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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
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Plaintiff-Petitioner,
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Defendants-Respondents
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EXTENSION OF TIME WITHIN WHICH TO FILE A PETITION FOR WRIT

. OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR
THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT
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Plaintiff-Petitioner David Johnson, through his attorneys, moves under
Supreme Court Rule 13(5) for a 60-day extension of time to file his Petition for Writ
of Certiorari to review the decision of the United States Court of Appeals for the
Seventh C:ircﬁit in the matter of Johnson v United Airlines, Inc., et al., No. 19-1785
(Juné 13, 201;9).‘ With the 60-day extension, the petition will be due December 12,
2019. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1254(1).

1. Absent an extension, the Petition for Writ of Certiorari is due September
12, 2019. This application is timely pursuant to Supreme Court Rules 13(5) and 30,
because Séptemb'e'1' 3,20191s the first business day fblkl’owin_g Labor Day, the federal
holiday on September 2, 2019, which would otherwise be the deadline for seeking an
extension under ;S’up'i'e:rné Cour't Rule 13(5) This is Petitioner’s first 1:equeét for an
extension of time. |

2. The in~stan«f matter présents substantial issues of la§v involving complex

subject matter, including:

a. Whether the state biometric privacy rights conferred by the Illinois

Biometric I‘-nfo'rma‘ti\on. Privacy Act, 740 ILCS 14/1, et seq. (“BIPA;’),
are preempted by the Rai‘lw'ay; Labor Act, 45 USC § 151(a), and
b. Whether adjudication of the state biometri¢ privacy rights
coﬁfei'x'ed by BIPA requires interpretation of the collective
‘bargaining agreement be‘fwee-h Petitioner and Respondents.
3. The press of other matters .befél’:e this and ofcher courts makes the

submission of the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari difficult absent an extension of



“

time. Petitioner’s counsel of "“record, MecGuire Law, P.C., has 'numer‘ous receritly
concluded and upcoming matters in this Court and other state and federal courts,
including, among other matters: a response in opposition to the Petition. for a Writ of
Ce;‘tiO’ltal‘i ﬁl‘edrin City} Qf Flint, Michigan, et al., Petitioners v. Shari Guertin, et al.,
No. 19-205, and a response.in op;positi_on to the fOi'théGming Petition to be filed iﬂ
connection with Stephen Busch, et al., Applicants v. Shari Guertin, ét al., No. 19A111;
full-day mediations which cnncllided on August 20, 2019 and August 22, 20 19,
respectively; the filing Qf a memorahdum of law in support of a petition for
appointment as lead counsel ~pending inthe Northern District of Illinois on August
27, 2019 in Figueroa, et al., v. Kronos Inco-rporated, 2019-¢v-01306 (N.D. IlL); a '
hedrifg on a fmotion to dismiss in the Chanéei'y Division of the Circuit Court of Cook:
CO‘uflty, I‘lliﬁ'O’is‘ on September 6, 2019 in Bolds v. Arro Corporation, et al., 2.0.1'8-C,?H‘-
01811 (Ill. Cix. Ct. Cook Cnty.); and a héar‘ing on a motion for consolidation in the
Chancery Division of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois on September 11, 2019
in Bernal v. ADP, LLC, 2’Ql7-CH-1236~4 1. Cir. Ct. Cook Cnty.).

4. Petitioner’s counsel requires the :addi,t‘ionél requested time to fully
research the legal issues and to prepare an appropriate petition for consideration by
this Court.

5. No meaningful prejudice would arise from granting this extension. This
matter is not currently stayed, so no delay of any pending proceedingé would result

from the 1'eq'ues-t‘ed exte‘r}sion.



Dated: September 3, 2019 " Respectfully submitted,
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