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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

C.G.B., et al.

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

CHAD WOLF, et al. 

Defendants. 

Civil Action No. 

 Chief Judge Beryl A. Howell 

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER 

The plaintiffs in this action, -seeking transgender women who are

Mot. for Leave 

to File Under Pseudonyms at 1, have moved to proceed under pseudonym in 

their instant action seeking 

to reasonable protection from the COVID-  1.  For the reasons set 

forth below, the motion is granted, subject to any further consideration by the United States 

District Judge to whom this case is randomly assigned.1 

I. BACKGROUND

This action arises out of the current global pandemic and nationwide emergency

caused by COVID-19.  Plaintiffs are transgender individuals being held in immigration 

2. They

allege that despite federal recog -

in its facilities.  Id. ¶¶ 1 2. 

1  . . motion[s] to file a 
. 

Case: 1:20−cv−01072
Assigned To : Cooper, Christopher R.
Assign. Date : 4/23/2020
Description: TRO/PI (D−DECK)

APR 23 2020

Case 1:20-cv-01072-CRC   Document 2   Filed 04/23/20   Page 1 of 6

SimoneBledsoe
File Stamp



2 

sufficient measures to curb the spread of COVID- Id. ¶ 2.  Furthermore, 

a  . . are among the 

Id.  As such, they s

protocols designed to prevent the transmission of COVID- Id. at 41 42.  They have also 

  

II. LEGAL STANDARD 

Generally, a complaint must state the names of the parties and address of the plaintiff.  

FED. R. CIV. P. 10 LCVR 5.1(c)(1) 

n 30 

(same requirement as LCvR 5.1(c)(1)).  The Federal Rules thus promote a 

neral public interest in 

In re Sealed Case, 931 F.3d 92, 96 (D.C. Cir. 2019) (internal 

citations omitted) (quoting Wash. Legal Found. , 89 F.3d 897, 899 

(D.C. Cir. 1996)).  Accordingly, parties to a lawsuit must typically openly identify 

cipate . . . as individual party plaintiffs must do so 

United States v. Microsoft Corp., 56 F.3d 1448, 1463 64 (D.C. Cir. 

1995) (per curiam) (internal quotation marks and citations omitted).   
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Nevertheless, courts have, in special circumstances, permitted a party to proceed 

anonymity against countervailin In re Sealed Case, 931 F.3d at 

96.  When weighing those concerns, five factors, initially drawn from James v. Jacobson, 6 

  In re Sealed Case, 931 F.3d at 97.  These five factors are: 

(1) whether the justification asserted by the requesting party is merely to avoid the 
annoyance and criticism that may attend any litigation or is to preserve privacy in 
a matter of [a] sensitive and highly personal nature; (2) whether identification poses 
a risk of retaliatory physical or mental harm to the requesting party or[,] even more 
critically, to innocent non-parties; (3) the ages of the persons whose privacy 
interests are sought to be protected; (4) whether the action is against a governmental 
or private party; and relatedly, (5) the risk of unfairness to the opposing party from 
allowing an action against it to proceed anonymously. 

Id. (citing James, 6 F.3d at 238). 

At the same time, a c

Id.  

Id. (quoting Sealed Plaintiff v. Sealed Defendant, 537 

F.3d 185, 189 90 (2d Cir. 2008)).  

inquire into the circumstances of particular cases 

unfairness to the opposing party, as well the customary and constitutionally-embedded 

presumption of openness in j Microsoft Corp., 56 F.3d at 1464 (quoting 

James, 6 F.3d at 238 (other internal citations and quotation marks omitted)). 

 

 

Case 1:20-cv-01072-CRC   Document 2   Filed 04/23/20   Page 3 of 6



4 

III. DISCUSSION 

At this early stage of the litigation, this Court is persuaded that the plaintiffs have met 

their burden of showing that their privacy interests outwe

 identities is de minimis compared to the significant privacy interests of the plaintiffs, 

asylum seekers who fear[] persecution, death or torture should they be returned to their 

countries of origin 1. 

The first factor courts are instructed to consider when ruling on these kinds of motions 

plainly weighs in the plaintiff Plaintiffs 

Sealed Case, 931 F.3d at 97, but to prevent the public airing of their past 

Sealed Case, 931 F.3d at 97. 

The plaintiffs also contend, with respect to the second factor, that entification 

 

.   Id.  

Id.  Not only are they at 

and in their home countries.  Id. at 4.  The danger of revealing their identities is clearly not 

illusory.  Indeed, it was to escape that very threat that plaintiffs sought asylum or other relief 

from deportation in the first place.2 

Allowing the plaintiffs to proceed under pseudonyms will have no impact on any 

private rights, as the only defendants are government agencies and officers.  Nor will allowing 

                                                 
2   is 
irrelevant to this motion.  Sealed Case, 931 F.3d at 97. 
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the plaintiffs to proceed pseudonymously prejudice the defendants in any way.  The plaintiffs  

identities are already known to the defendants in connection with their asylum applications.  

Moreover, the plaintiffs are willing to 

  

Waterfront Em Chao, 587 F. Supp. 2d 90, 99 (D.D.C. 2008).  Indeed, defendants 

understand the need to maintain the anonymity of asylum applicants and have therefore 

prohibited the disclosure of their identities during the processing of asylum applications.  See 

8 C.F.R. § 208.6.  Finally, any public interest in disclosing the identity of the plaintiffs is 

significantly outweighed by privacy interests of the asylum-seekers in this case. 

significant interest in maintaining their anonymity at this early stage in the litigation is more 

than sufficient to overcome any general presumption in favor of open proceedings.  See 

Horowitz v. Peace Corps, 428 F.3d 271, 278 (D.C. Cir. 2005) 

 Fed. Emps. v. Horner, 879 F.2d 873, 

879 (D.C. Cir. 1989))). 

IV. CONCLUSION AND ORDER 

For the foregoing reasons, it is hereby  

ORDERED 

GRANTED, subject to any further consideration by the United States District Judge to whom 

this case is randomly assigned, and the plaintiffs may proceed herein using the pseudonyms 

listed in their complaint; and it is further 
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ORDERED that the defendants are prohibited from publicly disclosing the  

identities or any personal identifying information that could lead to the identification of the 

plaintiffs by nonparties, except for the purposes of investigating the allegations contained in 

the Complaint and for preparing an answer or other dispositive motion in response. 

SO ORDERED. 

Date: April 23, 2020 
__________________________ 
BERYL A. HOWELL 
Chief Judge 
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