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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California granted STA Pharmaceuticals
US, LLC’s motion to seal an exhibit and portions of a declaration based on trade-secret and
confidential third-party information. The court denied the request for expedited discovery without
prejudice and permitted STA to renew that request with the magistrate judge.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE In connection with its preliminary-injunction motion, Plaintiff moved
to seal an exhibit and portions of a declaration. Plaintiff also requested
expedited discovery.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A party seeking to seal judicial records must provide sufficiently
compelling reasons to overcome the strong presumption of public
access, particularly when the records are more than tangentially related
to the merits of a preliminary-injunction motion.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the identified exhibit and declaration portions should be sealed under the compelling-reasons
standard governing judicial records related to a preliminary-injunction motion.

2. Whether the request for expedited discovery should be granted.

HOLDINGS

1. The motion to seal was granted because it was narrowly tailored to information sufficiently identified as
trade secrets or confidential third-party information, providing compelling reasons to overcome the
presumption of public access.

2. The request for expedited discovery was denied without prejudice.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The public has a “general right to inspect and copy public records and documents.”” (at 1)

“A party seeking to seal judicial records can overcome the strong presumption of access by providing
sufficiently compelling reasons that override the public policies favoring disclosure.” (at 1)

“The publication of materials that could result in infringement upon trade secrets has long been considered a
factor that would overcome strong presumption in favor of access to documents.” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

STA Pharmaceuticals sought to protect information it identified as trade secrets or confidential third-party
information in materials submitted with its preliminary-injunction motion. The materials included Exhibit A to
Yu Lu's declaration and portions of Britton Moore's declaration. STA also sought expedited discovery.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

STA Pharmaceuticals filed a motion to seal Exhibit A to Yu Lu's declaration and portions of Britton Moore's
declaration in connection with a preliminary-injunction motion. It also requested expedited discovery. The
district court granted the motion to seal and denied the expedited-discovery request without prejudice, permitting
renewal before the magistrate judge.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

No remand. STA Pharmaceuticals may renew its request for expedited discovery with the magistrate judge.
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