UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF DELAWARE

WOW TECH USA, LTD. v. EIS, INC.

WOW Tech USA - No. Civil Action No. 24-115-GBW - Decided April 9, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Delaware denied WOW Tech USA, Ltd.’s motion
for leave to file its Third Amended Complaint under seal. The court held that Plaintiff failed to show

that the third-party witness names were protectable information or that disclosure would cause a

clearly defined and serious injury, and ordered the complaint unsealed immediately.
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Plaintiff moved for leave to file its third amended complaint under
seal. The court denied the motion and ordered the complaint unsealed

immediately.

The party seeking to seal judicial records bears the burden of showing
that the material is the kind of information courts will protect and that

disclosure would cause a clearly defined and serious injury.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether Plaintiff met its burden to seal the names of third-party witnesses in its third amended

complaint and exhibits.

2. Whether the court's prior unopposed order allowing the second amended complaint to be filed under seal

established that the third amended complaint should also remain sealed.

HOLDINGS

1. Plaintiff failed to meet its burden to show both that the witness names were information courts will
protect and that disclosure would cause a clearly defined and serious injury; therefore, the motion to file

the third amended complaint under seal was denied.

2. The prior order did not establish that the third amended complaint should be sealed because the court

made no factual findings when it summarily granted the earlier, apparently unopposed motion.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The names of such third-party witnesses are not the kind of information that courts will protect, absent
extraordinary circumstances, and plaintiff has not shown that those extraordinary circumstances exist in this

case.” (Memorandum Order)

“Absent extraordinary circumstances, witnesses do not testify anonymously under our system of laws.”
(Memorandum Order)

“Thus, Plaintiff has failed to meet its burden to show disclosure will work a clearly defined and serious injury

to the party seeking closure.” (Memorandum Order)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff sought to seal the names of third-party witnesses in its third amended complaint and accompanying
exhibits, designating the names as attorneys-eyes-only. Plaintiff asserted, without substantiation, that disclosure
could create a substantial risk of intimidation, harassment, or business retaliation. The court observed that the
witnesses were likely to be subpoenaed and deposed and had not shown extraordinary circumstances warranting

anonymity.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff previously filed its second amended complaint under seal after the court summarily granted an
apparently unopposed sealing motion. Plaintiff then sought leave to file its third amended complaint under seal,
and Defendant opposed the request. The district court denied the motion because Plaintiff failed to establish both
that the information was entitled to protection and that disclosure would cause a clearly defined and serious

injury.
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