UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF UTAH,

NORTHERN DIVISION

RVLock & Co., LL.C v. MNDZ, LL.C and Nicholas Menendez

RVLock - No. 1:25-cv-00182 - Decided April 20, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Utah granted in part and denied in part RVLock &

Co., LLC’s motions to seal portions of its complaint and amended complaint. The court denied the

defendants’ motion to seal an employment contract, ordered that only paragraphs 64 and 65 of the

pleadings remain sealed, and directed the clerk to unseal the related filing.
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The parties filed motions to seal portions of the complaint, first
amended complaint, and an employment contract attached to an
opposition brief. The court resolved the motions under the common-
law right of public access to judicial records and the District of Utah's
local sealing rule.

The court applied the common-law presumption of public access to
judicial records and required the party seeking sealing to show a
significant countervailing interest that heavily outweighs the public

interest in access.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether portions of RVLock's complaint and first amended complaint discussing an employment

contract should remain under seal.
2. Whether the employment contract attached to defendants' opposition should be filed under seal.

3. Whether allegations concerning RVLock's product, supplier, and business plans contain proprietary

information sufficient to overcome the presumption of public access.

HOLDINGS

1. The requests to seal information concerning the employment contract were denied because RVLock
abandoned its request and the asserted interest in preserving the contract's confidentiality was

insufficient, without more, to overcome the presumption of public access.

2. Paragraphs 64 and 65 of the complaint and first amended complaint may remain sealed because they
appear to disclose RVLock's product, supplier, and business plans, and RVLock demonstrated an interest

sufficient to justify sealing those limited portions.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Courts have long recognized a common-law right of access to judicial records.”

“The burden is on the party seeking to restrict access to show some significant interest that outweighs the

presumption.”

“documents containing sensitive, proprietary information concerning a party’s business practices may

properly be sealed”

“a mere “interest in preserving the confidentiality of [a] contract does not necessarily constitute a sufficiently

»

substantial justification.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

RVLock brought a trade-secret-misappropriation action against MNDZ, LL.C and Nicholas Menendez. Its
complaint and first amended complaint discussed provisions of an employment contract and, in paragraphs 64
and 65, a supplier, a product, and business plans. Defendants attached the employment contract to their

opposition and sought to seal it solely because RVLock had asserted that it was confidential.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

RVLock moved to file its complaint and first amended complaint under seal, asserting that portions contained
confidential employment-contract and trade-secret information. Defendants opposed and separately moved to
seal the contract attached to their opposition. RVLock abandoned its request to seal contract-related information
but continued to seek protection for allegations concerning a supplier, product, and business plans. The court
denied the requests concerning the contract, granted limited sealing of paragraphs 64 and 65, and ordered the

contract filing unsealed.
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