controlled Substances; 

4. The receipt of reliable information through the hotline established in 

Section V.E concerning suspected diversion of Controlled Substances at 

the Customer; 

5. The receipt of reliable information from another distributor concerning 

suspected diversion of Controlled Substances at the Customer; or 

6. Receipt of other reliable information that the Customer is engaged in 

conduct indicative of diversion or is failing to adhere to its corresponding 

responsibility to prevent the diversion of Highly Diverted Controlled 

Substances. 

E. On an annual basis, each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall obtain updated 

pharmacy questionnaires from five hundred (500) Customers to include the 

following: 

1. The top 250 Customers by combined volume of Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substances purchased from the Injunctive Relief Distributor 

measured as of the end of the relevant calendar year; and 
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2. Additional Customers selected as a representative sample of various 

geographic regions, customer types (Independent Retail Pharmacy 

Customers and Chain Customers), and distribution centers. Each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor’s Chief Diversion Control Officer shall 

develop risk-based criteria for the sample selection. 

F. Scope of Review 

1. For reviews triggered by Section X.D, an Injunctive Relief Distributor 

shall conduct due diligence and obtain updated Pharmacy Customer Data 

or equivalent, or more comprehensive data from the Clearinghouse if 

needed, as set forth in its CSMP policies and procedures. 

2. For questionnaires collected pursuant to Section X.E, Injunctive Relief 

Distributors shall conduct a due diligence review consistent with the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors’ CSMP policies and procedures. These 

annual diligence reviews shall be performed in addition to any of the 

diligence reviews performed under Section X.D, but may reasonably rely 

on reviews performed under Section X.D. 

3. If the Injunctive Relief Distributor decides to terminate the Customer due 

to concerns regarding potential diversion of Controlled Substances, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor shall promptly cease the sale of Controlled 

Substances to the Customer and report the Customer consistent with 

Section XIV. If the Injunctive Relief Distributor decides not to terminate 

the Customer, the Injunctive Relief Distributor shall document that 

determination and the basis therefor. Such a good faith determination, if 

documented, shall not, without more, serve as the basis of a future claim 

of non-compliance with the Injunctive Relief Terms. 

XI. SITE VISITS 

A. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall conduct site visits, including 

unannounced site visits, where appropriate, of Customers, as necessary, as part of 

Customer due diligence. 

B. During site visits, an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP personnel or qualified 

third-party compliance consultants shall interview the pharmacist-in-charge or 

other relevant Customer employees, if appropriate, about any potential Red Flags 

and the Customer’s maintenance of effective controls against the potential 

diversion of Controlled Substances. 

C. An Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP personnel or qualified third-party 

compliance consultants who conduct site visits shall document the findings of any 

site visit. 

D. Site visit and all other compliance reports shall be maintained by each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor in a database accessible to all CSMP personnel. 
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XII. THRESHOLDS 

A. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall use Thresholds to identify potentially 

Suspicious Orders of Controlled Substances from Customers. 

B. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP department shall be responsible for 

the oversight of the process for establishing and modifying Thresholds. The sales 

departments of the Injunctive Relief Distributors shall not have the authority to 

establish or adjust Thresholds for any Customer or participate in any decisions 

regarding establishment or adjustment of Thresholds. 

C. Injunctive Relief Distributors shall not provide Customers specific information 

about their Thresholds or how their Thresholds are calculated. 

1. Threshold Setting 

a) Injunctive Relief Distributors shall primarily use model-based 

thresholds. For certain circumstances, Injunctive Relief 

Distributors may apply a non-model threshold based on 

documented customer diligence and analysis. 

b) Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall include in its Annual 

Threshold Analysis and Assessment Report (as required by Section 

XVIII.F.3.c) to the Monitor summary statistics regarding the use of 

non-model thresholds and such information shall be considered by 

the Monitor as part of its Threshold Setting Process Review in the 

annual Audit Report. 

c) For the purposes of establishing and maintaining Thresholds, each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor shall take into account the Controlled 

Substances diversion risk of each drug base code. The diversion 

risk of each base code should be defined and reassessed annually 

by the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP Committee and 

reviewed by the Monitor. 

d) Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall establish Thresholds for 

new Customers prior to supplying those Customers with 

Controlled Substances and shall continue to have Thresholds in 

place at all times for each Customer to which it supplies Controlled 

Substances. 

e) When ordering volume from other distributors becomes readily 

available from the Clearinghouse, an Injunctive Relief Distributor 

shall consider including such information as soon as reasonably 

practicable in establishing and maintaining Thresholds. 
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f) Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall incorporate the following 

guiding principles in establishing and maintaining Customer 

Thresholds, except when inapplicable to non-model Thresholds: 

(1) Thresholds shall take into account the number of non-

Controlled Substance dosage units distributed to, dispensed 

and/or number of prescriptions dispensed by the Customer 

to assist with the determination of Customer size. As a 

general matter, smaller customers should have lower 

Thresholds than larger customers. 

(2) For the purposes of establishing and maintaining 

Thresholds, Injunctive Relief Distributors shall use 

statistical models that are appropriate to the underlying 

data. 

(3) For the purposes of establishing and maintaining 

Thresholds, Injunctive Relief Distributors shall take into 

account a Customer’s ordering and/or dispensing history 

for a specified period of time. 

(4) For the purposes of establishing and maintaining 

Thresholds, Injunctive Relief Distributors shall take into 

account the ordering history of Customers within similar 

geographic regions, or, where appropriate for Chain 

Customers, ordering history within the chain. 

(5) If appropriate, Thresholds may take into account the 

characteristics of Customers with similar business models. 

(a) A Customer’s statement that it employs a particular 

business model must be verified, to the extent 

practicable, before that business model is taken into 

account in establishing and maintaining a 

Customer’s Threshold. 

2. Threshold Auditing 

a) The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall review their respective 

Customer Thresholds at least on an annual basis and modify them 

where appropriate. 

b) Each Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP department shall 

annually evaluate its Threshold setting methodology and processes 

and its CSMP personnel’s performance in adhering to those 

policies. 

3. Threshold Changes 
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a) An Injunctive Relief Distributor may increase or decrease a 

Customer Threshold as set forth in its CSMP policies and 

procedures, subject to Sections XII.C.3.b through XII.C.3.e. 

b) Prior to approving any Threshold change request by a Customer, 

each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall conduct due diligence to 

determine whether an increase to the Threshold is warranted. This 

due diligence shall include obtaining from the Customer the basis 

for the Threshold change request, obtaining and reviewing 

Dispensing Data and/or Pharmacy Customer Data for the previous 

three (3) months for due diligence purposes, and, as needed, 

conducting an on-site visit to the Customer. This Threshold change 

request diligence shall be conducted by the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s CSMP personnel. 

c) No Injunctive Relief Distributor shall proactively contact a 

Customer to suggest that the Customer request an increase to any 

of its Thresholds, to inform the Customer that its Orders-to-date 

are approaching its Thresholds or to recommend to the Customer 

the amount of a requested Threshold increase. It shall not be a 

violation of this paragraph to provide Chain Customer 

headquarters reporting on one or more individual Chain Customer 

pharmacy location(s) to support the anti-diversion efforts of the 

Chain Customer’s headquarters staff, and it shall not be a violation 

of this paragraph for the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP 

personnel to contact Customers to seek to understand a Customer’s 

ordering patterns. 

d) An Injunctive Relief Distributor’s Chief Diversion Control Officer 

may approve criteria for potential adjustments to Customer 

Thresholds to account for circumstances where the Thresholds 

produced by the ordinary operation of the statistical models require 

modification. Such circumstances include adjustments to account 

for seasonal ordering of certain Controlled Substances that are 

based on documented diligence and analysis, adjustments made to 

permit ordering of certain Controlled Substances during a declared 

national or state emergency (e.g., COVID-19 pandemic), IT errors, 

and data anomalies causing results that are inconsistent with the 

design of the statistical models. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor 

shall include in its Annual Threshold Analysis and Assessment 

Report (as required by Section XVIII.F.3.c) to the Monitor 

information regarding the use of this paragraph and such 

information shall be considered by the Monitor as part of its 

Threshold Setting Process Review in the annual Audit Report.  

e) Any decision to raise a Customer’s Threshold in response to a 

request by a Customer to adjust its Threshold must be documented 
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in a writing and state the reason(s) for the change. The decision 

must be consistent with the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP 

and documented appropriately. 

XIII. SUSPICIOUS ORDER REPORTING AND NON-SHIPMENT 

A. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall report Suspicious Orders to the Settling 

States (“Suspicious Order Reports” or “SORs”), including those Settling States 

that do not currently require such SORs, at the election of the Settling State. 

B. For the SORs required by the Injunctive Relief Terms, each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor shall report Orders that exceed a Threshold for Controlled Substances 

set pursuant to the processes in Section XII that are blocked and not shipped. 

C. No Injunctive Relief Distributor shall ship any Order that it (i) reports pursuant to 

Sections XIII.A or XIII.B, or (ii) would have been required to report pursuant to 

Sections XIII.A or XIII.B had the Settling State elected to receive SORs. 

D. In reporting Suspicious Orders to the Settling States, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors shall file SORs in a standardized electronic format that is uniform 

among the Settling States and contains the following information fields: 

1. Customer name; 

2. Customer address; 

3. DEA registration number; 

4. State pharmacy license number; 

5. Date of order; 

6. NDC number; 

7. Quantity; 

8. Explanation for why the order is suspicious (up to 250 characters): Details 

that are order-specific regarding why an order was flagged as a Suspicious 

Order, including specific criteria used by an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s 

Threshold system (except phrases such as “order is of unusual size” 

without any additional detail are not acceptable); and 

9. Name and contact information for a knowledgeable designee within the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP department to be a point of contact 

for the SORs. 

E. On a quarterly basis, each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall provide a summary 

report to the Settling States that elect to receive it that provides the following 
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information for the relevant quarter with respect to the top ten (10) Customers by 

volume for each Highly Diverted Controlled Substance base code that have 

placed a Suspicious Order for that base code, in that quarter (for Chain 

Customers, only individual pharmacies in the chain will considered for evaluation 

as a top ten (10) Customer): 

1. The number of SORs submitted for that Customer by base code; 

2. The Customer’s order volume by base code for the quarter for all Highly 

Diverted Controlled Substances; 

3. The Customer’s order frequency by base code for the quarter for all 

Highly Diverted Controlled Substances; 

4. For each Highly Diverted Controlled Substance base code, the ratio of the 

Customer’s order volume for that base code to the volume of all 

pharmaceutical orders for the quarter; and 

5. The ratio of the Customer’s order volume of all Controlled Substances to 

the volume of all pharmaceutical orders for the quarter. 

F. The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall only be required to file a single, uniform, 

electronic form of SOR with any Settling State that receives SORs pursuant to 

these Injunctive Relief Terms. A Settling State retains the authority pursuant to 

applicable state law or relevant state agency authority to request additional 

information about a particular SOR. 

G. It is the objective of the Settling States and the Injunctive Relief Distributors for 

the Injunctive Relief Distributors to provide SORs to Settling States that identify 

the same Suspicious Orders as reported to the DEA pursuant to the definition and 

requirements of the federal Controlled Substances Act and its regulations, 

although the fields of the SORs submitted to the Settling States as required by 

Section XIII may differ from the content required by the DEA. To the extent 

federal definitions and requirements materially change during the term of the 

Injunctive Relief Terms, the Injunctive Relief Distributors may be required to 

adjust the format and content of the SORs to meet these federal requirements. The 

Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review Committee will 

engage in good faith discussions regarding such adjustments. 

H. It shall not be a violation of the Injunctive Relief Terms if an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor ships a Suspicious Order or fails to submit or transmit a SOR if: 

1. The shipment of the Suspicious Order or failed SOR transmission was due 

to a computer error (data entry mistakes, coding errors, computer logic 

issues, software malfunctions, and other computer errors or IT failures); 

and 
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2. The Injunctive Relief Distributor reports the error, including a description 

of measures that will be taken to prevent recurrence of the error, to any 

affected Settling State, the State Compliance Review Committee, and the 

Monitor within five (5) business days of its discovery. 

XIV. TERMINATED CUSTOMERS 

A. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall report to the Clearinghouse, once 

operational, within five (5) business days (or as otherwise required by state statute 

or regulation), Customers it has terminated from eligibility to receive Controlled 

Substances or refused to onboard for the sale of Controlled Substances due to 

concerns regarding the Customer’s ability to provide effective controls against the 

potential diversion of Controlled Substances following the Effective Date. 

B. The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall report to the relevant Settling State(s), 

within five (5) business days (or as otherwise required by state statute or 

regulation) Customers located in such Settling States that it has terminated from 

eligibility to receive Controlled Substances or refused to onboard for the sale of 

Controlled Substances due to concerns regarding the Customer’s ability to 

provide effective controls against the potential diversion of Controlled Substances 

following the Effective Date. Such reports will be made in a uniform format. The 

Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review Committee shall 

use best efforts to agree on such uniform format for inclusion prior to the 

requirement taking effect. 

C. In determining whether a Customer should be terminated from eligibility to 

receive Controlled Substances, Injunctive Relief Distributors shall apply factors 

set out in their CSMP policies and procedures, which shall include the following 

conduct by a Customer: 

1. Has generated an excessive number of Suspicious Orders, which cannot 

otherwise be explained; 

2. Has routinely demonstrated unresolved Red Flag activity; 

3. Has continued to fill prescriptions for Highly Diverted Controlled 

Substances that raise Red Flags following an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s warning or communication about such practices; 

4. Has failed to provide Pharmacy Customer Data or Dispensing Data in 

response to a request from an Injunctive Relief Distributor or otherwise 

refuses to cooperate with the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP after 

providing the Customer with a reasonable amount of time to respond to 

the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s requests; 

5. Has been found to have made material omissions or false statements on a 

Pharmacy Questionnaire (the requirements for the contents of a Pharmacy 

Questionnaire are described in Section IX); or 
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6. Has been the subject of discipline by a State Board of Pharmacy within the 

past three (3) years or has had its owner(s) or pharmacist-in-charge subject 

to license probation or termination within the past five (5) years by a State 

Board of Pharmacy for matters related to Controlled Substances 

dispensing or a federal or state felony conviction. 

D. Once the Clearinghouse has made Customer termination data available to each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor, each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall consider 

terminating Customers that have been terminated from eligibility to receive 

Controlled Substances by another distributor as a result of suspected diversion of 

Controlled Substances if the Customer is ordering only Controlled Substances 

from the Injunctive Relief Distributor. If the Injunctive Relief Distributor 

determines not to terminate Customers to which this paragraph applies, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor shall document its decision-making. A good-faith 

decision to continue shipping Controlled Substances to Customers to which this 

paragraph applies, shall not serve, without more, as the basis of a future claim of 

non-compliance with the Injunctive Relief Terms. 

E. For Chain Customers, the provisions in Section XIV.A-D shall apply to the 

specific pharmacies in question. 

XV. EMERGENCIES 

A. In the circumstances of declared national or state emergencies in which the 

healthcare community relies on the Injunctive Relief Distributors for critical 

medicines, medical supplies, products, and services, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors may be required to temporarily modify their respective CSMP 

processes to meet the critical needs of the supply chain. These modifications may 

conflict with the requirements of the Injunctive Relief Terms. 

B. In the case of a declared national or state emergency, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors shall be required to give notice to the State Compliance Review 

Committee of any temporary material changes to their CSMP processes which 

may conflict with the requirements of the Injunctive Relief Terms and specify the 

sections of the Injunctive Relief Terms which will be affected by the temporary 

change. 

C. The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall document all temporary changes to their 

CSMP processes and appropriately document all customer-specific actions taken 

as a result of the declared national or state emergency. 

D. The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall provide notice to the State Compliance 

Review Committee at the conclusion of the declared national or state emergency, 

or sooner, stating that the temporary CSMP processes put into place have been 

suspended. 

E. Provided the Injunctive Relief Distributors comply with the provisions of Sections 

XV.A through XV.D, the Injunctive Relief Distributors will not face liability for 
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any deviations from the requirements of the Injunctive Relief Terms taken in good 

faith to meet the critical needs of the supply chain in response to the declared 

national or state emergency. Nothing herein shall limit Settling States from 

pursuing claims against the Injunctive Relief Distributors based on deviations 

from the requirements of the Injunctive Relief Terms not taken in good faith to 

meet the critical needs of the supply chain in response to a declared national or 

state emergency. 

XVI. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS AND RECORDKEEPING 

A. The Injunctive Relief Distributors acknowledge and agree that they must comply 

with applicable state and federal laws governing the distribution of Controlled 

Substances. 

B. Good faith compliance with the Injunctive Relief Terms creates a presumption 

that the Injunctive Relief Distributors are acting reasonably and in the public 

interest with respect to Settling States’ existing laws requiring effective controls 

against diversion of Controlled Substances and with respect to the identification, 

reporting, and blocking of Suspicious Orders of Controlled Substances. 

C. The requirements of the Injunctive Relief Terms are in addition to, and not in lieu 

of, any other requirements of state or federal law applicable to Controlled 

Substances distribution. Except as provided in Section XVI.D, nothing in the 

Injunctive Relief Terms shall be construed as relieving Injunctive Relief 

Distributors of the obligation to comply with such laws, regulations, or rules. No 

provision of the Injunctive Relief Terms shall be deemed as permission for 

Injunctive Relief Distributors to engage in any acts or practices prohibited by such 

laws, regulations, or rules. 

D. In the event of a conflict between the requirements of the Injunctive Relief Terms 

and any other law, regulation, or requirement such that an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor cannot comply with the law without violating the Injunctive Relief 

Terms or being subject to adverse action, including fines and penalties, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor shall document such conflicts and notify the State 

Compliance Review Committee and any affected Settling State the extent to 

which it will comply with the Injunctive Relief Terms in order to eliminate the 

conflict within thirty (30) days of the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s discovery of 

the conflict. The Injunctive Relief Distributor shall comply with the Injunctive 

Relief Terms to the fullest extent possible without violating the law. 

