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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Nevada granted respondents’ motion for an
extension of time to respond to the petitioner’s filings in a habeas corpus action. The court also
granted the petitioner’s motion to file exhibits under seal and substituted Debora Borgas for Terry
Royal as the respondent warden under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 25(d).
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE In a federal habeas corpus action, the court ruled on respondents'
motion for enlargement of time, petitioner's motion to file exhibits
under seal, and substitution of the respondent warden under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 25(d).

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court determined whether good cause supported the requested
enlargement of time and whether compelling reasons supported
sealing the exhibits.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether respondents had shown good cause for a 44-day extension of the deadlines to reply to the
motion to dismiss and respond to the motion for discovery.

2. Whether compelling reasons justified filing Rivera's Exhibits 14 and 15 under seal.

3. Whether Debora Borgas should be substituted for Terry Royal as respondent warden under Federal Rule
of Civil Procedure 25(d).

HOLDINGS

1. The court granted respondents' motion for enlargement of time because it was made in good faith, was
not solely for delay, and was supported by good cause.

2. The court held that compelling reasons justified sealing Exhibits 14 and 15 because the exhibits
contained information that could be used for improper purposes.

3. The court substituted Debora Borgas for Terry Royal as respondent warden pursuant to Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 25(d) and directed the Clerk to update the docket.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“While there is a strong presumption in favor of public access to judicial filings, and while courts prefer that
the public retain access to them, a court may seal its records if a party demonstrates “compelling reasons” to
do so.” (at 2)

“The exhibits in question contain information that could be used for improper purposes. The Court finds that
there are compelling reasons for these exhibits to be filed under seal.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Respondents' reply to their motion to dismiss and response to Rivera's motion for discovery were due December
17, 2025. Respondents requested a 44-day extension based on counsel's obligations in other cases and
represented that Rivera did not oppose the request. Rivera's exhibits contained information concerning certain
individuals that the court found could be used for improper purposes.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Respondents moved to dismiss the habeas petition and sought a 44-day extension to file their reply and respond
to petitioner's discovery motion. Rivera opposed the motion to dismiss and moved for discovery and to file
Exhibits 14 and 15 under seal. The court granted the extension and sealing motions and substituted Debora
Borgas for Terry Royal as respondent warden.
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