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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Idaho grants the patient plaintiffs’ motion to
proceed under pseudonyms in a challenge to Idaho’s implementation of H.B. 135 as applied to Ryan
White HIV/AIDS Program services. The court finds that public disclosure could expose the plaintiffs
to criminal prosecution, immigration consequences, stigma, retaliation, and disclosure of sensitive
medical information. The court allows pseudonymity on the public docket while leaving potential
disclosure to defense counsel for discovery to be addressed through meet-and-confer and, if necessary,
further court relief.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs moved to proceed under pseudonyms at the outset of the
federal action. The district court decided the motion on the parties’
written submissions without oral argument.



STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the Ninth Circuit’s balancing framework for
requests to proceed anonymously, weighing the severity,
reasonableness, and vulnerability associated with threatened harm
against prejudice to the opposing party and the public interest in
disclosure.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court memorandum decision and order; persuasive
value only

TOPICS

civil procedure medical records privacy health law immigration pleadings

PRACTICE AREAS

civil procedure health law civil rights immigration

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the patient plaintiffs should be permitted to proceed under pseudonyms in the public record.

2. Whether the plaintiffs were entitled to withhold their identities from defense counsel and the Court
throughout the litigation.

HOLDINGS

1. The patient plaintiffs may proceed under pseudonyms for purposes of the public record because
disclosure could expose them to criminal prosecution and immigration-related consequences and could
create risks of stigma, retaliation, and disclosure of highly sensitive medical information.

2. The court did not grant an unconditional right to withhold the plaintiffs’ identities from defense counsel
and the Court; instead, any later need for disclosure must be addressed in discovery through a meet-and-
confer and, if necessary, appropriate relief from the Court.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The normal presumption in litigation is that the parties must use their real names.” (Analysis)

“To the extent disclosure of Plaintiffs’ identities to defense counsel becomes necessary to proceed in
discovery, the parties shall meet and confer to reach an agreement protecting all parties’ interests.” (Order ¶
3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The plaintiffs challenge Idaho’s implementation of H.B. 135 as applied to Ryan White HIV/AIDS Program
services. The patient plaintiffs asserted that public disclosure of their identities could expose them to criminal
prosecution, immigration consequences, stigma, retaliation, and disclosure of highly sensitive medical
information, including HIV status. Defendants accepted pseudonymity for the public record at that stage but



argued that disclosure to defense counsel might later be necessary to test the plaintiffs’ allegations through
discovery.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs filed an action challenging Idaho’s implementation of H.B. 135 as applied to Ryan White HIV/AIDS
Program services. The patient plaintiffs moved to proceed in pseudonym. Defendants did not oppose
pseudonymity on the public docket at that stage but opposed withholding the plaintiffs’ identities from defense
counsel and the Court throughout discovery.
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