E. In the event of a change or modification of federal or state law governing the 

distribution of Controlled Substances that creates an actual or potential conflict 

with the Injunctive Relief Terms, any Injunctive Relief Distributor, any affected 

Settling State, or the State Compliance Review Committee may request that the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors, State Compliance Review Committee, and any 

affected Settling State meet and confer regarding the law change. During the meet 

and confer, the Injunctive Relief Distributors, the State Compliance Review 
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Committee, and any affected Settling State will address whether the change or 

modification in federal or state law requires an amendment to the Injunctive 

Relief Terms. In the event the Injunctive Relief Distributors, the State 

Compliance Review Committee, and any affected Settling State cannot agree on a 

resolution, and the dispute relates to whether the generally applicable Injunctive 

Relief Terms herein should be changed, an Injunctive Relief Distributor, the State 

Compliance Review Committee, or any affected Settling State may submit the 

question to the National Arbitration Panel. If the dispute relates to whether a 

change in an individual State’s law requires a modification of the Injunctive 

Relief Terms only with respect to that State, an Injunctive Relief Distributor, the 

State Compliance Review Committee, or any affected Settling State may seek 

resolution of the dispute pursuant to Section XIX. Maintenance of competition in 

the industry and the potential burden of inconsistent obligations by Injunctive 

Relief Distributors shall be a relevant consideration in such resolution.  

F. Recordkeeping: Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall retain records it is 

required to create pursuant to its obligations hereunder in an electronic or 

otherwise readily accessible format. The Settling States shall have the right to 

review records provided to the Monitor pursuant to Section XVIII. Nothing in the 

Injunctive Relief Terms prohibits a Settling State from issuing a lawful subpoena 

for records pursuant to an applicable law. 

XVII. CLEARINGHOUSE 

A. Creation of the Clearinghouse 

1. The Clearinghouse functions shall be undertaken by a third-party vendor 

or vendors. 

2. The vendor(s) will be chosen through a process developed and jointly 

agreed upon by the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State 

Compliance Review Committee. 

3. Consistent with the process developed by the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors and the State Compliance Review Committee, within two (2) 

months of the Effective Date, the Injunctive Relief Distributors shall issue 

a Request for Proposal to develop the systems and capabilities for a 

Clearinghouse to perform the services of a data aggregator. 

4. Within five (5) months of the Effective Date, the Clearinghouse Advisory 

Panel shall select one or more entities to develop the systems for the 

Clearinghouse and perform data aggregator services. The Clearinghouse 

Advisory Panel shall select a vendor or vendors that employ or retain 

personnel who have adequate expertise and experience related to the 

pharmaceutical industry, the distribution of Controlled Substances, and the 

applicable requirements of the Controlled Substances Act and the DEA’s 

implementing regulations. 
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5. Within sixty (60) days of the selection of a vendor(s) to serve as the 

Clearinghouse, the Injunctive Relief Distributors shall negotiate and 

finalize a contract with the vendor(s). The date that the contract is signed 

by the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the vendor(s) shall be referred to 

as the “Clearinghouse Retention Date.” 

6. The development of the Clearinghouse shall proceed on a phased approach 

as discussed in Sections XVII.C and XVII.D. 

B. Governance and Staffing of the Clearinghouse 

1. Capabilities. The selected vendor or vendors shall staff the Clearinghouse 

in a manner that ensures the development of robust data collection, 

analytics and reporting capabilities for the Settling States and Injunctive 

Relief Distributors. To the extent additional expertise is required for the 

engagement, the vendor(s) may retain the services of third-party 

consultants. 

2. Independence. While performing services for the Clearinghouse, all 

vendors and consultants, and their staff working on the Clearinghouse, 

shall be independent (i.e., not perform services of any kind, including as a 

consultant or an employee on behalf of any Injunctive Relief Distributor 

outside of the ordinary business operations of the Clearinghouse). 

Independence may be achieved by implementing appropriate ethical walls 

with employees who are currently performing or who have previously 

performed work for an Injunctive Relief Distributor within two years of 

the Clearinghouse Retention Date. 

3. Liability. The Injunctive Relief Distributors are entitled to rely upon 

information or data received from the Clearinghouse, whether in oral, 

written, or other form. No Injunctive Relief Distributor, and no individual 

serving on the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel, shall have any liability 

(whether direct or indirect, in contract or tort or otherwise) to any Party for 

or in connection with any action taken or not taken by the Clearinghouse. 

In addition, no Injunctive Relief Distributor, and no individual serving on 

the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel, shall have any liability (whether direct 

or indirect, in contract or tort or otherwise) to any Party for or in 

connection with any action taken or not taken by an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor based on incorrect, inaccurate, incomplete or otherwise 

erroneous information or data provided by the Clearinghouse, unless the 

information or data was incorrect, inaccurate, incomplete or otherwise 

erroneous because the Injunctive Relief Distributor itself provided 

incorrect, inaccurate, incomplete or otherwise erroneous data or 

information to the Clearinghouse. For any legal requirements that are 

assumed by the Clearinghouse during Phase 2-B pursuant to Section 

XVII.D.3, liability shall be addressed pursuant to Section XVII.D.3.c.  
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4. Clearinghouse Advisory Panel. The State Compliance Review Committee 

and Injunctive Relief Distributors shall create a Clearinghouse Advisory 

Panel no later than sixty (60) days after the Effective Date to oversee the 

Clearinghouse. 

a) The Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall have an equal number of 

members chosen by the State Compliance Review Committee on 

the one hand, and the Injunctive Relief Distributors on the other. 

The size of the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel will be decided by 

the State Compliance Review Committee and the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors, and the State Compliance Review Committee and the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors may select as members third-party 

experts, but no more than one half of each side’s representatives 

may be such third-party experts. At least one member chosen by 

the State Compliance Review Committee will be based on 

consultation with the National Association of State Controlled 

Substances Authorities. 

b) During the first two years of the operation of the Clearinghouse, 

the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall meet (in-person or 

remotely) at least once per month. After the first two years of 

operation, the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall meet at least 

quarterly. The Monitor may attend Clearinghouse Advisory Panel 

meetings and may provide recommendations to the Clearinghouse 

Advisory Panel. 

c) The Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall establish a subcommittee 

to advise on issues related to privacy, the Health Insurance 

Portability and Accountability Act of 1996 (“HIPAA”), and data 

security and a subcommittee to advise on issues related to 

Dispensing Data. It may establish additional subcommittees. 

Subcommittees may include individuals who are not members of 

the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel. The Clearinghouse Advisory 

Panel may invite one or more prescribers, dispensers, and 

representatives from state Prescription Drug Monitoring Programs 

(“PDMP”) to serve on the Dispensing Data subcommittee. Each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor shall have a representative on each 

subcommittee created by the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel. 

d) The Clearinghouse Advisory Panel may delegate tasks assigned to 

it by the Injunctive Relief Terms to the Executive Director. 

5. Executive Director. One employee of the vendor, or one representative 

from the vendor group in the event that there are multiple vendors, shall be 

an Executive Director who shall manage day-to-day operations and report 

periodically to the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel. 
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C. Phase 1 of the Clearinghouse: Data Collection, Initial Analytics and 

Reporting 

1. System Development 

a) Within one (1) year of the Clearinghouse Retention Date, the 

Clearinghouse shall develop systems to receive and analyze data 

obtained from the Injunctive Relief Distributors pursuant to 

electronic transmission formats to be agreed upon by the 

Clearinghouse Advisory Panel. 

b) In developing such systems, the Clearinghouse shall ensure that: 

(1) The systems provide robust reporting and analytic 

capabilities. 

(2) Data obtained from Injunctive Relief Distributors shall be 

automatically pulled from the existing order management 

data platforms (e.g., SAP). 

(3) The systems shall be designed to receive data from sources 

other than the Injunctive Relief Distributors, including 

pharmacies, non-Injunctive Relief Distributors, the DEA, 

State Boards of Pharmacy, and other relevant sources, 

pursuant to standardized electronic transmission formats. 

(4) The systems shall be designed to protect personally 

identifiable information (“PII”) and protected health 

information (“PHI”) from disclosure and shall comply with 

HIPAA and any federal and state laws relating to the 

protection of PII and PHI. 

(5) The Clearinghouse will establish a HIPAA-compliant 

database that can be accessed by state authorities, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors, and any entities that 

subsequently participate in the Clearinghouse. The database 

that will be made available to the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors and any non-governmental entities that 

subsequently participate in the Clearinghouse will also 

blind commercially sensitive information. 

(6) State authorities shall have access to the HIPAA-compliant 

database via web-based tools and no additional or 

specialized equipment or software shall be required. This 

access shall allow state authorities to query the HIPAA-

compliant database without limitation. 
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(7) The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall be permitted to use 

data obtained from the Clearinghouse for anti-diversion 

purposes, including the uses expressly contemplated by the 

Injunctive Relief Terms. The Injunctive Relief Distributors 

shall not sell (or obtain license fees for) data obtained from 

Clearinghouse to any third-parties. Nothing in the 

Injunctive Relief Terms shall prohibit an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor from using its own data, including data 

provided to the Injunctive Relief Distributor by third-

parties other than the Clearinghouse, for any commercial 

purposes, including selling or licensing its data to third-

parties. 

2. Aggregation of Data 

a) It is the goal of the Settling States and the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors for the Clearinghouse to obtain comprehensive data 

from all distributors, pharmacies, and other relevant data sources to 

provide maximum permissible transparency into the distribution 

and dispensing of Controlled Substances. During Phase 1, the 

Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall develop recommendations for 

ways to achieve this goal. 

b) In Phase 1, the Injunctive Relief Distributors shall provide and/or 

facilitate the collection of, and the Clearinghouse shall collect and 

maintain, the following: 

(1) Injunctive Relief Distributor transaction data for Controlled 

Substances and non-Controlled Substances, specified at the 

NDC, date, quantity, and customer level. 

(2) Injunctive Relief Distributor information on Customers that 

have been terminated and/or declined onboarding due to 

concerns regarding Controlled Substance dispensing 

following the Effective Date. 

c) The Clearinghouse shall make available to the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors, in a format to be determined by the Clearinghouse 

Advisory Panel, blinded data for their CSMP due diligence 

functions. The data will include all Controlled Substances and non-

Controlled Substances and be refreshed on a regular basis. The 

Clearinghouse will also seek to provide non-identifying 

information regarding whether a single distributor is associated 

with multiple warehouses with unique DEA registrations (e.g., 

multiple distribution centers operated by a single distributor), in 

the data it makes available. 
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d) During Phase 1, the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel (with input 

from its Dispensing Data subcommittee) will develop an 

operational plan to obtain Dispensing Data directly from 

pharmacies, unless the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel determines it 

is inadvisable to do so. The operational plan developed by the 

Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall address compliance with 

HIPAA and shall include recommendations to facilitate the 

collection of Dispensing Data in compliance with HIPAA and 

relevant state privacy laws. To the extent possible, the 

Clearinghouse will begin collecting Dispensing Data during 

Phase 1. 

e) Nothing in the Injunctive Relief Terms shall require the Injunctive 

Relief Distributors to indemnify or otherwise be responsible to 

pharmacy customers for any claims resulting from the provision of 

Dispensing Data to the Clearinghouse, including, but not limited 

to, claims related to any data breaches occurring with the data 

transmitted to or maintained by the Clearinghouse. 

3. State and Federal Reporting Requirements 

a) The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall comply with state and 

federal transactional and Suspicious Order reporting requirements 

related to Controlled Substances as follows: 

(1) Until such time as the Clearinghouse is able to provide 

transactional and Suspicious Order regulatory reporting to 

the states on behalf of the Injunctive Relief Distributors, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors shall continue to file all 

required reports under state law and those reports required 

by these Injunctive Relief Terms. 

(2) Once the Clearinghouse is able to process and submit such 

reports, the Clearinghouse may process and submit those 

reports on behalf of each Injunctive Relief Distributor to 

the states. At all times during Phase 1, each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor shall remain responsible for the 

identification of Suspicious Orders and will remain liable 

for a failure to submit transactional data or Suspicious 

Order reports required under state law or these Injunctive 

Relief Terms. 

(3) An Injunctive Relief Distributor may elect to fulfill its 

reporting obligations directly, rather than have the 

Clearinghouse assume the responsibility for the 

transmission of the various reports. 
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4. Additional Reports and Analytics 

a) In consultation with the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel, the 

Clearinghouse shall work to develop additional reports and 

analyses to assist the Settling States and the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors in addressing Controlled Substance diversion, 

including, but not limited to, identifying Red Flags consistent with 

Section VIII. 

b) The Clearinghouse will generate analyses and reports to be used by 

the Settling States and the Injunctive Relief Distributors based on 

format and content recommended by the Clearinghouse Advisory 

Panel. In order to refine the format and reach final 

recommendations, the Clearinghouse shall prepare sample 

analytical reports for a sample geographic region to review with 

the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel. The sample reports will also be 

shared with the DEA in an effort to receive additional feedback. 

c) After the content and format of the sample reports have been 

approved by the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel, the Clearinghouse 

will begin producing reports on a periodic basis. 

d) The Clearinghouse will develop capabilities to provide Settling 

States customized reports upon reasonable request to assist in their 

efforts to combat the diversion of Controlled Substances and for 

other public health and regulatory purposes. 

e) After the Clearinghouse has obtained sufficient Dispensing Data 

from Customers, the Clearinghouse shall commence providing 

standard reports to the Settling States and Injunctive Relief 

Distributors that will include summaries and analysis of 

Dispensing Data. The reports and analytics of Dispensing Data 

shall be developed in consultation with the Clearinghouse 

Advisory Panel (including its Dispensing Data subcommittee) and 

shall include, but not be limited to: 

(1) Identification of Customers whose dispensing may indicate 

Red Flags consistent with Section VIII, as determined by 

the Clearinghouse from aggregate data; and 

(2) Identification of Customers whose aggregate dispensing 

volumes for Highly Diverted Controlled Substances are 

disproportionately high relative to the population of the 

relevant geographic area. 

f) The Clearinghouse shall also prepare reports and analyses for the 

Settling States and Injunctive Relief Distributors identifying 

prescribers whose prescribing behavior suggests they may not be 
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engaged in the legitimate practice of medicine. Such reports and 

analysis shall be developed in consultation with the Clearinghouse 

Advisory Panel (including its Dispensing Data subcommittee) and 

shall seek to identify and evaluate: 

(1) Prescribers who routinely prescribe large volumes of 

Highly Diverted Controlled Substances relative to other 

prescribers with similar specialties, including health care 

professionals who prescribe a large number of prescriptions 

for high dosage amounts of Highly Diverted Controlled 

Substances; 

(2) Prescribers whose prescriptions for Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substances are routinely and disproportionately 

filled in a geographic area that is unusual based on the 

prescriber’s location; and 

(3) Prescribers who routinely prescribe out-of-specialty or out-

of-practice area without legitimate reason. 

g) Reports or analysis generated by the Clearinghouse may not be 

based on complete data due to a lack of participation by non-

Injunctive Relief Distributors and pharmacies. As such, Injunctive 

Relief Distributors shall not be held responsible for actions or 

inactions related to reports and analysis prepared by the 

Clearinghouse which may be based on incomplete data due to a 

lack of participation by non-Injunctive Relief Distributors and 

pharmacies. 

D. Phase 2 of the Clearinghouse: Additional Data Collection and Analytics and 

Assumption of CSMP Functions 

Within one (1) year of Phase 1 of the Clearinghouse being operational, the 

Clearinghouse and the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall develop a detailed 

strategic and implementation plan for Phase 2 of the Clearinghouse (“Phase 2 

Planning Report”). Phase 2 will consist of two parts. Phase 2-A will focus on 

increasing data collection from non-Injunctive Relief Distributors, pharmacies 

and other data sources and developing enhanced analytics based on the 

experiences gained from Phase 1. Phase 2-A will also include recommendations 

for the development of uniform federal and state reporting. Phase 2-B will involve 

the potential assumption of various CSMP activities, including Threshold setting 

and order management by the Clearinghouse. The Phase 2 Planning Report will 

address both Phase 2-A and Phase 2-B. After the completion of the Phase 2 

Planning Report, individual Injunctive Relief Distributors, in their sole discretion, 

may elect not to proceed with Phase 2-B as provided by Section XVII.E. If one or 

more Injunctive Relief Distributors elect to proceed with Phase 2-B, the goal will 

be to have Phase 2-B fully operational within two (2) years of the Clearinghouse 
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Retention Date and no later than three (3) years of the Clearinghouse Retention 

Date. 

1. Phase 2-A: Additional Data Collection and Analytics 

a) During Phase 2-A, the Clearinghouse will continue the functions 

defined in Phase 1 and work to expand the scope of its data 

collection and enhance its analytics and reporting capabilities 

including the following: 

(1) Integration of data from additional sources, including: 

(a) Transaction data from other distributors, including 

manufacturers that distribute directly to retail 

pharmacies and pharmacies that self-warehouse; 

and 

(b) Where possible, state PDMP data and other data, 

including, but not limited to, State Board of 

Medicine and Board of Pharmacy sanctions, and 

agreed-upon industry data. If state PDMP data is 

effectively duplicative of Dispensing Data already 

obtained in Phase 1, it will not be necessary for the 

Clearinghouse to obtain state PDMP data. 

(2) Development of additional metrics analyzing the data 

available from the additional data sources (PDMP, other 

pharmacy data, sanction authorities, and third-party volume 

projections). 

(3) Development of real-time or near real-time access to 

distribution data, dispensing data and other data sources. 

(4) Refinement of methodologies for analyzing Dispensing 

Data to identify suspicious prescribers. 

(5) Development of additional capabilities to provide Settling 

States, the Injunctive Relief Distributors and potentially the 

DEA customized reporting from the Clearinghouse upon 

reasonable request. 

2. Phase 2-A: Uniform Required Reporting 

a) The Clearinghouse and the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall 

develop uniform reporting recommendations for potential 

implementation by state regulators in order to allow the Injunctive 

Relief Distributors to satisfy their obligations under the Injunctive 

Case: 2:19-cv-02491-SDM-EPD Doc #: 100-2 Filed: 05/25/22 Page: 33 of 55  PAGEID #: 3248



FINAL AGREEMENT 3.25.22 

 

P-33 

Relief Terms and state and federal laws in a uniform and consistent 

manner.  

b) It is a goal of the Settling States and the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors to: 

(1) Streamline and simplify required reporting which will 

benefit the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the Settling 

States, as well as the DEA; 

(2) Develop uniform transactional and Suspicious Order 

reporting requirements; and 

(3) Provide for the submission of uniform Suspicious Order 

reports. 

