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OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL
CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
CRYSTAL J. PUGH, ESQ. (NV Bar No. 12396) 
BETTY J. FOLEY, ESQ. (NV Bar No. 14517) 
5100 West Sahara Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89146 
Phone: (702) 799-5373 
herrec4@nv.ccsd.net
foleybj@nv.ccsd.net
Attorney for Respondent, 
Clark County School District 

STATE OF NEVADA

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEE-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS BOARD

EDUCATION SUPPORT EMPLOYEES 
ASSOCIATION, 

  Complainant, 

v.

CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT, 

  Respondent. 

CASE NO.:  2024-032

CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT’S 
ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT

COMES NOW, Respondent, CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT (“District”), by and 

through its undersigned counsel, and for its Answer to the Amended Complaint on file herein, 

admits, denies, states, and alleges as follows:

INTRODUCTION

Answering the first paragraph of this section of the Complaint, the District admits that the 

Education Support Employees Association (“ESEA”) filed the instant Amended Complaint which

speaks for itself.  The District denies and disputes the remaining allegations contained therein.

JURISDICTION AND PARTIES

1. Answering paragraph 1 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that ESEA 

is an employee organization in accordance with NRS 288.040. The District is without sufficient 

knowledge or information to admit or deny the remaining allegations in paragraph 1 of the 

Amended Complaint and therefore, denies those allegations.

          FILED
February 10, 2025
  State of Nevada 
        E.M.R.B
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2. Answering paragraph 2 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that it is a

local government employer in accordance with NRS 288.060 and that it maintains offices at 5100 

West Sahara Avenue, Las Vegas, NV 89146. The District is without sufficient knowledge or

information to admit or deny the remaining allegations in paragraph 2 of the Amended Complaint 

and therefore, denies those allegations.

3. Answering paragraph 3 of the Amended Complaint, that paragraph calls for or

requires a legal conclusion, for which no response is required. To the extent that a response is 

required, the District is without sufficient information or knowledge at this time to admit or deny 

the allegations contained in said paragraph, and therefore denies the allegations.

4. Answering paragraph 4 of the Amended Complaint, that paragraph calls for or

requires a legal conclusion, for which no response is required. To the extent that a response is 

required, NRS 288.270 speaks for itself, and the District denies any remaining allegations 

contained therein.

5. Answering paragraph 5 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that it and 

ESEA entered into a 2023-2025 Negotiated Agreement through June 30, 2025. The District is 

without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the remaining allegations in said

paragraph, and therefore denies the allegations.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

6. Answering paragraph 6 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that Zachary 

Salazar (“Salazar”) is employed with the District as a Water Treatment Technician-Entry Level.

The District is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the remaining 

allegations in said paragraph, and therefore denies the allegations.

7. Answering paragraph 7 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that Salazar 

is an employee subject to the 2023-2025 Negotiated Agreement between the District and ESEA.

The District is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the remaining 

allegations in said paragraph, and therefore denies the allegations.

8. Answering paragraph 8 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that on or 

about August 26, 2024, Douglas Diaz (“Diaz”), Director III of Facility Optimization at the District,
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and David Harris (“Harris”), Maintenance Supervisor at the District, met with Salazar. The District 

is without sufficient knowledge or information to admit or deny the remaining allegations in said

paragraph, and therefore denies the allegations.

9. Answering paragraph 9 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that Salazar 

asked Harris if the meeting on or about August 26, 2024 was a disciplinary meeting, to which 

Harris responded that the meeting was not. The District is without sufficient knowledge or

information to admit or deny the remaining allegations in said paragraph, and therefore denies the 

allegations.

10. Answering paragraph 10 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that on or 

about the August 26, 2024 meeting, Salazar was asked about his assigned vehicle idling for 

approximately an hour and thirty minutes on or about August 16, 2024. The District denies the 

remaining allegations contained therein.

11. Answering paragraph 11 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that on or 

about the August 26, 2024 meeting, Salazar stated that while his assigned vehicle was idling for

approximately an hour and thirty minutes on or about August 16, 2024, he was on a lunch break 

and had a telehealth call. The District denies the remaining allegations contained therein.

12. Answering paragraph 12 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

13. Answering paragraph 13 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

14. Answering paragraph 14 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

15. Answering paragraph 15 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

16. Answering paragraph 16 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that the 

2023-2025 Negotiated Agreement between the District and ESEA contains Article 4 titled 

“Grievance and Arbitration Procedure” which defines a grievance and identifies that a grievance 

may be filed by an employee of the District covered by the Negotiated Agreement individually or 
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through ESEA, or by ESEA.  The District denies the remaining allegations contained therein.

