UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Imber v. Lackey

Imber - No. 1:22-cv-00004-HBK - Decided June 24, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California granted Plaintiff’s unopposed
request to seal a 2023 Valuation Report and portions of a reply brief concerning a motion for
preliminary approval of a class action settlement. The court found compelling interests supporting

sealing and ordered Plaintiff to provide the documents to the Clerk for filing under seal.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Eastern District of California
WRITING FOR THE COURT Helena M. Barch-Kuchta

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Eastern District of California
DECIDED June 24, 2025

DOCKET 1:22-cv-00004-HBK

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff moved to seal a 2023 Valuation Report and portions of his

reply brief concerning his motion for preliminary approval of a class-

action settlement. The request was unopposed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the Ninth Circuit standard requiring compelling
reasons to seal judicial records and consideration of whether sealing is
necessary to protect those interests when less restrictive alternatives

are inadequate.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown

PARTIES Brandon Imber v. Bruce Lackey, Pam Lackey, Lackey Family Trust,
Cole Scharton, The Administrative Committee of the People Business
Employee Stock Ownership Plan, Miguel Paredes, Rich Roush, Del
Thacker, Richard Deyoung, Ritchie Trucking Service Holdings, Inc.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should seal the 2023 Valuation Report and portions of Plaintiff's reply brief because

compelling interests would be harmed absent sealing and no adequate alternative existed.

HOLDINGS

1. The court held that the 2023 Valuation Report and specified portions of Plaintiff's reply brief should be
filed under seal because Plaintiff identified compelling interests that would be harmed without sealing

and no adequate alternative to sealing existed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Court finds that, for the reasons stated in the Plaintiff s request, sealing the 2023 Valuation Report and

portions of the reply brief serves a compelling interest.” (at 1)

“The Court further finds that, in the absence of closure, the compelling interests identified by Plaintiff would
be harmed.” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff sought to seal a 2023 Valuation Report and portions of a reply brief filed in connection with a motion
for preliminary approval of a class-action settlement. Plaintiff asserted that confidentiality was necessary to
prevent third parties from using the information to obstruct the settlement or obtain higher payouts. Defendants
did not oppose the request.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On June 16, 2025, Plaintiff filed a request to seal the specified valuation report and portions of his reply brief.
Defendants did not oppose the request under Local Rule 141(c). The district court granted the request and

directed Plaintiff to provide the documents electronically to the Clerk for filing under seal.
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