3. Phase 2-B: Clearinghouse Assumption of CSMP Functions 

a) With respect to Phase 2-B, the Phase 2 Planning Report shall 

address: 

(1) Engagement with stakeholders, including the DEA, to 

develop the system of Threshold setting and Suspicious 

Order reporting to potentially be provided by the 

Clearinghouse; 

(2) Development of technology and rules, including any 

proposed changes to federal law or regulations; 

(3) Development of models for the identification of Suspicious 

Orders and setting universal Thresholds in a manner 

consistent with Section XII. These models shall include 

active order management and order fulfillment protocols to 

ensure that orders are compared to relevant Thresholds by 

the Clearinghouse before shipment instructions are 

provided by the Clearinghouse to the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors. The models shall also include the 

identification of Suspicious Orders when they are placed by 

Customers, which will be held before shipment or blocked 

based on instructions provided by the Clearinghouse to the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors. 

(4) Development of criteria governing distribution to 

Customers that have placed one or more Orders that exceed 

a Threshold; 
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(5) Development of rules for allocating Orders placed by 

Customers that have more than one Distributor if one or 

more Orders exceed a Threshold; 

(6) Development of a pilot project for a sample geographic 

region to perform data analysis to test the models for 

Threshold setting and the identification of Suspicious 

Orders. 

b) Following implementation of Phase 2-B, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors participating in Phase 2-B and the State Compliance 

Review Committee shall meet and confer with respect to whether 

to expand the scope of the Clearinghouse to cover additional anti-

diversion functions, such as the performance of due diligence. 

c) CSMP functions that have been assumed by the Clearinghouse 

during Phase 2-B will no longer be performed by participating 

Injunctive Relief Distributors individually through their CSMPs. 

CSMP functions performed by the Clearinghouse will assist 

participating Injunctive Relief Distributors to satisfy the applicable 

legal obligations of those Injunctive Relief Distributors. The 

Clearinghouse’s performance of CSMP functions will not relieve 

participating Injunctive Relief Distributors from their legal 

obligations unless (i) the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the 

State Compliance Review Committee jointly enter into a written 

agreement for the Clearinghouse to assume legal requirements 

during Phase 2-B; and (ii) all vendors and consultants working on 

the Clearinghouse agree in writing to assume such obligations. 

Nothing in this paragraph shall apply to any Injunctive Relief 

Distributor that does not participate in Phase 2-B pursuant to 

Section XVII.E. 

E. Option to Opt Out of Phase 2-B 

1. Each Injunctive Relief Distributor shall have the option, in its sole 

discretion, to elect not to participate in Phase 2-B at any point. In the event 

that an Injunctive Relief Distributor elects not to participate in Phase 2-B, 

that Injunctive Relief Distributor shall cease to have any obligation to fund 

future costs directly related to Phase 2-B of the Clearinghouse or to 

implement the Clearinghouse’s determinations as to identification of 

Suspicious Orders and Suspicious Order reporting. If an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor elects not to participate in Phase 2-B, that Injunctive Relief 

Distributor shall remain responsible for the requirements specified for 

Phase 1 and Phase 2-A of the Clearinghouse and shall be responsible for 

contributing to the costs associated with Phase 1 and Phase 2-A. 
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2. In the event that an Injunctive Relief Distributor elects not to participate in 

Phase 2-B, the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall discuss and make 

recommendations for any necessary adjustments to the Phase 2-B 

capabilities described in Section XVII.D.3.  

F. Funding 

1. The establishment and ongoing operations of the Clearinghouse shall be 

funded by the Injunctive Relief Distributors for a period of ten (10) years 

commencing on the Clearinghouse Retention Date. 

2. For each of the first two (2) years of the operation of the Clearinghouse, 

the Injunctive Relief Distributors will make total payments of $7.5 million 

per year combined. For years three (3) through ten (10), the Injunctive 

Relief Distributors will make total payments of $3 million per year 

combined. Additional costs associated with Phase 2-B shall be billed to 

the Injunctive Relief Distributors participating in Phase 2-B. 

3. Payments by the Injunctive Relief Distributors for the Clearinghouse shall 

be allocated among the Injunctive Relief Distributors as set forth in 

Section IV.H of the Settlement Agreement, dated as of July 21, 2021, 

which incorporates these Injunctive Relief Terms as Exhibit P. 

4. In the event that the cost of the Clearinghouse exceeds the amounts 

provided by the Injunctive Relief Distributors, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors and State Compliance Review Committee shall meet-and-

confer on alternatives, which may include: 

a) Limiting the operations of the Clearinghouse consistent with a 

revised budget; 

b) Seeking additional sources of funding for the Clearinghouse; 

and/or 

c) Allocating, in a manner consistent with the allocation of payments 

between the Injunctive Relief Distributors as set forth in Section 

XVII.F.3, additional amounts that are the responsibility of the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors to be used for the operation of the 

Clearinghouse. 

5. The Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review 

Committee agree to engage in good faith discussions regarding potential 

continued operation and funding of the Clearinghouse following the initial 

ten (10) year period of Clearinghouse operations. 

6. The Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review 

Committee shall develop a means to obtain payments from other parties 

that may use or benefit from the Clearinghouse, including, but not limited 
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to, other settling defendants, non-Injunctive Relief Distributors, or other 

parties and the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel shall consider other funding 

sources for the Clearinghouse. This may include consideration of a user 

fee or other model by which non-Injunctive Relief Distributors that use the 

Clearinghouse will contribute to funding the Clearinghouse. 

7. In the event that ten (10) or more Settling States reach agreements with 

any national retail chain pharmacies to resolve claims related to the 

distribution of Controlled Substances, the Settling States’ Attorneys’ 

General agree to make participation in the Clearinghouse, including 

providing data to the Clearinghouse and contribution to the cost of the 

operation of the Clearinghouse, a condition of any settlement. The Settling 

States’ Attorneys’ General agree to make best efforts to ensure that any 

other settling distributors and/or pharmacies participate in the 

Clearinghouse. To the extent that the Attorneys General are able to secure 

participation by additional distributors and/or pharmacies, it is anticipated 

that, to the extent practicable based on the financial and relative size of the 

settling distributor and/or pharmacy, those entities will contribute to the 

cost of the operation of the Clearinghouse. The Injunctive Relief 

Distributors’ obligation to fund the Clearinghouse shall be partially 

reduced by contributions obtained from other distributors and/or 

pharmacies pursuant to a formula to be determined by the Clearinghouse 

Advisory Panel. 

G. Confidentiality 

1. All data provided to the Clearinghouse shall be confidential. 

2. Information provided by distributors participating in the Clearinghouse 

may not be provided to any other entity or individual outside those 

expressly contemplated by the Injunctive Relief Terms. 

3. The Clearinghouse may not provide to any distributor information specific 

to another distributor. Notwithstanding the prior sentence, the 

Clearinghouse may provide blinded data to a distributor reflecting total 

Orders (across all distributors) for a particular Customer, region, and/or 

state at the base code and NDC number level and all transactional data 

information. Such information may only be used by receiving distributors 

for purposes of identifying, minimizing, or otherwise addressing the risk 

of Controlled Substances diversion. No distributor or pharmacy, including 

the Injunctive Relief Distributors, shall attempt to obtain revenue from this 

information. Such information provided by the Clearinghouse shall be 

compliant with all applicable laws and regulations. 

4. If the Clearinghouse receives a request for disclosure of any data, material 

or other information created or shared under the Injunctive Relief Terms, 

pursuant to a Third Party Request, the Clearinghouse shall notify the 
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Injunctive Relief Distributors and the Clearinghouse Advisory Panel of the 

Third Party Request and any confidential information to be disclosed so 

that the Injunctive Relief Distributors may seek a protective order or 

otherwise challenge or object to the disclosure. The Clearinghouse shall 

provide the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the Clearinghouse Advisory 

Panel with at least ten (10) days’ advance notice before complying with 

any Third Party Request for confidential information, except where state 

law requires a lesser period of advance notice. 

H. Data Integrity 

1. The Clearinghouse shall use best-in-class technology to preserve the 

integrity of the data. 

2. The Clearinghouse shall report any data breaches under HIPAA and state 

law that occur as a result of any of its data collection and reporting 

activities to the Settling States and other authorities as required by law. 

3. The Injunctive Relief Distributors and the Settling States shall not be 

liable for any breaches of any databases maintained by the Clearinghouse. 

This does not excuse the Clearinghouse or its vendor(s) from compliance 

with all state and federal laws and regulations governing (1) the protection 

of personal information and protected health information, or (2) 

notifications relating to Data Security Events. 

I. Credit for Investment in the Clearinghouse 

1. The Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review 

Committee shall negotiate in good faith regarding a potential credit against 

Injunctive Relief Distributors’ overall settlement obligations if costs 

exceed the amounts specified in Section XVII.F. 

XVIII.  MONITOR 

A. Monitor Selection and Engagement 

1. The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall engage a Monitor to perform the 

reviews described in Section XVIII.F. The Monitor shall employ or retain 

personnel who have appropriate qualifications related to the 

pharmaceutical industry and the laws governing the distribution of 

pharmaceuticals, the distribution of Controlled Substances, and the 

applicable requirements of federal and state law. The Monitor may also 

employ or retain personnel who have appropriate qualifications in the 

audit and review of sample documents in order to conduct the reviews 

described in Section XVIII.F. To the extent additional expertise is required 

for the engagement, the Monitor may retain the services of third-party 

consultants. 
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2. The Monitor must perform each review described in Section XVIII.F in a 

professionally independent and objective fashion, as defined in the most 

recent Government Auditing Standards issued by the United States 

Government Accountability Office. A Monitor shall not be engaged in 

active litigation involving one or more of the Injunctive Relief Distributors 

or Settling States or present a potential conflict of interest involving 

matters concerning an Injunctive Relief Distributor, except by agreement 

of the affected parties. If the Monitor is employed by an entity that 

performed work for any Injunctive Relief Distributor or any of the Settling 

States prior to the Effective Date, the Monitor will cause to be 

implemented appropriate ethical walls between the Monitor team and the 

employees of the firm who have previously performed work for an 

Injunctive Relief Distributor or any of the Settling States. 

3. The process for selecting the Monitor shall be as follows: 

a) Within sixty (60) calendar days of the Effective Date, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review 

Committee shall exchange pools of recommended candidates to 

serve as the Monitor. The pools shall each contain the names of 

three (3) individuals, groups of individuals, or firms. 

b) After receiving the pools of Monitor candidates, the Injunctive 

Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review Committee 

shall have the right to meet with the candidates and conduct 

appropriate interviews of the personnel who are expected to work 

on the project. The Injunctive Relief Distributors (individually or 

in combination) and the State Compliance Review Committee may 

veto any of the candidates, and must do so in writing within thirty 

(30) days of receiving the pool of candidates. If all three (3) 

candidates within a pool are rejected by either the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors or the State Compliance Review Committee, the party 

who rejected the three (3) candidates may direct the other party to 

provide up to three (3) additional qualified candidates within thirty 

(30) calendar days of receipt of said notice. 

c) If the Injunctive Relief Distributors or the State Compliance 

Review Committee do not object to a proposed candidate, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors or the State Compliance Review 

Committee shall so notify the other in writing within thirty (30) 

days of receiving the pool of candidates. If more than one 

candidate remains, the State Compliance Review Committee shall 

select the Monitor from the remaining candidates. Within thirty 

(30) calendar days of the selection of the Monitor, the Injunctive 

Relief Distributors shall retain the Monitor, and finalize all terms 

of engagement, supplying a copy of an engagement letter to the 

State Compliance Review Committee. The terms of engagement 
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shall include a process by which Injunctive Relief Distributors may 

challenge Monitor costs as excessive, duplicative or unnecessary, 

which process must be approved by the State Compliance Review 

Committee. 

4. The Injunctive Relief Distributors shall be responsible for the Monitor’s 

fees and costs directly related to its performance of the work specified by 

the Injunctive Relief Terms up to a limit of $1,000,000 per year per 

Injunctive Relief Distributor (i.e., a total of $3,000,000 per year). 

5. Prior to each year, the Monitor shall submit a combined annual budget to 

the Injunctive Relief Distributors and State Compliance Review 

Committee that shall not exceed a total of $3,000,000. The Monitor shall 

submit quarterly reports to the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State 

Compliance Review Committee tracking actual spend to the annual 

budget. 

6. In the event that any of the Injunctive Relief Distributors or State 

Compliance Review Committee believe that the Monitor is not performing 

its duties and responsibilities under the Injunctive Relief Terms in a 

reasonably cost effective manner, an Injunctive Relief Distributor or the 

State Compliance Review Committee shall recommend in writing changes 

to the Monitor’s practices to reduce cost. The Monitor, Injunctive Relief 

Distributors, and the State Compliance Review Committee shall meet and 

confer in good faith in response to such a recommendation. 

7. In the event that the Injunctive Relief Distributor and the State 

Compliance Review Committee cannot agree on whether the 

recommended cost reductions are warranted, either the State Compliance 

Review Committee or the Injunctive Relief Distributors may submit the 

question to the National Arbitration Panel, who shall determine whether 

the Monitor is performing its duties and responsibilities under the 

Injunctive Relief Terms in a reasonably cost effective manner, and, if not, 

the necessary changes to the Monitor’s practices to reduce cost. 

8. If the National Arbitration Panel determines that the Monitor cannot 

complete the reviews described in Section XVIII.F within the combined 

annual budget of $3,000,000, the National Arbitration Panel shall require 

the Monitor to provide the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State 

Compliance Review Committee with a written report explaining why it is 

not possible to complete the reviews within budget and all steps the 

Monitor has taken to perform its duties and responsibilities under the 

Injunctive Relief Terms in a reasonably cost effective manner. After 

receiving the Monitor’s report, the Injunctive Relief Distributors, and the 

State Compliance Review Committee shall meet and confer in good faith 

to determine whether an increase in the combined budget is appropriate. If 

the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance Review 
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Committee cannot reach an agreement on the amount of the reasonable 

costs in excess of $3,000,000 for the relevant year, the issue will be 

submitted to the National Arbitration Panel for resolution. The National 

Arbitration Panel may award additional costs up to total cap of $5,000,000 

for the relevant year ($3,000,000 plus an additional $2,000,000). 

9. Unless the Injunctive Relief Distributors and the State Compliance 

Review Committee agree otherwise as part of the meet and confer process 

in the prior paragraph (such as by agreeing to limit the Monitor’s duties 

and responsibilities for the remainder of the year), the amount above 

$3,000,000 and up to the total cap of $5,000,000 in a given year necessary 

for the Monitor to complete the reviews described in Section XVIII.F shall 

be divided evenly among the Injunctive Relief Distributors without 

reducing any other amounts that are the responsibility of the Injunctive 

Relief Distributors. 

B. Early Termination of the Monitor 

1. In the event any of the Injunctive Relief Distributors or State Compliance 

Review Committee believe that the Monitor is not performing its duties 

and responsibilities under the Injunctive Relief Terms in a reasonably 

professional, competent and independent manner, an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor or the State Compliance Review Committee shall recommend 

replacement of the Monitor in writing. The Injunctive Relief Distributors 

and the State Compliance Review Committee shall meet and confer in 

good faith in response to a recommendation to replace the Monitor. If the 

State Compliance Review Committee and the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors agree that the Monitor should be replaced, a replacement 

Monitor will be selected in the manner set forth in Section XVIII.A.3. 

2. In the event the Injunctive Relief Distributor and the State Compliance 

Review Committee cannot agree on whether the Monitor should be 

replaced, either the State Compliance Review Committee or the Injunctive 

Relief Distributors may submit the question of the Monitor’s dismissal to 

the National Arbitration Panel, and the Monitor shall only be dismissed if 

that panel finds that there is Good Cause for dismissal. Good Cause for 

dismissal shall mean (a) a material and substantial breach of the terms of 

the Monitor’s obligations under the Injunctive Relief Terms; (b) any act of 

dishonesty, misappropriation, embezzlement, intentional fraud, or similar 

conduct by the Monitor; (c) any clear pattern of bias or prejudice in favor 

or against any party by the Monitor; (d) conduct by the Monitor that 

demonstrates unfitness to fulfill the functions of the Monitor reasonably 

and competently; or (e) conflicts of interest described in Section 

XVIII.A.2. If the panel finds that the Monitor should be dismissed, a 

replacement Monitor will be selected in the manner set forth in Section 

XVIII.A.3. 
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3. In addition, if the Monitor resigns for any reason, a replacement Monitor 

will be selected in the manner set forth in Section XVIII.A.3. 

C. Term and Reporting Periods 

1. The term of the Monitor will be five (5) years from the date the Monitor is 

appointed, divided into one-year periods for purposes of the reviews and 

reporting described in Section XVIII (“Reporting Periods”). 

D. Monitor Access to Information 

1. In connection with its reviews set forth in Section XVIII.F, the Monitor 

may request to interview employees with appropriate authority and 

responsibilities as necessary. In the event that an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor believes that the Monitor is requesting an unreasonable 

number of interviews or requesting interviews of employees who do not 

have relevant information to the reviews required by Section XVIII.F, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor and State Compliance Review Committee 

shall meet and confer in good faith to resolve this issue. 

2. The Chief Diversion Control Officer of each Injunctive Relief Distributor 

or a direct report of the Chief Diversion Control Officer shall serve as the 

primary point of contact for the Monitor to facilitate the Monitor’s access 

to documents, materials, or staff necessary to conduct the reviews 

specified in Section XVIII.F. The Monitor shall communicate any request 

for documents, materials, or access to staff to the Chief Diversion Control 

Officers or their designees. 

3. If at any time the Monitor believes there is undue delay, resistance, 

interference, limitation, or denial of access to any records or to any 

employee or former employee deemed necessary by the Monitor to 

conduct the reviews specified in Section XVIII.F, the Monitor shall notify 

the Chief Diversion Control Officer of the Injunctive Relief Distributor 

and they shall meet and confer to resolve such issue. If the Monitor 

believes that the matter was not resolved, the Monitor shall immediately 

report the issue to the State Compliance Review Committee.   

