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32.Kentucky Association of Health Plans,
Inc v. Miller

538 U.S. 329 (2003)
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(That for a state law to be deemed a law which regulates insurance
under 29 U.S.C. §1144(b)(2)(A), it must satisfy two requirements. First,
the state law must be specifically directed toward entities engaged in
insurance. Second, the state law must substantially affect the risk pooling
arrangement between the insurer and the insured. Kentucky's “Any

Willing Provider” law satisfies each of these requirements. )
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