17. Answering paragraph 17 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the

allegations contained therein.

18. Answering paragraph 18 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

19. Answering paragraph 19 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

20. Answering paragraph 20 of the Amended Complaint, that paragraph calls for or

requires a legal conclusion, for which no response is required. To the extent that a response is 

required, the District denies the allegations contained therein.

21. Answering paragraph 21 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

22. Answering paragraph 22 of the Amended Complaint, that paragraph calls for or

requires a legal conclusion, for which no response is required. To the extent that a response is 

required, the District admits that the referenced EMRB decisions state what they state and denies 

any remaining allegations contained therein.

23. Answering paragraph 23 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

24. Answering paragraph 24 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the

allegations contained therein.

25. Answering paragraph 25 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

26. Answering paragraph 26 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

27. Answering paragraph 27 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

28. Answering paragraph 28 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that 

Salazar is expected to report to the maintenance lead when he reports to work.  The District denies 
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the remaining allegations contained therein.

29. Answering paragraph 29 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

30. Answering paragraph 30 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

31. Answering paragraph 31 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

32. Answering paragraph 32 of the Amended Complaint, the District admits that 

Salazar is expected to report to the maintenance lead when he reports to work.  The District denies 

the remaining allegations contained therein.

33. Answering paragraph 33 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

34. Answering paragraph 34 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

35. Answering paragraph 35 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

36. Answering paragraph 36 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

Prohibited Practice under NRS 288.270(1)(a), (c)-(d)

37. Answering Paragraph 37 of the Amended Complaint, the District repeats and 

realleges the responses to paragraphs 1 through 36, inclusive, and incorporates the same as if fully

set forth herein.

38. Answering paragraph 38 of the Amended Complaint, that paragraph calls for or

requires a legal conclusion, for which no response is required. To the extent that a response is 

required, the District admits that NRS 288.270(1)(a) states what it states and denies any remaining 

allegations contained therein.

39. Answering paragraph 39 of the Amended Complaint, that paragraph calls for or
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requires a legal conclusion, for which no response is required. To the extent that a response is 

required, the District admits that NRS 288.270(1)(c) states what it states and denies any remaining 

allegations contained therein.

40. Answering paragraph 40 of the Amended Complaint, that paragraph calls for or

requires a legal conclusion, for which no response is required. To the extent that a response is

required, the District admits that NRS 288.270(1)(d) states what it states and denies any remaining 

allegations contained therein.

41. Answering paragraph 41 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

42. Answering paragraph 42 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the

allegations contained therein.

43. Answering paragraph 43 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

44. Answering paragraph 44 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

45. Answering paragraph 45 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

46. Answering paragraph 46 of the Amended Complaint, the District denies the 

allegations contained therein.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

47. Answering the requests for relief 1 through 10 stated in the Amended Complaint,

the District denies that Complainant is entitled to any relief.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

1. The Amended Complaint fails to state a cognizable prohibited practice under NRS 

Chapter 288.

2. Any claims raised in the Amended Complaint are untimely.

3. The Board lacks authority and jurisdiction to hear and decide contractual disputes 

between employers and bargaining units.
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4. Respondent’s actions were authorized under Nevada law.

5. In the event further inquiry reveals the applicability of additional affirmative 

defenses, the District reserves the right to amend its Answer to specifically assert additional 

defenses.

WHEREFORE, this answering Respondent prays as follows:

1. That the Complainant take nothing by way of this Amended Complaint;

2. That judgment be awarded in favor of this answering Respondent, the Clark County 

School District;

3. That this answering Respondent, the Clark County School District, be awarded 

attorney’s fees and costs in this matter; and

4. For such other and further relief as the Board deems just and appropriate.

DATED this 10th day of February, 2025.

CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL COUNSEL

By: /s/ Crystal J. Pugh
CRYSTAL J. PUGH, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12396
BETTY J. FOLEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 14517
5100 West Sahara Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146
Attorney for Respondent,
Clark County School District
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on the 10th day of February, 2025, I sent a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT’S ANSWER TO AMENDED 

COMPLAINT by email and U.S. Mail with first class postage fully prepaid to the following:

Nathan R. Ring, Esq.
Paul Cotsonis, Esq.
REESE RING VELTO, PLLC
3100 W. Charleston Blvd., Ste. 208
Las Vegas, NV  89102
Email: Nathan@RRVLawyers.com
Counsel for Complainant,
Education Support Employees Association

/s/ Elsa C. Peña
An employee of the Office of the General 
Counsel, Clark County School District
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