4. To the extent any of the documents requested by the Monitor contain 

material protected from disclosure by any legal privilege, including the 

attorney-client privilege or attorney work product protections, an 

Injunctive Relief Distributor may redact such material before providing 

the documents to the Monitor, but must provide the Monitor with a 

privilege log describing the redacted information and identifying the basis 

for redaction. 

5. Notwithstanding any other information referenced and produced pursuant 

to Section XVIII, the Monitor shall have access to, and each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor’s Chief Diversion Control Officer shall produce to the 
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Monitor, any settlement agreements with government entities entered into 

after the Effective Date specifically concerning the requirements contained 

in the Injunctive Relief Terms and an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s 

distribution of Controlled Substances (as opposed to distribution of 

pharmaceutical products in general). 

E. Settling States’ Access to Monitor 

1. Other than in connection with the initiation of a Notice of Potential 

Violation set forth in Section XIX.B.2, should the Monitor believe it needs 

to initiate communication with the State Compliance Review Committee 

regarding an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s compliance with the 

Injunctive Relief Terms, the Monitor’s communications should include the 

Chief Diversion Control Officer or counsel of the affected Injunctive 

Relief Distributor, regardless of the form of communication. 

2. The State Compliance Review Committee shall have access to any 

settlement agreements produced to the Monitor pursuant to Section 

XVIII.D.5. 

F. Reviews to be Conducted by the Monitor 

1. There shall be two (2) types of reviews to be conducted by the Monitor: 

a) Customer-specific reviews, as set forth in Section XVIII.F.2; and  

b) System reviews, as set forth in Section XVIII.F.3. 

2. Customer-Specific Reviews 

a) The following Customer-specific reviews will be conducted by the 

Monitor for each Injunctive Relief Distributor for each of the 

Reporting Periods: 

(1) Threshold Change Request Review (“TCR Review”); 

(2) Onboarding New Customer Review (“Onboarding 

Review”); 

(3) Ongoing Due Diligence Review (“Ongoing Diligence 

Review”); 

(4) Customer Termination Review (“Termination Review”); 

and 

(5) Orders that Exceed Thresholds but are Shipped Review 

(“Exceeded Threshold Review”). 
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b) Sample selection and audit periods for TCR Reviews, Onboarding 

Reviews, Ongoing Diligence Reviews, Termination Reviews, and 

Exceeded Threshold Reviews: 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor will review a 

representative sample of files for the performance of the 

TCR Reviews, Onboarding Reviews, and Ongoing 

Diligence Reviews. The Monitor shall select a sample 

representative of various geographic regions, customer 

types (Independent Retail Pharmacy Customers or Chain 

Customer), and distribution centers. 

(2) The Monitor will meet and confer with each of the 

Injunctive Relief Distributors to determine the appropriate 

audit period within each Reporting Period from which the 

samples will be selected (e.g. samples will be selected from 

the first six (6) months of a reporting period to allow the 

Monitor time to perform its review during the remainder of 

the reporting period). 

(3) Within thirty (30) calendar days following the close of the 

agreed-upon audit period, the Injunctive Relief Distributors 

(or the Clearinghouse once operational, if able to do so) 

will provide the Monitor with the following lists of relevant 

Customers for each type of review: 

(a) A list of all Customers that requested at least one 

Threshold increase for a Highly Diverted Controlled 

Substance during the relevant audit period, 

including the number of such requests by each 

Customer; 

(b) A list of all Customers that were onboarded during 

the relevant audit period and, during that period, 

ordered and received Highly Diverted Controlled 

Substances; 

(c) A list of all Customers that were the subject of an 

Ongoing Diligence Review during the relevant audit 

period; 

(d) A list of all Customers that, for reasons related to 

Controlled Substance regulatory compliance, were 

terminated during the relevant audit period; and 

(e) A list of all Orders for Highly Diverted Controlled 

Substances where a decision was made to ship the 

Order even though the order exceeded the otherwise 
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applicable Threshold, with number of such shipped 

orders. 

(4) Within fifteen (15) calendar days of compiling this 

Customer information for sample selection, each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor shall propose a reasonable number of 

customer files for each review to the Monitor. 

(5) Within fifteen (15) calendar days of receiving the lists 

specified above from the Injunctive Relief Distributors, the 

Monitor shall choose representative files to be reviewed 

from these lists. Each list will include the Customers’ zip 

code, geographic region, distribution center, and customer 

type (Independent Retail Pharmacy Customer or Chain 

Customer). 

c) TCR Reviews 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall conduct a 

TCR Review for a sample review of Customers who 

requested at least one Threshold increase for Highly 

Diverted Controlled Substances for each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor. For the TCR Reviews, the Monitor shall review 

the information contained in the files of the sample 

Customers and determine whether the information reflects 

substantial compliance with the requirements of Section 

XII.C.3. 

d) Onboarding Reviews 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall conduct an 

Onboarding Review of a sample of Customers that were 

onboarded during the applicable audit period and, during 

that period, ordered and received Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substances from the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor. For the Onboarding Reviews, the Monitor shall 

review the information contained in the files of the sample 

Customers and determine whether the information reflects 

substantial compliance with the requirements of Section IX. 

e) Ongoing Diligence Reviews 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall conduct an 

Ongoing Diligence Review of a sample of Customers for 

each Injunctive Relief Distributor that was the subject of an 

Ongoing Diligence Review during the relevant audit 

period. For the Ongoing Diligence Reviews, the Monitor 

shall review the information contained in the files of the 
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sample of Customers and determine whether the 

information reflects substantial compliance with the 

requirements of Section X. 

f) Termination Reviews 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall conduct a 

review of a sample of Customers that were terminated by 

each Injunctive Relief Distributor during the audit period. 

For the Termination Reviews, the Monitor shall review the 

information contained in the files of the sample of 

Customers and determine whether the information reflects 

substantial compliance with the requirements of Section 

XIV. 

g) Exceeded Threshold Review 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall conduct a 

review of a sample of Orders for Highly Diverted 

Controlled Substances where a decision was made by the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor to ship the Order even though 

the Order exceeded the applicable Threshold. For the 

Exceeded Threshold Reviews, the Monitor shall review the 

information contained in the Customer files related to the 

Orders and determine whether the information reflects 

substantial compliance with the requirements of Section 

XIII.B. 

3. Annual System Reviews: 

a) The following system reviews will be conducted by the Monitor 

for each Injunctive Relief Distributor for each of the Reporting 

Periods: 

(1) CSMP Review; 

(2) Threshold Setting Process Review; 

(3) Suspicious Orders and Suspicious Order Report Review; 

(4) Compensation Review; 

(5) Red Flag Review; and 

(6) Review of CSMP Integration with Clearinghouse. 

b) CSMP Review 
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(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall conduct a 

review of the following materials from each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor: 

(a) Current CSMP policies and procedures; 

(b) Organizational charts for the departments that are 

relevant to the CSMP organization; 

(c) Logs and/or summaries of any reports received on 

the “hot line” required by Section V.E and the 

action or response of an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor to any such reports; 

(d) Copies of the quarterly reports provided by the 

Chief Diversion Control Officer to the CSMP 

Committee as required by Section IV.C; 

(e) Copies of the quarterly reports provided by the 

CSMP Committee to senior management and the 

Board of Directors as required by Section VI.C; and 

(f) Copies of the materials used for the training 

required by Section VII and lists of the attendees of 

the training. 

c) Threshold Setting Process Review: 

(1) For each Reporting Period, each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor or its outside consultants shall prepare a 

summary report describing how its Threshold-setting 

methodology for Independent Retail Pharmacy Customers 

and Chain Customers complies with Section XII (the 

“Annual Threshold Analysis and Assessment Report”). 

(2) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall review the 

Annual Threshold Analysis and Assessment Report, 

determine whether the information reflects substantial 

compliance with the requirements of Section XII, and 

include any Observations and Recommendations, as 

defined in Section XVIII.G, in its annual Audit Report. 

d) Suspicious Orders and Suspicious Order Reporting Review: 

(1) For each Reporting Period, each Injunctive Relief 

Distributors will provide the Monitor with a report 

containing summary metrics for the Suspicious Orders that 

were reported to the DEA and the Settling States (the 
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“Suspicious Order Metrics Report”). In the Suspicious 

Order Metrics Report, the Injunctive Relief Distributors 

will also provide summary metrics for Orders of Highly 

Diverted Controlled Substances that exceeded a Threshold 

but were still shipped. 

(2) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall review the 

Suspicious Order Metrics Report, determine whether the 

information reflects substantial compliance with the 

requirements of Section XIII, and include any Observations 

and Recommendations in its annual Audit Report. 

e) Compensation Reviews: 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor will review 

compensation-related policy documents for each Injunctive 

Relief Distributor for sales personnel. The Monitor shall 

analyze those documents and determine whether the 

compensation policies of each Injunctive Relief Distributor 

comply with the requirements contained in Section V. 

f) Red Flags Review: 

(1) For each Reporting Period, the Monitor shall review the 

Red Flags defined in Section VIII and their incorporation 

into each Injunctive Relief Distributor’s policies and 

procedures. The Monitor shall determine whether the 

information reflects substantial compliance with the 

requirements of Section VIII and include any Observations 

and Recommendations, as called for by Section VIII.C, 

about those definitions in its annual Audit Report. 

g) Review of CSMP Integration with the Clearinghouse: 

(1) For each Reporting Period, each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor shall prepare a report summarizing the status of 

the Injunctive Relief Distributor’s CSMP integration with 

the operation of the Clearinghouse (“Clearinghouse 

Integration Report”). The Monitor shall review each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor’s Clearinghouse Integration 

Report, determine whether the information reflects 

substantial compliance with the requirements of Section 

XVII, and include any Observations and Recommendations 

in its annual Audit Report. 

G. Observations and Recommendations: 
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1. If the Monitor notes any areas for potential improvement during the course 

of the reviews conducted pursuant to the Injunctive Relief Terms, the 

Monitor shall include any such recommendations in the Audit Report. 

Collectively, any such questions, concerns or recommendations will be 

referred to as “Observations and Recommendations.” 

H. Audit Reports: 

1. No later than one hundred and twenty (120) calendar days prior to the end 

of a Reporting Period and/or at any other time deemed reasonably 

necessary by the Monitor, the Monitor shall provide each Injunctive Relief 

Distributor with a draft report detailing any instances of substantial non-

compliance with the applicable provisions of the Injunctive Relief Terms 

from the reviews in Section XVIII.F (the “Draft Report”). The Draft 

Report will also describe any Observations and Recommendations. 

2. Within thirty (30) calendar days of its receipt of the Draft Report, the 

Injunctive Relief Distributor will provide comments and responses to the 

Draft Report. The Injunctive Relief Distributor will, among other things: 

a) Respond to each instance of substantial non-compliance, including, 

where appropriate, describing any corrective action taken (or to be 

taken). 

b) Respond to each Observation and Recommendation. 

3. Within thirty (30) calendar days of its receipt of the Injunctive Relief 

Distributors’ responses to the Draft Report, the Monitor shall provide a 

final report (the “Audit Report”) to each Injunctive Relief Distributor and 

the State Compliance Review Committee. The Monitor shall provide the 

State Compliance Review Committee with a copy of an Injunctive Relief 

Distributor’s response to the Draft Report. 

4. No action or lack of action by the Settling States regarding information 

received from the Monitor concerning an Injunctive Relief Distributor’s 

conduct shall be considered affirmation, acceptance, or ratification of that 

conduct by the Settling States. 

I. Confidentiality: 

1. Materials and information provided by the Injunctive Relief Distributors 

to the Monitor that are designated “Confidential” (and any parts, portions, 

or derivations thereof) (the “Confidential Information”) will be kept 

confidential and not be shown, disclosed, or distributed to any other party, 

including any other Injunctive Relief Distributor. 

2. The Monitor will not use materials or information received from one 

Injunctive Relief Distributor, or information or analysis developed using 
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the Confidential Information of an Injunctive Relief Distributor, in its 

assessment of any other Injunctive Relief Distributor. Because each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor operates pursuant to its own unique policies 

and procedures intended to comply with legal and other requirements of 

the Injunctive Relief Terms, the Monitor shall apply the standards of each 

Injunctive Relief Distributor to its reviews without preference to the 

practices or standards applied by any other Injunctive Relief Distributor. 

3. If any of the Settling States or the Monitor receive a request for disclosure 

of any material or information created or shared under the Injunctive 

Relief Terms, pursuant to a Third Party Request, the Settling State or the 

Monitor, respectively, shall notify the Injunctive Relief Distributors of the 

Third Party Request and the Confidential Information to be disclosed so 

that the Injunctive Relief Distributors may seek a protective order or 

otherwise challenge or object to the disclosure. The Settling State or the 

Monitor will provide the Injunctive Relief Distributors with at least ten 

(10) days’ advance notice before complying with any Third Party Request 

for Confidential Information, except where state law requires a lesser 

period of advance notice. 

4. Nothing herein will be deemed to prevent any party from claiming any 

applicable exemption to the public information act, freedom of 

information act, public records act, or similar law. 

XIX. ENFORCEMENT OF INJUNCTIVE RELIEF TERMS 

A. State Compliance Review Committee: 

1. Any Settling State may initiate a review of a Potential Violation consistent 

with the process set forth in Section XIX. 

2. The State Compliance Review Committee shall assign the Monitor the 

responsibilities set forth in Sections XIX.B.3 through XIX.B.7, regarding 

review of a Potential Violation and an opportunity to cure, except with 

respect to matters requiring interpretation of the Injunctive Relief Terms 

subject to Section XIX.C.2. The objective of the Monitor shall be to 

facilitate a resolution among the parties, providing an opportunity to cure, 

as applicable, for the party against whom a Potential Violation has been 

alleged. 

3. No less than six (6) months before the Monitor’s term expires pursuant to 

Section XVIII, the State Compliance Review Committee and Injunctive 

Relief Distributors shall meet and confer in good faith to determine the 

parameters and processes for continued enforcement, consistent to the 

maximum extent possible with the provisions set forth in Section XIX, for 

the period after the Monitor’s term has ended. Absent agreement between 

the State Compliance Review Committee and Injunctive Relief 
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Distributors, all provisions set forth in Section XIX involving the Monitor 

are excused after the Monitor’s term has ended. 

4. Should an Injunctive Relief Distributor allege in good faith that a Settling 

State or the Monitor has impaired the ability of the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor to meet the Injunctive Relief Terms, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor may request the State Compliance Review Committee to 

mediate any dispute in an effort to avoid the time and expense of litigation 

regarding interpretation and enforcement of the Injunctive Relief Terms. 

B. Process for Review of Potential Violations and Opportunity to Cure: 

1. Definition of “Potential Violation”: A Potential Violation occurs when an 

Injunctive Relief Distributor is alleged to not be in substantial compliance 

with (i) the Injunctive Relief Terms or (ii) a Corrective Action Plan 

adopted consistent with the process set forth in Section XIX.B.7. 

2. Submission of Notice of Potential Violation. An allegation of a Potential 

Violation shall be submitted to the State Compliance Review Committee 

in writing by one or more Settling States (“Notice of Potential Violation” 

or “Notice”) and shall include the following to the extent practicable: 

a) Specification of the particular Injunctive Relief Term(s) and/or 

Corrective Action Plan(s) implicated by the Potential Violation; 

b) Description of the Potential Violation with specificity; 

c) The reasoning for and, if available, any documentation supporting 

the allegation that a Potential Violation has occurred, including 

whether the Potential Violation is a matter identified by the 

Monitor in an Audit Report; and 

d) Description of the time-sensitivity of the Potential Violation, if 

relevant. 

3. Assignment to Monitor. The State Compliance Review Committee shall 

review every Notice. If the State Compliance Review Committee 

reasonably believes that further review is warranted, the State Compliance 

Review Committee shall forward the Notice to the Monitor. The Monitor 

shall ensure that the Injunctive Relief Distributor that is the subject of the 

Notice receives a copy of the Notice and a proposed schedule consistent 

with the process set forth in Sections XIX.B.4 and XIX.B.5. 

4. Response to Notice of Potential Violation. Within thirty (30) days of 

receipt of the Notice of Potential Violation, the Injunctive Relief 

Distributor that is the subject of the Notice shall provide a written 

response to the referring Settling State(s), the Monitor, and the State 

Compliance Review Committee. The response (a) shall set forth the 
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reasons the Injunctive Relief Distributor that is the subject of the Notice 

believes that it is in substantial compliance with the relevant Injunctive 

Relief Term(s) and/or Corrective Action Plan(s), and (b) as applicable, 

shall explain efforts undertaken to cure the Potential Violation and a 

schedule for completing the efforts to cure. 

5. Conference for Parties re Notice of Potential Violation. The parties to the 

Notice shall meet or otherwise confer regarding the Potential Violation. 

The parties and the Monitor shall make themselves available for such a 

meeting (which may at any party’s election be a virtual or technology-

based meeting), provided, however, that the meeting is not required to take 

place sooner than fifteen (15) days after a written response to the Notice of 

Potential Violation. 

6. Process for Previously-Submitted Notices of Potential Violation. At the 

request of the parties to a Notice, the Monitor shall determine whether the 

Notice implicates the same or similar issues as a previously submitted 

Notice or is a matter previously identified by the Monitor in an Audit 

Report involving the same party alleged to have engaged in a Potential 

Violation, and make an initial determination as to whether the issues needs 

to be addressed anew. The Monitor shall inform the Settling State and 

Injunctive Relief Distributor involved in the previous Notice or the subject 

of a matter previously identified by the Monitor in an Audit Report of its 

determination within five (5) business days of receipt of the Notice. The 

Settling State and Injunctive Relief Distributor shall have five (5) business 

days to object to the determination. If an objection is made, the Monitor 

shall respond to the objection within five (5) business days. If no objection 

is made, the party involved in the prior Notice may rely on the response to 

the previously submitted Notice or matter previously identified by the 

Monitor in an Audit Report and no further action shall be required. 

