IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISION






judicial confirmation of the Award and a declaratory judgment that the Award is
subject to no requirement of secrecy.

TWC’s Answer establishes that the sole source of its contention that the
Award must be kept secret is the routine protective agreement that the parties
executed during discovery. That agreement governs the parties’ handling of

confidential documents produced in discovery. It makes



pre-dispute arbitration agreement (the “Arbitration Agreement”), providing that
any legal claims she might later have against TWC could only be decided by
arbitration. The Arbitration Agreement purported to impose a statute of limitations

of 60 days on all claims brought by Ms. Andrew
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1. ARGUMENT

A. Under the FAA and the Arbitration Agreement, Plaintiff Is
Entitled to An Order Confirming the Award.

The Plaintiff has an absolute right to confirm the Award in this Court. The
Arbitration Agreement states that the arbitrator’s “award and written opinion . . .

shall be enforceable by any court of competent jurisdiction.” (C



Tribune Co. v. Bridgestone / Firestone, Inc., 263 F.3d 1304, 1311 (11th Cir. 2001)

(noting the common law right of access to judicial records, as opposed to discovery
documents). The FAA expressly provides for confirmation in a court of competent
jurisdiction, without any provision for secrecy. The parties’ Arbitration

Agreement expressly allows for judicial






Plaintiff is entitled to declaratory relief based upon the pleadings.* Horsley v.
Rivera, 292 F.3d 695, 700 (11th Cir. 2002) (“judgment on the pleadings ‘is

appropriate when there are no material
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