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INTZRNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
FIREFIGHTERS, LOCAL NO. 1285,

LOoCzL

VS.

CITY OF LaS .V=

a Municipal Co*poraulon,

GOVIRMNMENT EMEPLOYEE-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS BOARD
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Complainant, .

GAS, NEVADA,

Resnondent
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We have dntermlnad that the lssues'ialsed by “this L
; . B ek Vet owgt e iy ;'-.-,.'.._"2.:;'
are substantia l;y similar to those dec;ded ln In the ";

21 731 of I.A;F.F: .and’ hhe CltY of Reno for e ;*E o
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4, 'f .du;ed March 6,

b >
Datermination of Bargaining Unlt ‘Decision ‘%
1972, which is presently on appeal to the Second Judlclal D;strlct
Court. Thereiforas, it is o ;f. ~fj
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T O?D ERED tnat a*czclon .on thls COKplulnt is. hela ln.

Norman Ty Hilbracht, Esq. . ]
Carl E. Lovell, Esg., Las Vegas City Attorney ,..;;,

J. Angus
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* Dated thié day of Novamber, 1074. :i'
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ng “the comoletlon of appellatc rev1cw o£ Decmsxon B4l
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cEachern, Senioxr Pcrsonnel hnalyst Clix ,&gLa$ Vegaf~