7. Monitor Resolution of Potential Violation and Opportunity to Cure. 

Within thirty (30) days of the meeting pursuant to Section XIX.B.5, the 

Monitor, taking into consideration the submissions of the parties involved 

in the Notice and other information available to the Monitor, shall resolve 

the Notice as follows: 

a) If the Monitor reasonably believes that a Potential Violation is not 

ongoing or has been substantially resolved as of thirty (30) days 

from the meeting pursuant to Section XIX.B.5, the Monitor shall 

provide written notice to the State Compliance Review Committee 

and the Settling State(s) and Injunctive Relief Distributor involved 

in the Notice. 

b) If the Monitor reasonably believes that a Potential Violation is 

ongoing and has not been substantially resolved as of thirty (30) 

days from the meeting pursuant to Section XIX.B.5, the Monitor 
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shall provide written notice to the State Compliance Review 

Committee and the Settling State(s) and Injunctive Relief 

Distributor involved in the Notice and request that the Injunctive 

Relief Distributor prepare, within thirty (30) days of the receipt of 

such written notice, a Corrective Action Plan to remedy such 

Potential Violation, including a reasonable period for 

implementation of such plan. The Monitor may extend the period 

of time to submit a Corrective Action Plan up to ninety (90) days 

based on a reasonable request by the affected party. 

c) A Corrective Action Plan may address multiple Potential 

Violations, and an existing Corrective Action Plan may be 

amended to address additional Potential Violations. 

d) Within ten (10) business days of submission of a Corrective Action 

Plan regarding a Potential Violation, the Monitor shall confer with 

the State Compliance Review Committee and the Settling State(s) 

and Injunctive Relief Distributor involved in the Notice regarding 

the proposed Corrective Action Plan. The Monitor may 

recommend revisions in its discretion. The conference required by 

this paragraph may at any party’s election be a virtual or 

technology-based meeting. 

e) Within thirty (30) days of the conference in Section XIX.B.7.d, the 

Monitor shall advise the State Compliance Review Committee and 

the Settling State(s) and Injunctive Relief Distributor involved in 

the Notice whether the Monitor has adopted the proposed 

Corrective Action Plan or whether the Monitor has adopted it after 

making modifications. The Monitor shall also set forth a 

reasonable period for implementation of any such plan that has 

been adopted. The Injunctive Relief Distributor that is subject to a 

Corrective Action Plan adopted by the Monitor must begin to 

comply with the Corrective Action Plan within five (5) business 

days of receiving notice of the Corrective Action Plan has been 

adopted, unless it seeks review by the State Compliance Review 

Committee pursuant to Section XIX.C.1. 

C. Enforcement Responsibilities of State Compliance Review Committee: 

1. The Settling State(s) or Injunctive Relief Distributor involved in a Notice 

may request the State Compliance Review Committee to review the 

resolution (including a resolution pursuant to Section XIX.B.7.a) and/or 

Corrective Action Plan adopted by the Monitor regarding that Notice. Any 

such request must be made within five (5) business days of a resolution or 

adoption of a Corrective Action Plan by the Monitor. The State 

Compliance Review Committee, taking into consideration the resolution 

by the Monitor, submissions of the Settling State(s) or Injunctive Relief 
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Distributor, and other information available to the Committee, shall within 

thirty (30) days of receipt of the request resolve the matter by written 

notice to the affected parties, which shall include the State Compliance 

Review Committee’s reasoning in reaching its resolution. The State 

Compliance Review Committee may agree, disagree, or modify any 

resolution or Corrective Action Plan that it reviews. An Injunctive Relief 

Distributor that is subject to a Corrective Action Plan that is affirmed or 

affirmed as amended by the State Compliance Review Committee must 

within five (5) business days begin to comply with the Corrective Action 

Plan. 

2. The State Compliance Review Committee shall review any issues raised 

by a Notice regarding the interpretation of the Injunctive Relief Terms at 

the request of the Settling State(s), Injunctive Relief Distributor involved 

in a Notice, or the Monitor. Such a request may be made at any time after 

the Notice’s submission, and the request will not extend the timelines set 

forth in Sections XIX.B and XIX.C.1. The State Compliance Review 

Committee shall notify the Monitor, Settling State(s) and Injunctive Relief 

Distributor involved in the Notice of its determination. Settling States and 

Injunctive Relief Distributors do not waive their rights to challenge the 

interpretation of the Injunctive Relief Terms by the State Compliance 

Review Committee in any subsequent proceeding pursuant to Section 

XIX.E.2. 

3. The State Compliance Review Committee may, independent of a Notice 

of Potential Violation, review requests by a Monitor, Settling State, or 

Injunctive Relief Distributor regarding the interpretation of the Injunctive 

Relief Terms. The State Compliance Review Committee shall notify the 

Monitor and requesting party of its interpretation, including the State 

Compliance Review Committee’s reasoning in reaching its conclusion. 

Settling States and Injunctive Relief Distributors do not waive their rights 

to challenge the interpretation of the Injunctive Relief Terms by the State 

Compliance Review Committee in any subsequent proceeding pursuant to 

Section XIX.E.2. 

4. The State Compliance Review Committee shall make available to all 

Settling States and Injunctive Relief Distributors any interpretation it 

issues pursuant to Sections XIX.C.2 and XIX.C.3. 

D. Composition of State Compliance Review Committee: 

1. A Settling State on the State Compliance Review Committee that is in 

active litigation with one or more of the Injunctive Relief Distributors, or 

in another potential conflict of interest involving compliance with 

Controlled Substances laws and regulations, may not serve on the State 

Compliance Review Committee for matters involving the affected 

Injunctive Relief Distributor, and the remaining Settling States on the 
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State Compliance Review Committee shall within five (5) business days 

select an alternate Settling State as a replacement. 

2. If the affected state on the State Compliance Review Committee disputes 

that it has a disqualifying active litigation or other conflict of interest, the 

determination of whether that state has a conflict disqualifying it from 

serving on the State Compliance Review Committee shall be made by the 

remaining states on the State Compliance Review Committee. 

E. Enforcement Actions: 

1. Any written notice or resolution by the State Compliance Review 

Committee regarding the matters set forth in Sections XIX.B and XIX.C 

shall provide the State Compliance Review Committee’s assessment of the 

matter but will not be an official opinion of any individual Settling State. 

2. Following the issuance of a written notice or resolution of the State 

Compliance Review Committee pursuant to Section XIX.C, a Settling 

State or Injunctive Relief Distributor may take whatever action it deems 

necessary related to the written notice or resolution issued by the State 

Compliance Review Committee, provided that the Settling State or 

Injunctive Relief Distributor is either (a) the Settling State that sought 

review by the State Compliance Review Committee, or (b) the Injunctive 

Relief Distributor that is the subject of the Potential Violation at issue. 

Such action may include but is not limited to bringing an action to enforce 

the settlement agreement, filing a new original action, or, the parties to a 

Notice attempting to negotiate a Corrective Action Plan directly with each 

other. 

3. The Settling States agree that prior to taking any court or administrative 

action, other than an action that is necessary to address an immediate 

threat to the health, safety, or welfare of the citizens of the Settling State, 

or that a public emergency requiring immediate action exists, it will follow 

the process outlined in Sections XIX.B and XIX.C. 

4. A Settling State or Injunctive Relief Distributor must bring a court or 

administrative action within six (6) months of any resolution of the State 

Compliance Review Committee, unless the alleged violation is also an 

independent violation of state or federal law, or an action that a Settling 

State concludes is necessary to address an immediate threat to the health, 

safety, or welfare of the citizens of the State, or that a public emergency 

requiring immediate action exists, in which cases, the applicable statute of 

limitations (if any) for sovereign actions shall apply. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

IN RE CARDINAL HEALTH, INC. 

DERIVATIVE LITIGATION 

 

 

Case No. 2:19-cv-2491 

 

Judge Sarah D. Morrison 

 

Magistrate Judge Elizabeth A. Preston 
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[PROPOSED] FINAL JUDGMENT AND ORDER APPROVING  

DERIVATIVE ACTION SETTLEMENT 

WHEREAS, a consolidated stockholder derivative action is pending in this Court entitled 

In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative Litigation, Case No. 2:19-cv-2491 (the “Action”);   

WHEREAS, (i) co-lead plaintiffs in the Action Melissa Cohen, Stanley M. Malone, and 

Michael Splaine (collectively, “Plaintiffs”); (ii) individual defendants David J. Anderson, Colleen 

F. Arnold, George S. Barrett, Carrie S. Cox, Calvin Darden, Bruce L. Downey, Patricia A. 

Hemingway Hall, Akhil Johri, Clayton M. Jones, Michael C. Kaufmann, Gregory B. Kenny, 

Nancy Killefer, David P. King, and J. Michael Losh (collectively, “Individual Defendants”); and 

(iii) nominal defendant Cardinal Health, Inc. (“Cardinal Health” or the “Company,” and, together 

with Individual Defendants, “Defendants”), constituting the parties (the “Parties” and, 

individually, a “Party”) in the above-captioned action (the “Action”) have entered into the 

Stipulation and Agreement of Compromise, Settlement, and Release dated May 25, 2022 

(the “Stipulation”), which sets forth the terms and conditions of the proposed settlement 

(the “Settlement”) that provides for a complete dismissal with prejudice of the claims asserted in 

the Action and the release of the Released Claims (defined in the Stipulation) on the terms and 

conditions set forth therein, subject to the approval of this Court; 
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WHEREAS, by Order dated _________ __, 2022 (the “Preliminary Approval Order”), this 

Court:  (i) preliminarily approved the Settlement; (ii) ordered that notice of the Settlement be 

provided to Current Company Stockholders (defined in the Stipulation); (iii) provided any person 

who owned Cardinal Health stock as of May 25, 2022 and continued to hold Cardinal Health stock 

as of the date of the Settlement Hearing with the opportunity to object to the Settlement, Plaintiffs’ 

Counsel’s application for an award of attorneys’ fees and expenses, and Plaintiffs’ application for 

service awards; and (iv) scheduled a hearing regarding final approval of the Settlement 

(the “Settlement Hearing”);  

WHEREAS, on _________ __, 2022, the Court held the Settlement Hearing to consider, 

among other things, whether Judgment should be entered:  (i) finally approving the terms of the 

Settlement as fair, reasonable, and adequate and in the best interests of Cardinal Health and its 

stockholders; (ii) dismissing with prejudice the Action pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation; 

and (iii) ruling on Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for an award of attorneys’ fees and expenses 

on behalf of all Plaintiffs’ Counsel and Plaintiffs’ application for service awards; and 

WHEREAS, it appearing that due notice of the terms of the Settlement, the Released 

Claims, and the Settlement Hearing has been given in accordance with the Preliminary Approval 

Order; the Parties having appeared by their respective attorneys of record; the Court having heard 

and considered evidence in support of the Settlement; the attorneys for the respective Parties 

having been heard; an opportunity to be heard having been given to all other persons or entities 

requesting to be heard in accordance with the Preliminary Approval Order; the Court having 

determined that notice to Current Company Stockholders was adequate and sufficient; and the 

entire matter of the Settlement having been heard and considered by the Court;   
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, this 

___ day of ___________________, 2022, as follows:    

1. Definitions – Unless otherwise defined in this Judgment, the capitalized terms used 

herein shall have the same meaning as they have in the Stipulation.  

2. Jurisdiction – The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of the Action, 

including all matters necessary to effectuate the Settlement and this Judgment and over all Parties.  

3. Incorporation of Settlement Documents – This Judgment incorporates and makes 

a part hereof:  (a) the Stipulation filed with the Court on May 25, 2022; and (b) the Notice and 

Summary Notice, which were filed with the Court on May 25, 2022. 

4. Derivative Action Properly Maintained – Based on the record in the Action, each 

of the provisions of Rule 23.1 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure has been satisfied and the 

Action has been properly maintained according to Rule 23.1.   

5. Notice – The Court finds that the dissemination of the Notice and publication of 

the Summary Notice:  (i) were implemented in accordance with the Preliminary Approval Order; 

(ii) constituted notice that was reasonably calculated, under the circumstances, to apprise Current 

Company Stockholders of (a) the pendency of the Action, (b) the effect of the Settlement 

(including the Released Claims), (c) Co-Lead Counsel’s application for an award of attorneys’ fees 

and expenses, (d) Plaintiffs’ application for service awards, (e) their right to object to the 

Settlement, Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for attorneys’ fees and expenses, and Plaintiffs’ 

application for service awards, and (f) their right to appear at the Settlement Hearing; 

(iii) constituted due, adequate, and sufficient notice to all persons and entities entitled to receive 

notice of the Settlement; and (iv) satisfied the requirements of Rule 23.1(c) of the Federal Rules 

Case: 2:19-cv-02491-SDM-EPD Doc #: 100-3 Filed: 05/25/22 Page: 4 of 14  PAGEID #: 3274



 

-4- 

of Civil Procedure, the United States Constitution (including the Due Process Clause), and all other 

applicable law and rules.  

6. Final Settlement Approval and Dismissal of Claims – Pursuant to, and in 

accordance with, Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23.1(c), this Court finds that the Settlement set 

forth in the Stipulation is fair, reasonable, and adequate as to each of the Parties, and hereby fully 

and finally approves the Settlement set forth in the Stipulation in all respects (including, without 

limitation:  the Settlement consideration; the Released Claims against the Released Persons; and 

the dismissal with prejudice of the claims asserted in the Action), finds that the Settlement set forth 

in the Stipulation provides substantial benefits to the Plaintiffs, to Cardinal Health, and to Cardinal 

Health stockholders, and orders the Parties to implement, perform, and consummate the Settlement 

in accordance with the terms and provisions contained in the Stipulation to the extent the Parties 

have not already done so.  

7. The Action, all claims contained therein, and the Released Claims are hereby 

ordered compromised, settled, released, discharged, and dismissed on the merits and with 

prejudice by virtue of the proceedings in this Action and this Judgment.  The Parties shall bear 

their own costs and expenses, except as otherwise expressly provided in the Stipulation.  

8. Binding Effect – The terms of the Stipulation and of this Judgment shall be forever 

binding on the Parties and all Cardinal Health stockholders, as well as their respective successors 

and assigns.  Any Cardinal Health stockholder that has not timely submitted any actual or potential 

objection to the Settlement in the manner provided in the Notice is deemed to have waived the 

right to object to any aspect of the proposed Settlement, the Fee and Expense Award, and the 

service awards (including any right of appeal or collateral attack); is forever barred and foreclosed 

from objecting to the fairness, reasonableness, or adequacy of the Settlement, the Judgment to be 
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entered approving the Settlement, the Fee and Expense Award, or the service awards; and is 

deemed to have waived and is forever barred and foreclosed from being heard, in this or any other 

proceeding with respect to any matters concerning the Settlement, the Fee and Expense Award, or 

the service awards. 

9. Releases – The releases set forth in section 6 of the Stipulation, together with the 

definitions contained in section 1 of the Stipulation relating thereto, are expressly incorporated 

herein in all respects.  The Court orders that the releases set forth in the Stipulation shall be 

effective as of the Effective Date.  Accordingly, this Court orders that: 

(a) Without further action by anyone, upon the Effective Date, Cardinal Health 

acting directly, Plaintiffs acting directly on behalf of themselves and derivatively on behalf of 

Cardinal Health, and any other Cardinal Health stockholder acting derivatively on behalf of 

Cardinal Health, and any of their respective legal representatives, heirs, executors, administrators, 

predecessors, successors, predecessors-in-interest, successors-in-interest and assigns, shall be 

deemed to have, and by operation of the Judgment, shall have, fully, finally, and forever released, 

relinquished, settled, discharged, and dismissed with prejudice every one of the Released Plaintiff 

Claims (including Unknown Claims) against the Released Defendant Persons, and shall be forever 

barred and enjoined from asserting, commencing, instituting, prosecuting, or continuing to 

prosecute any of the Released Plaintiff Claims against any of the Released Defendant Persons. 

(b) Without further action by anyone, upon the Effective Date, each of the 

Individual Defendants and Cardinal Health, and their respective legal representatives, heirs, 

executors, administrators, predecessors, successors, predecessors-in-interest, successors-in-

interest and assigns, shall be deemed to have, and by operation of the Judgment, shall have, fully, 

finally, and forever released, relinquished, settled, discharged, and dismissed with prejudice every 
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one of the Released Defendant Claims (including Unknown Claims) against the Released 

Plaintiffs, and shall be forever barred and enjoined from asserting any Released Defendant Claims 

against any of the Released Plaintiffs.  

(c) Nothing in this Judgment shall in any way impair or restrict the rights of 

any Party to enforce the terms of the Stipulation, the Settlement, or this Judgment.  Also, for the 

avoidance of doubt, the Released Plaintiff Claims do not cover, settle, or release any direct claim 

held by any current, former, or future Cardinal Health stockholder other than Plaintiffs, including 

any claims asserted under the federal or state securities laws. 

(d) “Released Plaintiff Claims” means any and all claims, rights, demands, 

obligations, controversies, debts, disputes, damages, losses, causes of action, issues, liabilities, and 

charges of any kind or nature whatsoever, whether in law or equity, including both known claims 

and Unknown Claims, suspected or unsuspected, accrued or unaccrued, fixed or contingent, 

liquidated or unliquidated, matured or unmatured, foreseen or unforeseen, whether arising under 

federal or state statutory or common law, or any other law, rule, or regulation, whether foreign or 

domestic, that (i) were asserted in any of the complaints filed in the Action, or (ii) could have been, 

or could be, asserted by Cardinal Health directly, by Plaintiffs directly, or by Plaintiffs or any 

Cardinal Health stockholder derivatively on behalf of Cardinal Health, against the Released 

Defendant Persons in any court, tribunal, forum, or proceeding, concerning, arising from, relating 

to, based upon, or involving, in any way whatsoever, any of the facts, allegations, practices, events, 

claims, disclosures, non-disclosures, occurrences, representations, statements, matters, 

transactions, conduct, actions, failures to act, omissions, or circumstances that were alleged or 

referred to in any of the complaints filed in the Action or in the prosecution or settlement of the 

Action, including but not limited to any and all such claims that were, could have been, or could 
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be asserted by Cardinal Health, Plaintiffs or any other Cardinal Health stockholder derivatively on 

behalf of Cardinal Health, concerning, arising from, or relating to Cardinal Health’s liabilities 

associated with settled, pending, or future litigation or claims of any nature concerning, arising 

from, or relating to the underlying facts, conduct, events, occurrences, transactions, or allegations 

set forth or referred to in any of the complaints, including the Amended Complaint, filed in the 

Action; provided, however, that the Released Plaintiff Claims shall not include any claims arising 

out of, based upon, or relating to the enforcement of the Settlement or the Stipulation.  For the 

avoidance of doubt, the Released Plaintiff Claims do not cover, settle, or release any direct claims 

held by any current, former, or future Cardinal Health stockholder other than Plaintiffs, including 

any claims asserted under the federal or state securities laws. 

