
 

In the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada 
 
 
CARYNE SHEA, individually and as 
next friend of her minor children A.S. 
and M.S.; VENECIA SANCHEZ, 
individually and as next friend of her 
minor child Y.S.; BETH MARTIN, 
individually and as next friend of her 
minor children R.E. and H.E.; CALEN 
EVANS, individually and as next friend 
of his minor child C.E.; PAULA 
ARZOIAN, individually and as next 
friend of her minor child A.A.; KAREN 
PULEO, individually and as next friend 
of her minor children J.D.Jr., Jas.D., 
and Jac.D.; CHRISTINA BACKUS, 
individually and as next friend of her 
minor child D.B.; CAMERON 
BACKUS, individually and as next 
friend of his minor child D.B.; 
ALEXANDRA ELLIS, individually 
and as next friend of her minor children 
L.E., M.E., and B.E., 
 

Appellants, 
 

vs. 
 
THE STATE OF NEVADA; THE 
NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION; JHONE EBERT, 
Nevada Superintendent of Public 
Education, in her official capacity; 
NEVADA STATE BOARD OF 
EDUCATION; DOE INDIVIDUALS, 
I-XXV; ROE ENTITIES, I-XXV, 
 

Respondents. 
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1. Judicial District: First Judicial District Court Department: II 
 County: Carson City Judge: Hon. James Wilson 
 District Court Case No.:  20 OC 00042 1B  
 
 
2.  Attorney filing this docketing statement: 
 
Attorney: Bradley Schrager, Esq. (SBN 10217) 

Daniel Bravo, Esq. (SBN 13078) 
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Address: Wolf, Rifkin, Shapiro, Schulman & Rabkin, LLP 
 3556 E. Russell Road, Second Floor 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89120  

 

 
Attorney: Amanda Morgan, Esq. (SBN 13200) 

 

 
Address: Educate Nevada Now 
 701 S. 9th Street 
 Las Vegas, Nevada, 89101 

 

 
Client: Appellants, Caryne Shea; Venecia Sanchez; Beth Martin; Calen Evans; 
Paula Arzoian; Karen Puleo; Christina Backus; Cameron Backus; and Alexandra 
Ellis 

 
 
3.  Attorney(s) representing respondents(s): 
 
Attorneys:  Steve Shevorski, Esq. (SBN 8256) 
  Sabrena K. Clinton, Esq. (SBN 6499) 

 

 
Address:  Office of the Attorney General 
 555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

 
Client: Respondents, The State of Nevada; The Nevada Department Of 
Education; Jhone Ebert; and Nevada State Board Of Education 

 

 
 
4.  Nature of Disposition Below (check all that apply): 

☐  Judgment after bench trial   ☒  Dismissal 
☐  Judgment after jury verdict   ☐  Lack of jurisdiction 
☐  Summary judgment   ☒  Failure to state a claim 
☐  Default judgment   ☐  Failure to prosecute 
☐  Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief   ☐  Other (specify) 

___________________________ 
☐  Grant/Denial of injunction   ☐  Divorce Decree: 
☐  Grant/Denial of declaratory relief   ☐  Original ☐  Modification 
☐  Review of agency determination   ☐  Other disposition (specify) 
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5.  Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following? 

☐  Child Custody 
☐  Venue 
☐  Termination of parental rights 
 
 
6.  Pending and prior proceedings in this court.  List the case name and docket 
number of all appeals or original proceedings presently or previously pending 
before this court which are related to this appeal: 
 
N/A  
 
 
7.  Pending and prior proceedings in other courts.  List the case name, number 
and court of all pending and prior proceedings in other courts which are related to 
this appeal (e.g., bankruptcy, consolidated or bifurcated proceedings) and their 
dates of disposition: 
 
N/A  
 
 
8.  Nature of the action. Briefly describe the nature of the action and the result 
below:  
 

Plaintiffs challenge the adequacy of the Nevada public school system, its 
funding and resources, and its outcomes which fall egregiously short of the 
sufficiency required by the Nevada Constitution, the laws of the State of Nevada, 
and the pronouncements and benchmarks set by the State itself. Plaintiffs asked the 
district court to determine and find that Nevada public education has fallen short of 
the requirements of the Nevada Constitution, particularly in Article XI, §§ 1 and 2 
and Article I, § 8, in providing the resources necessary to ensure a basic, uniform, 
and sufficient education for the schoolchildren of the State of Nevada.  
 
