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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Colorado grants in part and denies in part Jose
Guadalupe Rocha’s motion to reopen discovery, compel production, and seek sanctions. The court
finds that Rocha did not demonstrate good cause or diligence warranting the broader discovery and
depositions requested, but permits limited discovery concerning Centennial Correctional Facility
classification records that the defendant agreed were relevant. The order addresses discovery under
Rule 16(b)(4), the relevance and proportionality of requested materials, and the relationship between
the discovery dispute and the defendant’s pending qualified-immunity summary-judgment motion.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved to reopen discovery, compel production, and obtain
sanctions while a defendant's motion for summary judgment was
pending. The magistrate judge granted the motion in part to permit
narrowly limited discovery concerning documents the defendant
agreed were relevant and denied it in all other respects.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Modification or reopening of a scheduling order under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 16(b)(4) requires good cause and the judge's consent;
the movant must show that the deadline could not be met despite
diligent efforts. The decision whether to extend or reopen discovery is
committed to the court's sound discretion, evaluated under the factors
identified in Smith v. United States. Discovery must also be relevant
and proportional to the needs of the case.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order; precedential status not stated



PARTIES Jose Guadalupe Rocha v. Matt Winden, Warden of Centennial
Correction Facility

TOPICS

discovery dispute sanctions qualified immunity summary judgment section 1983

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure prisoner civil rights constitutional law

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Rocha established good cause under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 16(b)(4) to reopen
discovery broadly for additional documents and depositions.

2. Whether the defendant's concession that limited Centennial Correctional Facility classification
documents were relevant justified narrowly limited additional discovery.

3. Whether Winden or his counsel engaged in sanctionable discovery conduct under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 37.

HOLDINGS

1. Rocha failed to show good cause to reopen discovery for the broad categories of documents and
depositions he sought because the record demonstrated a lack of diligence, the requested discovery
would prejudice Winden and expand the case, and the discovery was unlikely to lead to relevant
admissible evidence on qualified immunity.

2. Limited good cause existed to reopen discovery so that Winden could produce the relevant Centennial
Correctional Facility Internal Classification Committee minutes and related documents, followed by five
interrogatories limited to those documents.

3. Sanctions were unwarranted because the record did not establish obstruction, misrepresentation, or other
sanctionable conduct by Winden or his counsel.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Rocha claimed that prison and investigative records, including classification materials, Office of Inspector
General records, and an audio recording of a disciplinary hearing, were necessary to oppose Winden's summary-
judgment motion on Rocha's First Amendment retaliation claim. The record showed that discovery materials had
been provided through the prison law library, that Rocha did not attempt to access the hearing audio for months,
and that he did not communicate with defense counsel for an extended period after receiving discovery
responses. Winden nevertheless conceded that limited Internal Classification Committee materials concerning
Rocha's transfer from Centennial Correctional Facility to Colorado State Penitentiary were relevant and should
be produced.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Rocha brought a First Amendment retaliation claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 against Winden in his individual
capacity, alleging that Winden caused Rocha to be transferred after Rocha invoked his right to remain silent
during a drug-introduction investigation. Discovery had previously been closed and was temporarily reopened to
permit an additional document request. After Winden moved for summary judgment, Rocha sought broader
additional discovery under Rules 16(b) and 37, asserting that he lacked materials needed to respond. Following
supplemental briefing and a status conference, the court allowed production of limited Centennial Correctional
Facility classification materials and five related interrogatories, but denied the requested broader discovery and
sanctions.
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