(e) “Released Defendant Persons” means, collectively, each and all of the 

Individual Defendants and the Company, and their respective attorneys, and each and all of their 

respective Related Persons. 

(f) “Unknown Claims” means any Released Claims that any of the Parties or 

any Cardinal Health stockholder does not know or suspect to exist in his, her, or its favor at the 

time of the release of such claims, including claims which, if known by him, her, or it, might have 

affected his, her, or its decision to settle or the terms of his, her, or its settlement with and releases 

provided to the other Parties, or might have affected his, her, or its decision not to object to the 

Settlement.  With respect to any and all Released Claims, the Parties stipulate and agree that, upon 

the Effective Date, the Parties shall expressly waive, and, with respect to Released Plaintiff Claims 

that could have been or could be asserted derivatively on behalf of the Company, all other Cardinal 

Health stockholders by operation of the Judgment shall have expressly waived, the provisions, 

rights, and benefits of California Civil Code § 1542, or any other law of the United States or any 
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state or territory of the United States, or principle of common law or foreign law that is similar, 

comparable, or equivalent to Section 1542, which provides: 

A GENERAL RELEASE DOES NOT EXTEND TO CLAIMS 

THAT THE CREDITOR OR RELEASING PARTY DOES NOT 

KNOW OR SUSPECT TO EXIST IN HIS OR HER FAVOR AT 

THE TIME OF EXECUTING THE RELEASE AND THAT, IF 

KNOWN BY HIM OR HER, WOULD HAVE MATERIALLY 

AFFECTED HIS OR HER SETTLEMENT WITH THE DEBTOR 

OR RELEASED PARTY. 

The Parties and each Cardinal Health stockholder may hereafter discover facts in addition to or 

different from those which he, she, or it now knows or believes to be true with respect to the subject 

matter of the Released Claims, known or unknown, suspected or unsuspected, contingent or non-

contingent, whether or not concealed or hidden, which now exist, or heretofore have existed upon 

any theory of law or equity, but the Parties and each Cardinal Health stockholder derivatively on 

behalf of the Company shall expressly, fully, finally, and forever settle and release, and upon the 

Effective Date and by operation of the Judgment shall have settled and released, fully, finally, and 

forever, any and all Released Claims as applicable without regard to the subsequent discovery or 

existence of such different or additional facts.  The Parties acknowledge, and the Cardinal Health 

stockholders shall be deemed by operation of the Judgment to have acknowledged, that the 

foregoing waiver was separately bargained for and is a key element of the Settlement of which this 

release is a part. 

(g) “Released Defendant Claims” means any and all claims, rights, demands, 

obligations, controversies, debts, disputes, damages, losses, causes of action, issues, liabilities, and 

charges of any kind or nature whatsoever, whether in law or equity, including both known claims 

and Unknown Claims, suspected or unsuspected, accrued or unaccrued, fixed or contingent, 

liquidated or unliquidated, matured or unmatured, foreseen or unforeseen, whether arising under 

federal or state statutory or common law, or any other law, rule, or regulation, whether foreign or 
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domestic, that Defendants have or could have asserted against the Released Plaintiffs or their 

counsel, arising out of, relating to, based upon, or involving the institution, prosecution, or 

settlement of the claims asserted against the Individual Defendants; provided, however, that the 

Released Defendant Claims shall not include (1) any claims arising out of, based upon, or relating 

to the enforcement of the Settlement or the Stipulation, or (2) any claims by Defendants related to 

insurance coverage or the right to indemnification. 

(h) “Released Plaintiffs” means each and all of the Plaintiffs and their 

respective attorneys, and each and all of their respective Related Persons. 

(i) “Released Persons” means, collectively, the Released Defendant Persons 

and the Released Plaintiffs.  “Released Person” means, individually, any of the Released Persons. 

(j) “Related Persons” means past or present family members, spouses, heirs, 

trusts, trustees, executors, estates, administrators, beneficiaries, distributees, foundations, agents, 

employees, fiduciaries, partners, partnerships, general or limited partners or partnerships, joint 

ventures, member firms, limited liability companies, corporations, parents, subsidiaries, divisions, 

affiliates, associated entities, stockholders, principals, officers, directors, managing directors, 

members, managing members, managing agents, representatives, predecessors, predecessors-in-

interest, successors, successors-in-interest, assigns, financial or investment advisors, advisors, 

consultants, investment bankers, entities providing any fairness opinion, underwriters, brokers, 

dealers, lenders, commercial bankers, attorneys, personal or legal representatives, accountants, 

insurers, co-insurers, reinsurers, and associates. 

10. No Admissions – Neither this Judgment, the negotiations leading to the execution 

of the Settlement, the Stipulation (including any exhibits attached thereto), nor any proceedings 
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taken pursuant to or in connection with the Settlement, the Stipulation, and/or approval of the 

Settlement (including any arguments proffered in connection therewith): 

(a) shall be offered against any of the Released Defendant Persons as evidence 

of, or construed as, or deemed to be evidence of any presumption, concession, or admission by 

any of the Released Defendant Persons with respect to the truth of any fact alleged by Plaintiffs or 

the validity of any claim that was or could have been asserted or the deficiency of any defense that 

has been or could have been asserted in the Action or in any other litigation, or of any liability, 

negligence, fault, or other wrongdoing of any kind of any of the Released Defendant Persons, or 

in any way referred to for any other reason as against any of the Released Defendant Persons, in 

any action or proceeding, other than such proceedings as may be necessary to effectuate the 

provisions of the Stipulation; 

(b) shall be offered against any of the Released Plaintiffs as evidence of, or 

construed as, or deemed to be evidence of any presumption, concession, or admission by any of 

the Released Plaintiffs that any of the Released Plaintiff Claims are without merit, that any of the 

Released Defendant Persons had meritorious defenses, or that damages recoverable under the 

Amended Complaint would not have exceeded the Settlement Amount, or with respect to any 

liability, negligence, fault, or wrongdoing of any kind, or in any way referred to for any other 

reason as against any of the Released Plaintiffs, in any action or proceeding, other than such 

proceedings as may be necessary to effectuate the provisions of the Stipulation; or  

(c) shall be construed against any of the Released Persons as an admission, 

concession, or presumption that the consideration to be given hereunder represents the amount 

which could be or would have been recovered after trial; provided, however, that the Parties, the 

Released Persons, and their respective counsel may refer to this Judgment and the Stipulation to 
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effectuate the protections from liability granted hereunder and thereunder, to support any and all 

defenses or counterclaims based on principles of res judicata, collateral estoppel, full faith and 

credit, release, standing, good-faith settlement, judgment bar or reduction or any other theory of 

claim preclusion or issue preclusion or similar defense or counterclaim, or otherwise to enforce 

the terms of the Settlement.  

11. Fee and Expense Award – Plaintiffs’ Counsel are hereby awarded attorneys’ fees 

and expenses in the amount of $_____________ (the “Fee and Expense Award”), which amount 

the Court finds to be fair and reasonable and which shall be paid to Co-Lead Counsel in accordance 

with the terms of the Stipulation.  Plaintiffs are hereby awarded service awards of $________ each, 

which the Court finds to be fair and reasonable.  Each such service award shall be paid out of the 

Fee and Expense Award allocated to Co-Lead Counsel in accordance with the terms of the 

Stipulation. 

12. Any changes by any court, including this Court, to the negotiated amount of any 

Fee and Expense Award, or to any service awards, will not otherwise affect the Finality of the 

Judgment or the validity of the Settlement, and the Parties’ obligations under the Settlement 

(except with respect to the payment of the Fee and Expense Award and/or any service awards) 

shall not be conditioned on the resolution of, nor any ruling regarding, any Fee and Expense 

Award, including any service awards.  Any orders or proceedings relating to any request for a 

Fee and Expense Award or any service award, or any appeal from any orders or proceedings 

relating thereto, shall not affect the validity of the Settlement, operate to terminate or cancel the 

Stipulation, and/or affect or delay either the Effective Date or the Finality of the Judgment 

approving the Settlement.      
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13. Without further approval from the Court, the Parties are hereby authorized to agree 

to and adopt such amendments or modification of the Stipulation or any exhibits attached thereto, 

to effectuate the Settlement that:  (i) are not materially inconsistent with this Judgment; and (ii) do 

not materially limit the rights of Cardinal Health or its stockholders in connection with the 

Settlement.  Without further order of the Court, the Parties may agree to reasonable extensions of 

time to carry out any provisions of the Settlement. 

14. Retention of Jurisdiction and Prevailing Party – The Court shall retain exclusive 

jurisdiction with respect to the interpretation, implementation, and enforcement of the terms of the 

Stipulation, and the Parties and their undersigned counsel submit to the jurisdiction of the Court 

for purposes of implementation and enforcement of the Settlement embodied in the Stipulation. 

15. In any action brought to enforce the terms of the Stipulation and the Settlement 

contemplated by it, the party prevailing on any claim, matter, or issue shall be entitled to recover 

from the losing party all reasonable fees, expenses, and costs, including, but not limited to, 

attorneys’ fees, incurred in bringing such claim, matter, or issue, as set forth in the Stipulation. 

16. Termination of Settlement – If the Stipulation and Settlement is cancelled or 

terminated pursuant to the Stipulation, or fails to become Final in accordance with its terms or the 

Effective Date otherwise fails to occur, then:  (i) the Settlement and the relevant portions of the 

Stipulation shall be cancelled; (ii) Cardinal Health and Co-Lead Counsel shall comply with their 

repayment obligations set forth in the Stipulation; (iii) the Parties shall be deemed to have reverted 

to their respective litigation status in the Action as of the date the Stipulation was executed; (iv) the 

terms and provisions of the Settlement and Stipulation, with certain exceptions enumerated in the 

Stipulation, shall have no further force and effect with respect to the Parties and shall not be used 

in the Action or in any other proceeding for any purpose, and the Parties shall proceed in all 
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respects as if the Settlement and Stipulation had not been entered; and (v) the Judgment and any 

other order entered by the Court in accordance with the terms of the Stipulation shall be treated as 

vacated, nunc pro tunc. 

17. Entry of Final Judgment – This Judgment is a final, appealable judgment and 

shall be entered forthwith by the Clerk in accordance with Rule 58 of the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

Dated:    __, 2022         

SARAH D. MORRISON 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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Notice to Cardinal Health, Inc. Stockholders of 

Proposed Settlement of Stockholder Derivative Action, 

Settlement Hearing, and Right to Appear 

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio authorized this Notice   

Please read this notice (the “Notice”) carefully and in its entirety.  This Notice relates to a proposed 

settlement (the “Settlement”)1 of a consolidated stockholder derivative action (the “Action”) 

brought on behalf of Cardinal Health, Inc. (“Cardinal Health” or the “Company”) and pending in 

the United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio, Eastern Division (the “Court”). 

This Notice contains important information.  Your rights will be affected by these legal 

proceedings.  If the Court approves the Settlement, you will be forever barred from contesting the 

fairness, reasonableness, and adequacy of the Settlement and related matters, and from pursuing 

the Released Claims (as defined herein). 

If the Settlement is approved by the Court, Cardinal Health will receive a $124 million cash 

payment, less any payments and expenses as described below.  Please note that the Action is a 

derivative action where the legal claims were brought by Cardinal Health stockholders derivatively 

on behalf of, and for the benefit of, Cardinal Health itself.  As a result, the Settlement provides that 

the cash recovery will be paid directly to Cardinal Health.  You will not receive any direct payment, 

and do not need to submit any claim form in connection with the Settlement.  

Why this Notice? 

 

You have a right to know about the Settlement of the Action, and about all of your options, before 

the Court decides whether to approve the Settlement.   

This Notice summarizes the Action, the Settlement, and your legal rights. 

The Court in charge of the Action is the United States District Court for the Southern District of 

Ohio, Eastern Division, and the case is called In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative Litigation, 

Case No. 2:19-cv-2491.  The judge presiding over the Action is Judge Sarah D. Morrison.  

The stockholders who brought the Action are called the Plaintiffs,2 and the people who the 

stockholders have sued are called the Individual Defendants.3  The Action is a derivative action, 

                                                 
1 All capitalized terms used in this Notice that are not otherwise defined herein shall have the 

meanings provided in the Stipulation and Agreement of Compromise, Settlement, and Release, 

dated May 25, 2022 (the “Stipulation”). 

2 Plaintiffs are Melissa Cohen, Stanley M. Malone, and Michael Splaine.  “Plaintiffs’ Counsel” 

consist of Gardy & Notis, LLP and Kessler Topaz Meltzer & Check, LLP, together acting as Co-

Lead Counsel, and Isaac Wiles Burkholder & Teetor, LLC, Gibbs Law Group, LLP, and Strauss 

Troy Co., LPA.   

3 Individual Defendants are current and former members of Cardinal Health’s Board of Directors:  

David J. Anderson, Colleen F. Arnold, George S. Barrett, Carrie S. Cox, Calvin Darden, Bruce L. 
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which means that the Plaintiffs seek to pursue legal claims on behalf of, and for the benefit of, 

Cardinal Health itself and not any stockholders directly.  Cardinal Health is named in the Action 

as a “Nominal Defendant” only, and there are no claims asserted against Cardinal Health.  

This Notice refers to Individual Defendants and Nominal Defendant collectively as the 

“Defendants,” and Plaintiffs and Defendants collectively as the “Parties.” 

The Court will hold a hearing (the “Settlement Hearing”) to decide if the Settlement is fair and 

reasonable.  If the Court approves the Settlement and the Settlement becomes effective, the Action 

will be dismissed with prejudice.  If you were a stockholder of Cardinal Health as of the close of 

trading on the date of the Stipulation (May 25, 2022) and you continue to own such stock through 

the date of the Settlement Hearing, you have the right to tell the Court your opinion about the 

Settlement.  Please see below for more details about how and when to file your opinion with the 

Court, if you so choose.   

What is this Action about? 

 

The following recitation does not constitute findings of the Court and should not be understood 

as an expression of any opinion of the Court as to the merits of any claims or defenses by any of 

the Parties.  

Between June 14, 2019 and January 13, 2020, Plaintiffs filed three separate actions that the Court 

consolidated into the Action on January 28, 2020.  Plaintiffs obtained confidential internal 

documents from Cardinal Health as permitted under Ohio law and, on March 12, 2020, filed an 

amended complaint (the “Amended Complaint”), which is the operative complaint in the Action.  

The Amended Complaint alleged that the Individual Defendants breached their fiduciary duties 

under Ohio law by allegedly failing to properly oversee the Company’s compliance with controlled 

substances regulations and by allegedly approving improper compensation and bonuses to 

Company executives who allegedly failed to ensure compliance with such regulations.   

Defendants asked the Court to dismiss the Action, and Plaintiffs opposed the request.  Defendants 

and Plaintiffs presented arguments to the Court.  On February 8, 2021, the Court dismissed the 

compensation-related claim, but declined to dismiss the oversight claim related to the Company’s 

compliance with controlled substances regulations.  The Court did not make, and has not made, 

any final decisions about the merits of the surviving claim. 

After the Court’s ruling, Plaintiffs continued to investigate their claims and obtain additional 

discovery.  Between April 30, 2021 and December 1, 2021, Cardinal Health produced to Plaintiffs 

more than 15 million pages of documents, including deposition transcripts and written discovery 

                                                 

Downey, Patricia A. Hemingway Hall, Akhil Johri, Clayton M. Jones, Michael C. Kaufmann, 

Gregory B. Kenny, Nancy Killefer, David P. King, and J. Michael Losh (collectively, “Individual 

Defendants”).   
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responses from the “MDL” proceedings.4  Defendants also provided written responses to 

Plaintiffs’ discovery demands in the Action. 

The Parties engaged the Hon. Daniel Weinstein (Ret.) and Jed D. Melnick, Esq. to act as private 

mediators to assist the Parties in negotiating a potential resolution.  On December 9, 2021, counsel 

for the Parties and representatives of Defendants’ directors and officers liability insurers 

(“D&O Insurers”) participated in a mediation session, during which the Parties agreed in principle 

to settle the Action in return for a cash payment of one hundred twenty-four million dollars 

($124,000,000), to be paid by the D&O Insurers to the Company. 

The Settlement also provides that any fees and expenses to Plaintiffs’ Counsel would be paid 

exclusively from the $124 million Settlement amount.  As those costs would reduce the net 

payment received by Cardinal Health, after the substantive terms of the Settlement were negotiated 

and agreed to, the Parties separately negotiated in good faith as to an appropriate amount of 

attorneys’ fees and expenses that Cardinal Health agreed was appropriate for Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s 

role in prosecuting the Action. 

Following those negotiations, Cardinal Health has agreed, subject to approval of the Court, that 

Plaintiffs’ Counsel are entitled to a fee and expense award of 25% of the Settlement amount 

(the “Fee and Expense Award”).   

The full terms and conditions of the Settlement, the Fee and Expense Award, and related matters 

are embodied in the Stipulation. 

On ______ __, 2022, the Court preliminarily approved the Settlement, authorizing this Notice and 

scheduling the Settlement Hearing to consider whether to grant final approval of the Settlement, 

the Fee and Expense Award, and related matters (the “Preliminary Approval Order”). 

Why is there a Settlement and what are the terms? 

