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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana addresses Plaintiffs Miyoka
Johnson and Rhoda Johnson’s motion to file deposition excerpts under seal based on purported
FERPA protections. The court holds that Plaintiffs failed to justify wholesale sealing and that FERPA
does not protect records relating to school employees. The motion is granted in part and denied in part,
with leave to file redacted versions concealing specified nonparty employee names and initials.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana

DECIDED April 16, 2026

DOCKET Civil Action No. 65-16173

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiffs Miyoka Johnson and Rhoda Johnson moved ex parte for
leave to file deposition excerpts under seal pursuant to Eastern District
of Louisiana Local Rule 5.6. The court granted the motion in part and
denied it in part.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the common-law presumption of public access to
judicial records and reviewed the sealing request under an abuse-of-
discretion framework informed by the requirement of document-by-
document and line-by-line balancing.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court order addressing a motion to seal in the
individual case.

PARTIES Miyoka Johnson, Rhoda Johnson, Willie Banks, et al. v. St. James
Parish School Board, et al.
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civil procedure privacy and confidentiality education law

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiffs established sufficient grounds to file Exhibits A and C entirely under seal despite the
presumption of public access to judicial records.

2. Whether FERPA protects personally identifiable information concerning employees of an educational
institution in deposition excerpts.

3. Whether the exhibits should instead be publicly filed with redactions limited to irrelevant nonparty
employee names and initials.

HOLDINGS

1. Plaintiffs did not overcome the presumption of public access because they sought wholesale sealing
without conducting the required document-by-document and line-by-line analysis or identifying the
specific harm that disclosure would cause.

2. The deposition excerpts concerning school-district employees were not education records protected by
FERPA, and FERPA did not provide a basis for sealing the employee information.

3. The court permitted Plaintiffs to refile Exhibits A and C with only the specified nonparty employee
names and initials redacted because those identities were irrelevant to the motion and the case generally,
and the employees' privacy interest outweighed the public's interest in disclosure of their names.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because the sealing of judicial records is the exception rather than the norm, the court must be
“ungenerous” with its discretion to seal judicial records.” (I)

“The deposition excerpts at issue do not qualify as education records and are not entitled to FERPA
protections.” (II)

“Plaintiffs must submit redacted versions of Exhibits A and C consistent with this Court’s opinion, which
redacted versions will be filed in the court record with unredacted copies filed under seal.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiffs Miyoka Johnson and Rhoda Johnson cited deposition excerpts of St. James Parish School District
employees in their opposition memorandum and sought to file the excerpts under seal. They asserted that the
excerpts contained personally identifiable information protected by FERPA. The excerpts identified nonparty
district employees by names or initials, but those identities were not used in the parties' filings and appeared
irrelevant to the motion and case generally.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

In the pending civil action, Plaintiffs sought to file Exhibits A and C under seal, asserting that deposition
excerpts of school-district employees contained personally identifiable information protected by FERPA and a



protective order. The court found that Plaintiffs had not justified wholesale sealing, but permitted redaction of
specified nonparty employee names and initials before filing the exhibits publicly, with unredacted copies filed
under seal.
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