IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

MICHAEL SARGEANT, No. 70837
INDIVIDUALLY AND ON BEHALF OF

OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED, F E i E%. @
Appellant,

vS. JAN 7% 2018
HENDERSON TAXI, ELIZABETH A BROWN
Respondent. BiLERK OF SUPRENME COURT

BEEUTY CLERK
ORDER DENYING REHEARING

The petition for rehearing reargues matters already raised
and resolved by the panel, which is not a proper basis for rehearing.
NRAP 40(c). Sargeant’s only new argument concerns the order’s mistaken
reference at one point to the Union rather than Henderson Taxi. The
error represents a drafting mistake, not a substantive error, and does not
merit rehearing. See Gordon v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 114 Nev. 744,
745, 961 P.2d 142, 143 (1998) (recognizing typographical errors but
denying petition for rehearing because errors were of an “immaterial
nature.”).

We therefore deny rehearing.
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cc:

Chief Judge, The Eighth Judicial District Court
Hon. Joseph T. Bonaventure, Senior Judge
Leon Greenberg Professional Corporation
Holland & Hart LLP/Las Vegas

Eighth District Court Clerk