 

Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ Counsel believe that the claims raised in the Action have merit and that 

their investigation supports the claims asserted.  Without conceding the merit of any of 

Defendants’ defenses, and in light of the benefits of the Settlement as well as to avoid the 

potentially protracted time, expense, and uncertainty associated with continued litigation, 

                                                 
4 The “MDL” refers to consolidated proceedings of cases filed by state and local governments, 

tribal sovereign nations and others against various defendants, including Cardinal Health, that the 

U.S. Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation centralized and transferred into a multi-district 

litigation called In re National Prescription Opiate Litigation, Case No. MDL 2804 in the United 

States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio in December 2017.  On July 21, 2021, 

Cardinal Health announced that it, McKesson Corporation (“McKesson”), and 

AmerisourceBergen Corporation (“AmerisourceBergen”), had entered into a settlement to resolve 

the vast majority of opioid lawsuits filed by state and local government entities.  That settlement 

was binding as of February 25, 2022 and effective as of April 2, 2022, and includes injunctive 

relief terms relating to the settling distributors’ controlled substance anti-diversion programs that 

have been or will be implemented on or before July 1, 2022.  
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including potential trial and appeal(s), Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ Counsel have concluded that it is 

desirable that the Action be fully and finally settled in the manner and upon the terms and 

conditions set forth in the Stipulation.  Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ Counsel recognize the significant 

risk, expense, and length of continued proceedings necessary to prosecute the Action against 

Defendants through trial and through possible appeal(s).  Plaintiffs’ Counsel have also taken into 

account the uncertain outcome and the risk of any litigation, especially complex litigation such as 

would be entailed by the Action, the difficulties and delays inherent in such litigation, the cost to 

Cardinal Health – on behalf of which Plaintiffs filed the Action – and distraction to management 

of Cardinal Health that would result from extended litigation.  Based on their evaluation, and in 

light of what Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ Counsel believe to be the significant benefits conferred upon 

Cardinal Health as a result of the Settlement, Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’ Counsel have determined 

that the Settlement is in the best interests of Plaintiffs, Cardinal Health, and Cardinal Health’s 

stockholders, and have agreed to settle the Action upon the terms and subject to the conditions set 

forth in the Stipulation. 

Each of the Individual Defendants denied and continues to deny that he or she has committed or 

attempted to commit any violations of law, any breaches of fiduciary duty, or any wrongdoing 

whatsoever, and expressly maintains that, at all relevant times, he or she acted in good faith and in 

a manner that he or she reasonably believed to be in the best interests of Cardinal Health and its 

stockholders.  Each of the Individual Defendants likewise denies all of the allegations made by 

Plaintiffs in the Action.  The Individual Defendants further deny that Plaintiffs, Cardinal Health, 

or Cardinal Health’s stockholders suffered any damage or were harmed as a result of any act, 

omission, or conduct by the Individual Defendants as alleged in the Action or otherwise.   

Cardinal Health believes that the Settlement is in the best interest of the Company, its stockholders, 

and its employees.  Defendants are, therefore, entering into this Settlement for the benefit of 

Cardinal Health to eliminate the uncertainty, distraction, disruption, burden, risk, and expense of 

further litigation.  Pursuant to the terms set forth below, the Stipulation (including the exhibits 

thereto) shall in no event be construed as, or deemed to be evidence of, an admission or concession 

by the Defendants with respect to any claim of fault, liability, wrongdoing, or damage or any defect 

in the defenses that Individual Defendants have, or could have, asserted. 

What claims will the Settlement release? 

 

As part of the Settlement, the Parties agreed to give up certain rights called releases.  If the Court 

approves the Settlement, the Court will enter a Judgment dismissing the Action with prejudice 

pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation and the following releases will occur: 

Release of Claims by Plaintiffs, the Company, and the Company’s stockholders:  Without 

further action by anyone, upon the Effective Date,5 Cardinal Health acting directly, Plaintiffs 

                                                 
5 The Effective Date of the Settlement is conditioned on the occurrence of each of the events 

described in Section 5.1 of the Stipulation, which include:  (i) approval of the Settlement at or after 

the Settlement Hearing following notice to Current Company Stockholders as set forth in Section 

3.2 of the Stipulation; (ii) entry of the Judgment dismissing the Action with prejudice pursuant to 

the terms of the Stipulation and releasing the Released Defendant Persons and the Released 
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acting directly on behalf of themselves and derivatively on behalf of Cardinal Health, and any 

other Cardinal Health stockholder acting derivatively on behalf of Cardinal Health, and any of 

their respective legal representatives, heirs, executors, administrators, predecessors, successors, 

predecessors-in-interest, successors-in-interest and assigns, shall be deemed to have, and by 

operation of the Judgment, shall have, fully, finally, and forever released, relinquished, settled, 

discharged, and dismissed with prejudice every one of the Released Plaintiff Claims 

(including Unknown Claims) against the Released Defendant Persons, and shall be forever barred 

and enjoined from asserting, commencing, instituting, prosecuting, or continuing to prosecute any 

of the Released Plaintiff Claims against any of the Released Defendant Persons.  

Release of Claims by Defendants:  Without further action by anyone, upon the Effective Date, 

each of the Individual Defendants and Cardinal Health, and their respective legal representatives, 

heirs, executors, administrators, predecessors, successors, predecessors-in-interest, successors-in-

interest and assigns, shall be deemed to have, and by operation of the Judgment, shall have, fully, 

finally, and forever released, relinquished, settled, discharged, and dismissed with prejudice every 

one of the Released Defendant Claims (including Unknown Claims) against the Released 

Plaintiffs, and shall be forever barred and enjoined from asserting any Released Defendant Claims 

against any of the Released Plaintiffs. 

Nothing in the Judgment shall in any way impair or restrict the rights of any Party to enforce the 

terms of the Stipulation, the Settlement, or the Judgment. 

THE ABOVE DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED RELEASES IS A SUMMARY.  The 

complete terms, including the definitions of the Effective Date, Released Plaintiff Claims, 

Released Defendant Persons, Unknown Claims, Released Defendant Claims, Released Plaintiffs, 

and Released Persons, are set forth in the Stipulation, which is available on Cardinal Health’s 

investor relations website at ir.cardinalhealth.com and on Co-Lead Counsel’s websites at 

www.gardylaw.com and www.ktmc.com. 

How will the attorneys be paid? 

 

After the Parties had agreed on all other material terms of the Settlement, the Parties separately 

negotiated in good faith to attempt to reach agreement concerning the amount of the Fee and 

Expense Award for Plaintiffs’ Counsel.   

Cardinal Health has agreed that Plaintiffs’ Counsel are entitled to receive 25% of the $124 million 

Settlement amount, subject to the approval of the Court, for their role in prosecuting and settling 

the Action.  Plaintiffs’ Counsel have been working exclusively on a contingent fee basis, meaning 

that they would only be compensated for their time litigating the Action if they achieved a benefit 

for Cardinal Health through the Action.  The Court may award less than the requested amount and 

any change to the negotiated amount of the Fee and Expense Award will not otherwise affect the 

                                                 

Plaintiffs from the Released Claims; and (iii) the passing of the date upon which the Judgment, 

including dismissal of the Action with prejudice pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation, becomes 

Final.  “Released Claims” means, collectively, the “Released Defendant Claims” and the 

“Released Plaintiff Claims.” 
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Finality of the Settlement.  The Court’s decision granting, in whole or in part, the application by 

Plaintiffs’ Counsel for a Fee and Expense Award is not a condition of the Settlement or to entry 

of the Judgment.  The Parties acknowledge and agree that any Fee and Expense Award awarded 

by the Court in connection with the Settlement shall be paid by Defendants’ D&O Insurers to 

Plaintiffs’ Counsel and shall reduce the net Settlement amount paid to Cardinal Health.  Cardinal 

Health stockholders are not personally liable for any such fees or expenses. 

As part of Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for the Fee and Expense Award, Plaintiffs will also 

submit an application to the Court requesting service awards of $2,500 to each individual Plaintiff 

for their time and effort in prosecuting the Action.  If approved, these service awards will be paid 

solely from the Fee and Expense Award. 

When and where will the Court decide whether to approve the Settlement? 

 

The Court will hold the Settlement Hearing at _:00 __.m. on ________ __, 2022, at the Joseph P. 

Kinneary U.S. Courthouse, Room 167, 85 Marconi Boulevard, Columbus, Ohio 43215.  In light 

of the ongoing Covid-19 pandemic, the Court reserves the right (in the Court’s discretion) to 

hold the Settlement Hearing by telephone or videoconference, and will provide notice of such 

decision by way of docket entry.   

At the Settlement Hearing, the Court will consider whether the Judgment, substantially in the form 

of Exhibit B to the Stipulation, should be entered:   (i) approving the terms and conditions of the 

Settlement as fair, reasonable, and adequate and in the best interests of Cardinal Health and its 

stockholders, (ii) dismissing the Action with prejudice pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation, 

(iii) ruling on the application by Plaintiffs’ Counsel for the Fee and Expense Award, and (iv) ruling 

on Plaintiffs’ application for service awards.  If there are objections, the Court will consider them.  

At or after the Settlement Hearing, the Court will make decisions whether to approve these matters 

relating to the Settlement.  We do not know how long these decisions will take. 

Please note that the date and time of the Settlement Hearing may change without further written 

notice to Current Company Stockholders.  The Court further reserves the right to adjourn the 

Settlement Hearing, or any adjournment thereof, including the consideration of the application for 

the Fee and Expense Award and service awards, without further notice of any kind to Current 

Company Stockholders other than an announcement at the Settlement Hearing or at any 

adjournment of the Settlement Hearing.  The Court reserves the right to approve the Settlement, at 

or after the Settlement Hearing, with such modifications as the Parties may agree to without further 

notice to Current Company Stockholders.  The Court reserves its right to enter its Judgment 

approving the Settlement and dismissing with prejudice the claims asserted in the Action 

regardless of whether the Court has awarded the Fee and Expense Award and service awards.  The 

Court also reserves the right to extend any of the deadlines set forth in the Preliminary Approval 

Order without further notice to Current Company Stockholders. 
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How do I tell the Court if I don’t like the Settlement? 

 

If you were a stockholder of Cardinal Health as of the close of trading on the date of the Stipulation 

(May 25, 2022) and you continue to own such stock through the date of the Settlement Hearing, 

you can object to the Settlement, including Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for the Fee and 

Expense Award and service awards as described above.  You can give reasons why you think the 

Court should not approve the Settlement, the Fee and Expense Award, the service awards, or any 

part thereof.  The Court will consider your views. 

To object, you must, no later than twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the date of the 

Settlement Hearing, file with the Court a written statement of your objection.  Any such objection 

must also be received by the below-noted counsel by no later than twenty-one (21) calendar days 

prior to the date of the Settlement Hearing.  Your objection must clearly identify the case name 

and action number, In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative Litigation, Case No. 2:19-cv-2491, and 

must:  (i) state the name, address, and telephone number of the objector; (ii) be signed by the 

objector (or his, her, or its counsel);  (iii) state whether the objector is represented by counsel and, 

if so, the name, address, and telephone number of his, her, or its counsel; (iv) contain a specific, 

written statement of the objection(s) and the specific reason(s) for the objection(s) or the reasons 

for the objector’s desiring to appear and be heard, including any legal and evidentiary support the 

objector wishes to bring to the Court’s attention; (v) include documentation sufficient to prove that 

the objector owned shares of Cardinal Health common stock as of the close of trading on 

May 25, 2022 and continues to own such shares; and (vi) state whether the objector and/or his, 

her, or its counsel intends to appear at the Settlement Hearing and identify any witnesses the 

objector may call to testify and any exhibits the objector intends to introduce into evidence at the 

Settlement Hearing.  You do not need to hire an attorney.  If you choose to hire an attorney, it is 

at your expense.   

To file with the Court, you must either have an electronic filing account with United States District 

Court for the Southern District of Ohio through PACER (Public Access to Court Electronic 

Records) to file electronically or mail or hand-deliver your papers such that they are received no 

later than ____________ ___, 2022 by the Office of the Clerk of the Court, United States District 

Court for the Southern District of Ohio, Eastern Division, Joseph P. Kinneary U.S. Courthouse, 

Room 121, 85 Marconi Boulevard, Columbus, Ohio 43215.  

 

Hand-delivered filings can be made to any other location of the United States District Court for 

the Southern District of Ohio.   

 

All objections must also be copied to the following attorneys: 

 

Justin O. Reliford 

Kessler Topaz Meltzer & Check, LLP 

280 King of Prussia Road 

Radnor, PA 19087 

Email: jreliford@ktmc.com 

Jennifer Sarnelli 

Gardy & Notis, LLP 

126 East 56th Street, 8th Floor 

New York, NY 10022 

Email: jsarnelli@gardylaw.com 

 

Robert W. Trafford 

 

Albert G. Lin 
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Porter Wright Morris & Arthur LLP 

41 South High Street 

Suites 2800 - 3200 

Columbus, OH  43215 

rtrafford@porterwright.com 

 

William Savitt 

Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz 

51 West 52nd Street 

New York, NY  10019 

WDSavitt@wlrk.com 

Baker Hostetler 

200 Civic Center Drive, Suite 1200 

Columbus, OH 43215  

alin@bakerlaw.com 

 

If you do not make your objection in the manner provided herein, you waive your right to object 

to the approval of the Settlement, the Judgment to be entered approving the Settlement, the 

application for a Fee and Expense Award, and the application for service awards (including any 

right of appeal or collateral attack), and shall be forever barred and foreclosed from objecting to 

the fairness, reasonableness, or adequacy of the Settlement, the Judgment to be entered approving 

the Settlement, the Fee and Expense Award, or the service awards, or from otherwise being heard 

concerning these matters in this or any other proceeding, and you will be bound by the Judgment 

approving the Settlement, including the Releases.   

Do I have to come to the Settlement Hearing? 

 

No.  Plaintiffs’ Counsel will answer questions the Court may have, but you and/or your lawyer are 

welcome to come at your own expense.  If you submit an objection, you do not have to come to 

Court to talk about it.  As long as you filed and served your written objection with the proper 

documentation and in the manner described above and on time, the Court will consider it. 

Unless the Court orders otherwise, any person who fails to object in the manner described above 

shall be deemed to have waived and forfeited any and all rights they may otherwise have to object 

to the Settlement and/or Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for the Fee and Expense Award and 

service awards (including any right of appeal) and shall be forever barred from raising such 

objection in the Action or any other action or proceeding.  Cardinal Health stockholders who do 

not object need not appear at the Settlement Hearing or take any other action to indicate their 

approval. 

How do I get more information? 

 

This Notice only summarizes the Settlement and is not a full description of the Action.  For more 

detailed information about the Action, you are referred to the papers on file in the Action, which 

may be inspected during regular business hours of each business day at the Office of the Clerk, 

Joseph P. Kinneary U.S. Courthouse, Room 121, 85 Marconi Boulevard, Columbus, OH 43215.  

Copies of the Stipulation, the Amended Complaint, and other important case documents are also 

available on Co-Lead Counsel’s websites: www.gardlylaw.com and www.ktmc.com.  You may 
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also obtain more information by reviewing the Stipulation, which is also available on the Cardinal 

Health investor relations website at ir.cardinalhealth.com.   

If you have questions regarding the Settlement, you may write or call Co-Lead Counsel:  

Justin O. Reliford 

Kessler Topaz Meltzer & Check, LLP 

280 King of Prussia Road 

Radnor, PA 19087 

Telephone: 610-667-7706 

Email: jreliford@ktmc.com 

Jennifer Sarnelli 

Gardy & Notis, LLP 

126 East 56th Street, 8th Floor 

New York, NY 10022 

Telephone: 212-905-0509 

Email: jsarnelli@gardylaw.com 

 

PLEASE DO NOT CALL OR WRITE THE COURT OR THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK 

WITH QUESTIONS REGARDING THIS NOTICE OR TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE 

SETTLEMENT. 

Form and substance approved by Court Order Dated _______, 2022. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

 

IN RE CARDINAL HEALTH, INC. 

DERIVATIVE LITIGATION 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Case No. 2:19-cv-2491 

 

Judge Sarah D. Morrison 

 

Magistrate Judge Elizabeth A. Preston Deavers 

 

[PROPOSED] ORDER PRELIMINARILY APPROVING SETTLEMENT AND 

AUTHORIZING DISSEMINATION OF SETTLEMENT NOTICE 

WHEREAS, a consolidated stockholder derivative action is pending in this Court under 

the caption In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative Litigation, Case No. 2:19-cv-2491 

(the “Action”); 

WHEREAS, (i) co-lead plaintiffs in the Action Melissa Cohen, Stanley M. Malone, and 

Michael Splaine (collectively, “Plaintiffs”); (ii) individual defendants David J. Anderson, Colleen 

F. Arnold, George S. Barrett, Carrie S. Cox, Calvin Darden, Bruce L. Downey, Patricia A. 

Hemingway Hall, Akhil Johri, Clayton M. Jones, Michael C. Kaufmann, Gregory B. Kenny, 

Nancy Killefer, David P. King, and J. Michael Losh (collectively, “Individual Defendants”); and 

(iii) nominal defendant Cardinal Health, Inc. (“Cardinal Health” or the “Company,” and, together 

with Individual Defendants, “Defendants”), constituting the parties (the “Parties” and, 

individually, a “Party”) in the Action have entered into the Stipulation and Agreement of 

Compromise, Settlement, and Release dated May 25, 2022 (the “Stipulation”), which sets forth 

the terms and conditions of the proposed settlement (the “Settlement”) that provides for a complete 

dismissal with prejudice of the claims asserted in the Action and the release of the Released Claims 

(defined in the Stipulation) on the terms and conditions set forth therein, subject to the approval of 

this Court; 
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WHEREAS, in accordance with the terms of the Stipulation, Plaintiffs’ Counsel filed, 

pursuant to Rule 23.1 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, an unopposed motion for an order 

preliminarily approving the Settlement set forth in the Stipulation; approving the method and forms 

of providing notice; and scheduling the date for a hearing regarding final approval of the 

Settlement (“the Settlement Hearing”); 

WHEREAS, the Court has read and considered:  (i) Plaintiffs’ motion for preliminary 

approval of the Settlement and authorization to provide notice of the Settlement, and the papers 

filed and arguments made in connection therewith; and (ii) the Stipulation and the exhibits attached 

thereto, including the proposed forms of Notice, Summary Notice, and Judgment (all defined in 

the Stipulation); and 

Finding that substantial and sufficient grounds exist for entering this Order, the Court 

hereby ORDERS as follows: 

1. Definitions – Unless otherwise defined in this Order, the capitalized terms used 

herein shall have the same meaning as they have in the Stipulation. 

