UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF PUERTO RICO

Olga Hernandez Padilla v. Gretchen Pérez, et al.

Civil No. 25-1386 (JAG) (D.P.R. May 5, 2026) - No. Civil No. 25-1386 (JAG) - Decided May 5, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Puerto Rico granted Defendants’ motion to dismiss
Olga Hernandez Padilla’s claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and Puerto Rico Law 100. The court held
that monetary-damages claims against the Commonwealth, the Puerto Rico Department of Justice, and
an official-capacity defendant were barred by the Eleventh Amendment, and that the claims were
untimely under the applicable one-year limitations period. The court also concluded that the pleadings

failed to state viable Fourteenth or First Amendment claims and directed entry of judgment.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6) to

dismiss Plaintiff's Section 1983 and Puerto Rico Law 100 claims. The
district court granted the motion and dismissed the claims with

prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6)
pleading standard, accepting well-pleaded factual allegations as true
and drawing reasonable inferences in Plaintiff's favor, while
disregarding conclusory allegations and determining whether the

complaint stated a facially plausible claim for relief.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court opinion with no reported citation in the
supplied text.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

2.

3.

Whether the Eleventh Amendment barred Plaintiff's claims for monetary damages against the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Puerto Rico Department of Justice, and an official sued in her
official capacity.

Whether Plaintiff's Section 1983 and Puerto Rico Law 100 claims were barred by the applicable one-

year statute of limitations.

Whether Plaintiff's allegations stated plausible due process, equal protection, or First Amendment

claims.

4. Whether the Federal Tort Claims Act applied to claims against Puerto Rico government defendants.

HOLDINGS

1.

The Eleventh Amendment bars Plaintiff's claims for monetary damages against the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the Puerto Rico Department of Justice, and Gretchen Pérez in her official capacity because

those defendants are the Commonwealth or arms and instrumentalities of the Commonwealth.

. Plaintiff's Section 1983 claims were subject to Puerto Rico's one-year limitations period for tort actions

and were untimely because the alleged violations occurred in or around August 2023 while the

complaint was filed on July 23, 2025.

. Plaintiff's Puerto Rico Law 100 employment-discrimination claims were subject to a one-year statute of

limitations and were untimely.

. Plaintiff failed to state plausible procedural due process, substantive due process, or equal protection

claims under the Fourteenth Amendment.

. Plaintiff failed to state a viable First Amendment claim because her allegations of retaliation, public

defamation, exclusion from a public forum, and threats of legal action were conclusory and did not

identify facts showing a violation of a protected First Amendment right.

. The Federal Tort Claims Act did not apply because Plaintiff sued state government defendants rather

than federal government employees.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To survive dismissal under this standard, a complaint must allege sufficient facts to “state a claim to relief
that is plausible on its face” and “raise [a plaintiff’s] right to relief above the speculative level.”” (at 2)

“The Commonwealth of Puerto Rico is treated as a state for Eleventh Amendment purposes” (at 3)

“Thus, Plaintiff cannot use ignorance of the law as a defense to overcome the limitations period of her
Section 1983 and Law 100 claims.” (at 5)



“Only if the executive conduct does shock the conscience will the analysis move on to the substantive due

process framework’s next stage” (at 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff alleged that Defendants engaged in conduct on or around August 2023 that violated her constitutional
rights, including due process, equal protection, and First Amendment rights. She also asserted claims under 42
U.S.C. § 1983 and Puerto Rico Law 100, and sought monetary damages. Plaintiff filed suit on July 23, 2025,
asserting that she did not realize her rights had allegedly been violated until she took law school courses during
the 2024 and 2025 academic years.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a Complaint, an Amended Complaint, and a Second Amended Complaint asserting constitutional
claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and employment-discrimination claims under Puerto Rico Law 100. Defendants
moved to dismiss. The district court concluded that the monetary-damages claims were barred by the Eleventh

Amendment, that the claims were untimely, and that the pleadings failed to state viable constitutional claims.

The court granted the motion to dismiss with prejudice and directed entry of judgment.
DISPOSITION

dismissed
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