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Appellant notices to this Court a filing by Rhode Island Hospital (RIH) in the 

Northern District of Texas.  In its filing, RIH represents that, “[t]o the extent that 

records RIH intends to produce contain any patient information, RIH will anonymize 

and de-identify this information.”  Ex. A at 2. Although transmission of documents to 

a federal court in camera does not constitute irreparable harm, RIH’s stated plan to 

anonymize any documents filed in the Northern District of Texas today further 

undercuts the Child Advocate’s claim of imminent irreparable harm.  See, e.g., C.N. v. 

Ridgewood Bd. of Educ., 430 F.3d 159, 180 (3d Cir. 2005) (“The cases in which a 

disclosure-based privacy violation has been found involve situations where there was 

either actual identification or the disclosure of identifying information such as would 

allow the individual to be identified and ultimately connected to his or her private 

information.”); In re NHL Players’ Concussion Injury Litig., 120 F. Supp. 3d 942, 955 (D. 

Minn. 2015) (“Once the identifying information is removed from the record, the 

patient’s privacy interest is essentially eliminated.”) (collecting cases); cf. Dinerstein v. 

Google, LLC, 73 F.4th 502, 513 (7th Cir. 2023) (stating that “the dissemination of 

anonymized [medical] information” likely did not “give rise to any injury at all—let 

alone one concrete enough to support Article III standing”).  This Court should deny 

the Child Advocate’s motion for an injunction pending appeal. 
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