2. Preliminary Approval of the Settlement – The Court hereby preliminarily 

approves the Settlement on the terms set forth in the Stipulation and the exhibits attached thereto, 

subject to further consideration at the Settlement Hearing to be held as described below. 

3. Settlement Hearing – The Court will hold the Settlement Hearing on 

_____________ ____, 2022 at __:__ _.m., at the United States District Court for the Southern 

District of Ohio, Eastern Division, Joseph P. Kinneary U.S. Courthouse, Room 167, 85 Marconi 

Boulevard, Columbus, OH 43215, either in person or by telephone or videoconference, for the 

following purposes:  (i) to determine whether the Plaintiffs and Co-Lead Counsel have adequately 

represented the interests of Cardinal Health and its stockholders; (ii) to determine whether the 

Case: 2:19-cv-02491-SDM-EPD Doc #: 100-5 Filed: 05/25/22 Page: 3 of 11  PAGEID #: 3297



 

 -3- 

Judgment, substantially in the form attached as Exhibit B to the Stipulation, should be entered 

(a) finally approving the terms and conditions of the Stipulation as fair, reasonable, and adequate 

and in the best interests of Cardinal Health and its stockholders, (b) dismissing the Action with 

prejudice pursuant to the terms of the Stipulation, (c) ruling on the application by Co-Lead Counsel 

for award of attorneys’ fees and expenses, and (d) ruling on Plaintiffs’ application for service 

awards; and (iii) to consider any other matters that may properly be brought before the Court in 

connection with the Settlement. 

4. The Court reserves the right to adjourn the Settlement Hearing, or any adjournment 

thereof, including the consideration of the application for attorneys’ fees and expenses, without 

further notice of any kind to Cardinal Health stockholders other than an announcement at the 

Settlement Hearing or at any adjournment of the Settlement Hearing.  The Court further reserves 

the right to approve the Stipulation and the Settlement, at or after the Settlement Hearing, with 

such modifications as the Parties may agree to without further notice to Cardinal Health 

stockholders.  The Court reserves the right to enter its Judgment approving the Stipulation and the 

Settlement and dismissing with prejudice the claims asserted in the Action regardless of whether 

the Court has awarded the Fee and Expense Award or any service awards.  The Court also reserves 

the right to extend any of the deadlines set forth in this Order without further notice to Cardinal 

Health stockholders.   

5. In light of the ongoing Covid-19 pandemic, the Court reserves the right to hold the 

Settlement Hearing by telephone or videoconference and will provide notice of such decision by 

way of docket entry.   
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6. Manner of Giving Notice – Notice of the Settlement Hearing shall be given as 

follows: 

(i) within ten (10) Business Days of the entry of this Order (the “Notice Date”), the 

Company shall:  (a) file a Form 8-K with the SEC that includes the Notice as an attachment; 

(b) post the Stipulation and the Notice on the investor relations section of the Company’s website 

until the Effective Date of the Settlement; (c) issue a press release on PR Newswire or other 

equivalent national press release service that includes the Summary Notice; and (d) cause the 

Summary Notice to be published in The Wall Street Journal;  

(ii) Co-Lead Counsel shall make copies of the Notice and Summary Notice available 

on their respective websites; and 

(iii) no later than five (5) calendar days before the Settlement Hearing, counsel for the 

Parties shall file with the Court an appropriate proof of compliance with the notice procedures set 

forth in this Order and the Stipulation. 

7. Approval of Form and Content of Notice –  The Court approves, as to form and 

content, the Notice and the Summary Notice, attached to the Stipulation as Exhibits C and E, and 

finds that the dissemination of the Notice and Summary Notice, substantially in the manner set 

forth in Paragraph 6 of this Order, satisfies the requirements of Rule 23.1 of the Federal Rules of 

Civil Procedure and the United States Constitution (including the Due Process Clause), and 

constitutes due, adequate, and sufficient notice of all matters relating to the Stipulation and 

Settlement.  The date and time of the Settlement Hearing shall be included in the Notice and 

Summary Notice before it is distributed. 

8. Appearance and Objections at Settlement Hearing – Any current Cardinal 

Health stockholder who held Cardinal Health common stock as of the close of trading on the date 
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of the Stipulation (May 25, 2022), and continues to hold such Cardinal Health common stock as 

of the date of the Settlement Hearing, may appear at the Settlement Hearing to show cause why 

the Settlement as set forth in the Stipulation should not be approved; why the Judgment should not 

be entered thereon; why Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for the Fee and Expense Award should 

not be approved; or why Plaintiffs’ request for service awards should not be approved; provided, 

however, that no such Person shall be heard or entitled to contest the approval of the terms and 

conditions of the proposed Settlement as set forth in the Stipulation, the Judgment to be entered 

approving the same, the application for the Fee and Expense Award, and/or Plaintiffs’ request for 

service awards, unless such Person has filed with the Court and served on counsel for the Parties 

a written and signed objection as set forth in Paragraphs 9 and 10 below. 

9. Any written objection, together with copies of all other papers and briefs supporting 

the objection, must either be (i) mailed to the Office of the Clerk of the Court, United States District 

Court for the Southern District of Ohio, Eastern Division, Joseph P. Kinneary U.S. Courthouse, 

Room 121, 85 Marconi Boulevard, Columbus, Ohio 43215; (ii) filed in person at any location of 

the United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio; or (iii) e-filed in the Action 

through the Court’s PACER e-filing system, so that it is filed or received no later than twenty-one 

(21) calendar days prior to the Settlement Hearing.  Any objections, filings, and other submissions 

must clearly identify the case name and action number, In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative 

Litigation, Case No. 2:19-cv-2491, and must:  (i) state the name, address, and telephone number 

of the objector; (ii) be signed by the objector (or his, her, or its counsel); (iii) state whether the 

objector is represented by counsel and, if so, the name, address, and telephone number of his, her, 

or its counsel; (iv) contain a specific, written statement of the objection(s) and the specific 

reason(s) for the objection(s) or the reasons for the objector’s desiring to appear and be heard, 
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including any legal and evidentiary support the objector wishes to bring to the Court’s attention; 

(v) include documentation sufficient to prove that (a) the objector owned shares of Cardinal Health 

common stock as of the close of trading on May 25, 2022, and (b) continues to own shares of 

Cardinal Health common stock at the time the objection is filed; and (vi) state whether the objector 

and/or his, her, or its counsel intends to appear at the Settlement Hearing and identify any witnesses 

the objector may call to testify and any exhibits the objector intends to introduce into evidence at 

the Settlement Hearing.  Any objector will be required to establish at the time of the Settlement 

Hearing that the objector continues to own Cardinal Health common stock at that time.  Counsel 

for the Parties are authorized to request from any objector documentation sufficient to prove 

continuous ownership of Cardinal Health common stock through the date of the Settlement 

Hearing.  All objections will be scanned into the electronic case docket, and the Parties will receive 

electronic notices of filings.  Any Cardinal Health stockholder that has filed a written objection in 

the manner provided herein may also appear at the Settlement Hearing, either in person or through 

his, her, or its own attorney, at his, her, or its own expense.    

10. All objections must also be served on the following attorneys by hand, first-class 

mail or express service: 

Justin O. Reliford 

Kessler Topaz Meltzer & Check, LLP 

280 King of Prussia Road 

Radnor, PA 19087 

Email: jreliford@ktmc.com 

 

Robert W. Trafford 

Porter Wright Morris & Arthur LLP 

41 South High Street 

Suites 2800 - 3200 

Columbus, OH  43215 

rtrafford@porterwright.com  

 

Jennifer Sarnelli 

Gardy & Notis, LLP 

126 East 56th Street, 8th Floor 

New York, NY 10022 

Email: jsarnelli@gardylaw.com 

 

Albert G. Lin 

Baker Hostetler 

200 Civic Center Drive, Suite 1200 

Columbus, OH 43215  

alin@bakerlaw.com  
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William Savitt 

Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz 

51 West 52nd Street 

New York, NY  10019 

WDSavitt@wlrk.com  

11. Any Company stockholder that does not make his, her, or its objection in the 

manner provided herein shall be deemed to have waived his, her, or its right to object to any aspect 

of the Settlement set forth in the Stipulation, Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for an award of 

attorneys’ fees and expenses, and Plaintiffs’ request for service awards (including any right of 

appeal), and shall be forever barred and foreclosed from objecting to the fairness, reasonableness, 

or adequacy of the Settlement as set forth in the Stipulation, the Judgment to be entered approving 

the Settlement as set forth in the Stipulation, the Fee and Expense Award, and/or the service 

awards, or from otherwise being heard concerning these matters in this or any other proceeding, 

but shall otherwise be bound by this Order, the Judgment to be entered, and the releases to be given 

by the Settlement. 

12. Notice Costs – Cardinal Health shall assume all administrative responsibility for 

and will pay any and all costs of providing notice as set forth in Paragraph 6(i), regardless of 

whether the Court approves the Settlement or the Effective Date fails to occur.  Neither Plaintiffs 

nor Plaintiffs’ Counsel shall be responsible for any costs of notice of the Settlement as set forth in 

Paragraph 6(i).  Co-Lead Counsel shall assume all administrative responsibility for and will pay 

any and all costs of complying with Paragraph 6(ii).  

13. Use of This Order – Neither this Order, the Stipulation (including the exhibits 

thereto), the negotiations leading to the execution of the Stipulation, nor any proceedings taken 

pursuant to the Stipulation and/or approval of the Settlement (including any arguments proffered 

in connection therewith):  (i) shall be offered against any of the Released Defendant Persons as 

evidence of, or construed as, or deemed to be evidence of any presumption, concession, or 
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admission by any of the Released Defendant Persons with respect to the truth of any fact alleged 

by Plaintiffs or the validity of any claim that was or could have been asserted or the deficiency of 

any defense that has been or could have been asserted in the Action or in any other litigation, or 

of any liability, negligence, fault, or other wrongdoing of any kind of any of the Released 

Defendant Persons, or in any way referred to for any other reason as against any of the Released 

Defendant Persons, in any action or proceeding, other than such proceedings as may be necessary 

to effectuate the provisions of the Stipulation; (ii) shall be offered against any of the Released 

Plaintiffs, as evidence of, or construed as, or deemed to be evidence of any presumption, 

concession, or admission by any of the Released Plaintiffs that any of the Released Plaintiff Claims 

are without merit, that any of the Released Defendant Persons had meritorious defenses, or that 

damages recoverable under the Amended Complaint would not have exceeded the Settlement 

Amount, or with respect to any liability, negligence, fault, or wrongdoing of any kind, or in any 

way referred to for any other reason as against any of the Released Plaintiffs, in any action or 

proceeding, other than such proceedings as may be necessary to effectuate the provisions of the 

Stipulation; or (iii) shall be construed against any of the Released Persons as an admission, 

concession, or presumption that the consideration to be given in the Settlement represents the 

amount which could be or would have been recovered after trial; provided, however, that if the 

Stipulation is approved by the Court, the Parties, the Released Persons, and their respective counsel 

may refer to the Stipulation (including the exhibits thereto) and/or the Judgment to effectuate the 

protections from liability granted therein, to support any and all defenses or counterclaims based 

on principles of res judicata, collateral estoppel, full faith and credit, release, standing, good-faith 

settlement, judgment bar or reduction or any other theory of claim preclusion or issue preclusion 

or similar defense or counterclaim, or otherwise to enforce the terms of the Settlement. 
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14. Termination of Settlement – If the Stipulation and Settlement is cancelled or 

terminated pursuant to the Stipulation, or fails to become Final in accordance with its terms or the 

Effective Date otherwise fails to occur, then:  (i) the Settlement and the relevant portions of the 

Stipulation shall be cancelled; (ii) Cardinal Health and Co-Lead Counsel shall comply with their 

repayment obligations set forth in the Stipulation; (iii) the Parties shall be deemed to have reverted 

to their respective litigation status in the Action as of the date the Stipulation was executed; (iv) the 

terms and provisions of the Settlement and Stipulation, with certain exceptions enumerated in the 

Stipulation, shall have no further force and effect with respect to the Parties and shall not be used 

in the Action or in any other proceeding for any purpose, and the Parties shall proceed in all 

respects as if the Settlement and the Stipulation had not been entered; and (v) the Judgment, this 

Order, and any other order entered by the Court in accordance with the terms of the Stipulation 

shall be treated as vacated, nunc pro tunc, and shall be without prejudice to the rights of the Parties 

or any Cardinal Health stockholders. 

15. Supporting Papers – Plaintiffs shall file and serve papers in support of final 

approval of the proposed Settlement and the service awards, and Plaintiffs’ Counsel shall file and 

serve papers in support of their application for the Fee and Expense Award, no later than thirty-

five (35) calendar days prior to the Settlement Hearing; any objections thereto shall be filed and 

served on counsel for the Parties no later than twenty-one (21) calendar days prior to the 

Settlement Hearing.  Any reply papers may be filed and served no later than seven (7) calendar 

days prior to the Settlement Hearing.  The Parties are permitted to file reply papers regardless of 

whether they filed opening papers in support of the proposed Settlement, the Fee and Expense 

Award, and/or the service awards. 
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16. Stay of Litigation – All pleading deadlines, discovery, and other proceedings in 

the Action (except as necessary to carry out the terms and conditions of the Settlement) are hereby 

stayed and suspended until further order of the Court.  Pending the final determination of whether 

the Settlement should be approved, no Cardinal Health stockholder, either directly, 

representatively, or in any other capacity, shall assert, institute, commence, or prosecute any 

Released Claim against any of the Released Persons. 

17. The Court retains exclusive jurisdiction to consider all further applications arising 

out of, or connected with, the proposed Settlement as set forth in the Stipulation. 

 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 

Dated:    __, 2022         

SARAH D. MORRISON 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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LEGAL NOTICE 

Summary Notice to Stockholders of Cardinal Health, 

Inc. of Proposed Settlement of Stockholder Derivative 

Action, Settlement Hearing, and Right to Appear 

TO: ALL PERSONS AND ENTITIES THAT HELD CARDINAL 

HEALTH, INC. COMMON STOCK AS OF THE CLOSE OF 

TRADING ON MAY 25, 2022 AND THAT CONTINUE TO HOLD 

CARDINAL HEALTH COMMON STOCK AS OF THE CLOSE OF 

TRADING ON ____, 2022. 

PLEASE READ THIS SUMMARY NOTICE CAREFULLY AND IN 

ITS ENTIRETY. 

The Court authorized this Summary Notice.  This Summary Notice 
relates to a proposed settlement (the “Settlement”) of a stockholder 
derivative action:  In re Cardinal Health, Inc. Derivative Litig., Case No. 
2:19-cv-2491 (S.D. Ohio) (the “Action”).  If the Court approves the 
Settlement, you will be forever barred from contesting the fairness, 
adequacy, and reasonableness of the Settlement and from pursuing the 
Released Claims. 

The terms and conditions of the Settlement are set out in a Stipulation 
and Agreement of Compromise, Settlement, and Release, dated 
May 25, 2022 (the “Stipulation”).  All capitalized terms used in this 
Summary Notice that are not otherwise defined herein have the meanings 
provided in the Stipulation and/or Notice. 

Subject to the terms and conditions of the Stipulation, the Settlement 
will provide Cardinal Health with a gross payment of $124 million, less 
any Fee and Expense Award awarded by the Court to Plaintiffs’ Counsel.  
A more detailed description of the Action and the Settlement are set forth 
in the Stipulation as well as the full Notice to Cardinal Health, Inc. 
Stockholders of Proposed Settlement of Stockholder Derivative Action, 
Settlement Hearing, and Right to Appear (the “Notice”), both of which 
are publicly available for review on Cardinal Health’s investor relations 
website at ir.cardinalhealth.com.   

The Court will hold a Settlement Hearing at __ _.m. on __________ 
__, 2022, either in person at the Joseph P. Kinneary U.S. Courthouse, 
Room 167, 85 Marconi Boulevard, Columbus, Ohio 43215, or by 
telephone or video conference, to consider whether the Judgment, 
substantially in the form of Exhibit B to the Stipulation, should be 
entered:   (i) approving the terms and conditions of the Settlement as fair, 
reasonable, and adequate and in the best interests of Cardinal Health and 
its stockholders, (ii) dismissing the Action with prejudice pursuant to the 
terms of the Stipulation, (iii) ruling on the application by Plaintiffs’ 
Counsel for the Fee and Expense Award, and (iv) ruling on Plaintiffs’ 
application for service awards.   
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If you owned Cardinal Health stock (NYSE: CAH) as of the close of 
trading on May 25, 2022 and continue to hold Cardinal Health common 
stock as of the date of the Settlement Hearing, you may object to the 
Settlement, including Plaintiffs’ Counsel’s application for the Fee and 
Expense Award and service awards and appear at the Settlement Hearing 
to show cause why the Settlement, Judgment, or the applications for a 
Fee and Expense Award and service awards should not be approved and 
entered.  Any such objections must be filed with the Court and served on 
counsel for the Parties no later than ________, 2022 in accordance with 
the instructions set forth in the Notice.  

PLEASE NOTE:  Because the Settlement involves the resolution of 
a stockholder derivative action, which was brought on behalf of and for 
the benefit of the Company, the benefits from the Settlement will go to 
Cardinal Health.  Individual Cardinal Health stockholders will not 
receive any direct payment from the Settlement.  Accordingly, there is no 
proof of claim form for stockholders to submit in connection with this 
Settlement. 

Stockholders are not required to take any action in response to this 
Summary Notice. 

Please visit the Investor Relations section of Cardinal Health’s 
website to read the full Notice and Stipulation for more information.  You 
may also email questions to Plaintiffs’ Counsel: Justin Reliford at 
jreliford@ktmc.com or Jennifer Sarnelli at jsarnelli@gardylaw.com.  
PLEASE DO NOT CONTACT THE COURT WITH QUESTIONS.  

By Order of the Court 
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