 
9.  Issues on appeal. State concisely the principal issue(s) in this appeal (attach 
separate sheets as necessary):  
 

Whether the district court erred in dismissing Appellants’ complaint for 
failure to state a claim pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5). 
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10.  Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues. If you 
are aware of any proceedings presently pending before this court which raises the 
same or similar issues raised in this appeal, list the case name and docket numbers 
and identify the same or similar issue raised:  
 
N/A 
 
 
11.  Constitutional issues. If this appeal challenges the constitutionality of a 
statute, and the state, any state agency, or any officer or employee thereof is not a 
party to this appeal, have you notified the clerk of this court and the attorney 
general in accordance with NRAP 44 and NRS 30.130? 

☒  N/A 
☐  Yes 
☐  No 

If not, explain: 
 
 
12.  Other issues. Does this appeal involve any of the following issues? 

☐  Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (identify the case(s)) 
☒  An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions 
☒  A substantial issue of first impression 
☒  An issue of public policy 
☐  An issue where en banc consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity 
of this court's decisions 
☐  A ballot question 
 If so, explain:   

 
 
13.  Assignment to the Court of Appeals or retention in the Supreme Court. 
Briefly set forth whether the matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme 
Court or assigned to the Court of Appeals under NRAP 17, and cite the 
subparagraph(s) of the Rule under which the matter falls. If appellant believes that 
the Supreme Court should retain the case despite its presumptive assignment to the 
Court of Appeals, identify the specific issue(s) or circumstance(s) that warrant 
retaining the case, and include an explanation of their importance or significance: 
 

This matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme Court as it is an appeal 
of a matter of public importance. 
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14. Trial. If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last?  N/A 
Was it a bench or jury trial?        N/A 

 
 
15.  Judicial Disqualification. Do you intend to file a motion to disqualify or have 
a justice recuse him/herself from participation in this appeal? No.  
 
 

TIMELINESS OF NOTICE OF APPEAL 

16.  Date of entry of written judgment or order appealed from: 
Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss: October 7, 2020 
If no written judgment or order was filed in the district court, explain the basis 
for seeking appellate review:  

 
 
17.  Date written notice of entry of judgment or order was served:  

October 26, 2020 

Was service by: 

☐  Delivery 
☒  Mail/electronic/fax 

 
 
18.  If the time for filing the notice of appeal was tolled by a post judgment 
motion (NRCP 50(b), 52(b), or 59) 

(a) Specify the type of motion, the date and method of service of motion, and 
the date of filing. 

☐  NRCP 50(b) Date of filing        
☐  NRCP 52(b) Date of filing        
☐  NRCP 59  Date of filing        

(b) Date of entry of written order resolving tolling motion: N/A 

(c) Date written notice of entry of order resolving tolling motion was served: 
N/A 

 Was service by: 

 ☐  Delivery 
 ☐  Mail 
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19.  Date notice of appeal filed: November 11, 2020 
If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, list the date 
each notice of appeal was filed and identify by name the party filing the notice 
of appeal. 

 
 
20.  Specify statute or rule governing the time limit for filing the notice of 
appeal, e.g., NRAP 4(a) or other: NRAP4(a) 
 
 

SUBSTANTIVE APPEALABILITY 

21.  Specify the statute or other authority granting this court jurisdiction to 
review the judgment or order appealed from: 
 
(a) 

☒  NRAP 3A(b)(1) ☐  NRS 38.205 
☐  NRAP 3A(b)(2) ☐  NRS 233B.150 
☐  NRAP 3A(b)(3) ☐  NRS 703.376 
☐  Other (specify) ___________________  

(b) Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment 
order: 
 
 This is an appeal of a final judgment entered in an action commenced in the 
district court in which the judgment was rendered per NRAP 3A(b)(1). 
 
