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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

WASHOE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT, 
a Political Subdivision of the State of 
Nevada, 
  

Appellant, 
     

 vs. 
 
CAIDYN EDLUND, 
 

Respondent. 
 

Supreme Court No. 83713 
 

 
 

 
 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE DOCKETING STATEMENT  
 

Appellant, Washoe County School District (the District) by and through its 

attorney of record, hereby files its Opposition to Respondent Caidyn Edlund’s (Mr. 

Edlund) Motion to Strike Docketing Statement (Motion to Strike) filed on March 

15, 2022. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

Electronically Filed
Mar 22 2022 04:39 p.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 83713   Document 2022-09051
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

Background 

On March 10, 2022, Mr. Edlund’s counsel agreed to the District’s proposed 

draft of the Joint Appendix and requested two documents be added. Counsel for the 

District agreed to add the two documents. The District’s proposed Joint Appendix 

(JA) included Exhibits 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7 of Mr. Edlund’s December 2, 2020 Motion 

to Vacate, or in the Alternative to Modify, Arbitrator’s Opinion and Award 

(MTV/M). Prior to filing the Docketing Statement, Mr. Edlund’s counsel did not 

object to the aforementioned exhibits being included in the JA or the Docketing 

Statement based upon the lower court’s approval to file the exhibits as confidential 

at the district court level. The District filed its Docketing Statement with the Court 

on March 14, 2022.  Under Nevada Rule of Appellate Procedure (NRAP) 14, the 

clerk’s form for the Docketing Statement requires an appellant to attach a copy of 

the “complaint” (among other documents) to the Docketing Statement before filing 

the Docketing Statement with the Supreme Court of Nevada. Thus, in compliance 

with NRAP 14 and the clerk’s form, the District attached the MTV/M, including all 

its exhibits, to the Docketing Statement. 

On Tuesday, March 15, 2022, Mr. Edlund’s counsel sent an email to the 

undersigned stating, in sum, he reviewed the Docketing Statement and it appeared 
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confidential information was included, referring to Exhibits 2, 3, 5, 6, and 7 of the 

MTV/M, and asked to have the matter corrected. See email communications at 

Exhibit 1. 

In order to remedy the issue, the undersigned asked Office of the General 

Counsel staff to contact the Supreme Court of Nevada Clerk’s Office and inquire 

on the most expeditious manner to have the exhibits sealed.  The Clerk’s Office 

informed the Office of the General Counsel to file a Motion to Seal Records on 

Appeal. The undersigned immediately researched, drafted and filed the District’s 

Motion to Seal Records on Appeal (Motion to Seal) requesting the Court seal the 

relevant portions of the Docketing Statement and the JA. Prior to filing the Motion 

to Seal, the undersigned called Mr. Edlund’s counsel to inform him of the actions 

taken and left a voice message. The undersigned then sent an email to Mr. Edlund’s 

counsel to inform him what actions were being taken by the District to resolve the 

matter. See, Exhibit 1.  Mr. Edlund’s counsel then, apparently, filed his Motion to 

Strike. Two minutes later, Mr. Edlund’s counsel responded to the undersigned’s 

email stating, “Hi Chris, I just filed a motion to strike.  You should be served 

shortly. Cheers!” See, Exhibit 1. Thirteen minutes later the undersigned sent an 

email to Mr. Edlund’s counsel requesting that he withdraw his Motion to Strike and 

file a non-opposition to the District’s Motion to Seal Records on Appeal. See, 
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Exhibit 1. The undersigned then asked Mr. Edlund’s counsel to call in order to 

discuss the matter. Mr. Edlund’s counsel could not call at that time. See, Exhibit 1.  

The next morning, March 16, 2022, the undersigned sent an email to Mr. 

Edlund’s counsel stating, “Good morning Luke. Breanne just filed the JA at the 

Court along with a courtesy copy of the District’s Motion to Seal. They will seal as 

soon as order is given. Breanne is on her way to deliver JA to you. I believe the 

most expedient way to get the seal is to withdraw the Motion to Strike and file a 

non-opposition to the Motion to Seal.” See, Exhibit 1. The undersigned has not 

received a response to the aforementioned email or any contact from Mr. Edlund’s 

counsel in any way to discuss the matter.  

Rules 

Nevada Rules for Sealing and Redacting Court Records (SRCR) Rule 7 

provides that “A civil court record or any portion of it that was sealed in the trial 

court shall be made available to the Nevada Supreme Court in the event of an 

appeal. Court records sealed in the trial court shall be sealed from public access in 

the Nevada Supreme Court subject to further order of that court.” These documents 

sealed at the district court level are part of the lower court’s record and are necessary 

on appeal. Therefore, the District filed its Motion to Seal Records on Appeal 

pursuant to SRCR Rule 3. SRCR 3(2) provides that: “When a motion to seal or 
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redact a court record has been filed, the information to be sealed or redacted remains 

confidential for a reasonable period of time until the court rules on the motion.” 

The District has acted in good faith to resolve this matter in the most efficient 

manner. The District filed its Motion to Seal as expeditiously as possible to correct 

the matter and communicated throughout the process with Mr. Edlund’s counsel. 

There is no reason to strike the Docketing Statement and prolong the procedural 

filings in the matter. The District took immediate steps to seal the documents on 

appeal and SRCR 3(2) protects the confidential nature of this information for a 

reasonable period of time pending the Supreme Court’s order on the District’s 

Motion to Seal. 

Conclusion 

The District respectfully requests that the Court Grant its Motion to Seal 

Records on Appeal and deny Mr. Edlund’s Motion to Strike in its entirety. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030:  The undersigned does 

hereby affirm that the preceding document DOES NOT contain the social security 

number of any person. 

DATED this 22nd day of March, 2022. 
 

WASHOE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL 

 
 
 

By: /s/Christopher B. Reich, Esq.  
CHRISTOPHER B. REICH, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 10198 
Deputy Chief General Counsel 
NEIL A. ROMBARDO, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6800 
Chief General Counsel 
SARA K. MONTALVO, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 11899 
General Counsel 
ANDREA L. SCHULEWITCH, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 15321 
Associate General Counsel 
Washoe County School District  
P.O. Box 30425 
Reno, NV 89520-3425 
 
Attorneys for Appellant 
WASHOE COUNTY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT 
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