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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Washington ruled on First Student Inc.'s
motion to seal exhibits filed in connection with a motion to compel arbitration. The court denied
sealing for exhibits concerning business information about the company's bus fleet and maintenance,
finding that the defendant had not shown compelling reasons or provided a narrowly tailored request.
The court granted sealing for exhibits containing nonparty employees' personally identifying and
employment-related information and directed the Clerk to seal those exhibits.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The court decided the defendant's motion to seal exhibits filed in
connection with the plaintiff's opposition to a motion to compel
arbitration.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court applied the strong presumption of public access to judicial
records and required the moving party to establish compelling reasons
for sealing, supported by a specific factual basis and narrowly tailored
request.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court order with no reporter citation and metadata
indicating unknown precedential status.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether First Student established compelling reasons to overcome the strong presumption of public
access and seal Exhibits B through J.

2. Whether the business and fleet-related information in Exhibits B, C, D, G, H, I, and J was sufficiently
specific and competitively sensitive to justify sealing.

3. Whether the personal and employment information concerning nonparty employees in Exhibits E and F
justified sealing.

HOLDINGS

1. A party seeking to seal judicial records must overcome the strong presumption of public access by
establishing compelling reasons and articulating a specific factual basis for sealing without relying on
hypothesis or conjecture.

2. First Student did not establish compelling reasons to seal Exhibits B, C, D, G, H, I, and J because its
generalized assertions concerning fleet size, competitive harm, and confidentiality lacked a specific
factual explanation and the request was not narrowly tailored.

3. Compelling reasons justified sealing Exhibits E and F because they contained personally identifying and
employment-related information about nonparty employees whose investigation and termination were
unrelated to the litigation and whose privacy interests outweighed the public interest in access.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Although “access to judicial records is not absolute,” there is a “strong presumption in favor of access.””
(at 2)

“Under the compelling reasons standard, “a court may seal records only when it finds ‘a compelling reason
and articulate[s] the factual basis for its ruling, without relying on hypothesis or conjecture.’”” (at 2-3)

“Simply defining the information as confidential and concluding it should not be publicly available “does not
demonstrate [the exhibits] are properly sealable.”” (at 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

First Student sought to seal internal communications concerning its school-bus fleet, maintenance issues, fleet
numbers, safety concerns, and the termination-related investigation of a nonparty employee. The exhibits had
been submitted in connection with Cox's opposition to First Student's motion to compel arbitration. First Student
asserted that disclosure could harm its competitive position and reveal confidential business or personal
information, while Cox disputed the confidentiality of the materials and noted that they had previously been
produced unsealed in Ohio litigation.
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First Student moved under Local Civil Rule 5(g) to seal Exhibits B through J attached to Cox's opposition to the
motion to compel arbitration. Cox did not oppose sealing materials that were truly confidential or proprietary but
disputed that the exhibits met that standard. The court denied sealing for Exhibits B, C, D, G, H, I, and J, and
granted sealing for Exhibits E and F.
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