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:i. 'f:'.:!·'. NO. H :, 

LOCAL GO\l[iG'. '.£ :n F.~l LOY -i:.-!tA!:AGE!'.E[lT RELATl() i~ S BOARD 

!I 
11 ln the ~!atcer of 
It RE::o POLICE I ROTEC" \ ' L: 

AS SClClAT10IJ, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

THE CITY Of RE~lO, 

Respondenc . ___________ ) 

Upon Stinulation of the 

IT 1S OIWE1~ 1J t hat t he 

with .-,re j ut.L.ce . . - ·I, 
DATEiJ this.Ba·, of_;_~_u_·_td , 1934 . 

OIS'l'R I BL 'J" I Otl : 

T\ 1ul I!. Lilli o lcy , Esq . 
327 f.o . i\rl i.nq ton ~t2·o<:•t 
Remo, t :c?va h · l:i9501 
At ton, •y for Co ~>l ,i i 11ant 

130 1\.1,D ' IC' mt:R . 
Il 113HLS'l'CO : RI' ts 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case !!o . h l-845378 

0 R D E R 

parcie~ . and ~oo<l cause anpearin~. 

above-encit l e d action li e dismisse<l 

LOCAL GOVEPJ~ilE!ff EMPLOYEE-MJ\N/\r:E!!EtlT 
!lELATIO"!S 130/\RD - STATE OF llEVAl)A 

Ro b~rt !' . r.1:0 •r,s, E-(1 . 
Asseis t c1, t r i t · . ,t1o n ,~v 
P. O. Box 1Q0J. . 
Rei ,o, ·-:,•vad n° 501 
.l\ t\:on 1cy f or· P.e!'i x.11 l ci 1t 


