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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Central District of California ordered Plaintiff Christopher S.
Bennett to show cause why his claims against Daniel Juarez should not be dismissed with prejudice
under the doctrine of judicial immunity. The court concluded that the allegations appeared to concern
actions taken by a judicial officer at the Stanley Mosk Courthouse and set a March 7, 2025 deadline
for Plaintiff’s written response.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court, acting sua sponte, issued an order to show cause
why the claims against Defendant Daniel Juarez should not be
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the allegations in the Complaint suggest that Daniel Juarez was acting in a judicial capacity and
may therefore be protected by judicial immunity.

2. Whether Plaintiff should be required to show cause why the claims against Juarez should not be
dismissed with prejudice on judicial-immunity grounds.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“After reviewing the Complaint, it appears as though Defendant Daniel Juarez (“Juarez”) may be protected
by judicial immunity.” (1)

“In accordance with the foregoing, Plaintiff is ORDERED TO SHOW CAUSE, in writing, by March 7, 2025,
why the Court should not dismiss with prejudice Plaintiff’s claims against Daniel Juarez as barred by judicial
immunity.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Complaint identified Daniel Juarez as an individual associated with an address that the court judicially
noticed as the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, housing the Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles. The
Complaint alleged that Juarez usurped another judicial officer's order, decided matters based on argument rather
than facts, and granted a temporary conservatorship. Based on those allegations, the court inferred that Juarez
may have been acting as a judicial officer.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a civil action in the Central District of California. After reviewing the Complaint, the court
concluded that the allegations appeared to concern a judge of the Los Angeles County Superior Court and
ordered Plaintiff to show cause in writing by March 7, 2025, why the claims against Juarez should not be
dismissed with prejudice. The order stated that failure to respond would result in dismissal.
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