22.  List all parties involved in the action or consolidated action in the district 
court: 

(a) Parties: 

Caryne Shea; Venecia Sanchez; Beth Martin; Calen Evans; Paula Arzoian; Karen 
Puleo; Christina Backus; Cameron Backus; and Alexandra Ellis 
 
The State of Nevada; The Nevada Department Of Education; Jhone Ebert; and 
Nevada State Board Of Education 
 
(b) If all parties in the district court are not parties to this appeal, explain in detail 

why those parties are not involved in this appeal, e.g., formally dismissed, not 
served, or other: 

  
N/A 
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23.  Give a brief description (3 to 5 words) of each party’s separate claims, 
counterclaims, cross-claims, or third-party claims and the date of formal 
disposition of each claim. 
 

Appellants asked the district court to determine and find that Nevada public 
education has fallen short of the requirements of the Nevada Constitution, 
particularly in Article XI, §§ 1 and 2 and Article I, § 8, in providing the resources 
necessary to ensure a basic, uniform, and sufficient education for the 
schoolchildren of the State of Nevada. The district court dismissed the complaint 
on October 7, 2020. 
 
 
24.  Did the judgment or order appealed from adjudicate ALL the claims 
alleged below and the rights and liabilities of ALL the parties to the action or 
consolidated actions below? 
 

☒  Yes 
☐  No 

 
 
25.  If you answered “No” to question 24, complete the following: 

(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below: 

(b) Specify the parties remaining below: 

(c) Did the district court certify the judgment or order appealed from as a final 
judgment pursuant to NRCP 54(b)? 

☐  Yes 
☐  No 

(d) Did the district court make an express determination, pursuant to NRCP 54(b), 
that there is no just reason for delay and an express direction for the entry of 
judgment? 

☐  Yes 
☐  No 

 
 
26.  If you answered “No” to any part of question 25, explain the basis for 
seeking appellate review (e.g., order is independently appealable under NRAP 
3A(b)): 
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27. Attach file-stamped copies of the following documents: 

 The latest filed complaint, counterclaims, cross-claims, and third-party 
claims 

 Any tolling motion(s) and order(s) resolving tolling motion(s) 
 Orders of NRCP 41(a) dismissals formally resolving each claim, 

counterclaims, cross-claims and/or third-party claims asserted in the 
action or consolidated action below, even if not at issue on appeal 

 Any other order challenged on appeal 
 Notices of entry for each attached order. 

 
 

VERIFICATION 
I declare under penalty of perjury that I have read this docketing statement, 
that the information provided in this docketing statement is true and complete 
to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief, and that I have attached 
all required documents to this docketing statement. 
 
 
Caryne Shea; Venecia Sanchez; Beth 
Martin; Calen Evans; Paula Arzoian; 
Karen Puleo; Christina Backus; 
Cameron Backus; and Alexandra Ellis 
Name of Appellants 
 
 

Bradley Schrager, Esq.   
Name of counsel of record 
 

December 11, 2020    
Date 
 
 

/s/ Bradley Schrager        
Signature of counsel of record 
 

Clark County, Nevada   
State and county where signed 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that on this 11th day of December, 2020, a true and correct 

copy of the DOCKETING STATEMENT was served upon all counsel of record 

by electronically filing the document using the Nevada Supreme Court’s electronic 

filing system. 

By:
 Dannielle Fresquez, an Employee of 

WOLF, RIFKIN, SHAPIRO, SCHULMAN 
& RABKIN, LLP 

 

/s/ Dannielle Fresquez 
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS 
 

Exhibit Document Description No. of Pages 
1 Complaint 

 
38 

2 Order Granting Defendants' Motion to 
Dismiss 
 

6 

3 Notice of Entry of Order 11 
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