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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW'

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A  to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
N is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; O,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; O,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was __OT0BER j2, 2072

[7?] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

t-1-A-timely petition-for- rehearing was dented by the United States Courtor
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix __

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(2).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

On July 19, 2018, I entered into a contract with the government to work 120 days a Calendar
year as a relief pool employee. On the calendar of 20191 worked for 95 days on NOAA vessels
and was forced to stay home for 25 days from January 1%, 2019, to January 25™, 2019 due to a
government shutdown from December 22*, 2018 to January 25" 2019. The US government
paid me for 120 days of work, but then turned around and. termmated mycontrac; 'fo-rA not
completing 120 days of work. I am seeking to be reinstated because my inability to fulfill 120

days of work was due to the government shutdown and not any fault of mine.

Prior to the Government Employee Fair Treatment Act of 2019 which addressed work and pay
for Federal employees, there had not been a provision under the law that protects workers’ rights
as it relates to government shutdown. Under this act, employees are guaranteed pay during a

government shutdown.

My case presents a unique situation where, as a federal employee, I had signed a contract with
the federal government prior to the Government Employee Fair Treatment Act of 2019. Thus the
terms of my contract as a relief pool employee did not include any reference or provisions for a
government shutdown. However, on a bulletin the government issued on January 25, 2019, it
clearly states that all employees who met certain work/leave requirements are entitled to be paid

for any furlough period such as a government shutdown.

In my case, the government failed to honor the bulletin they issued on January 25, 2019, which is
in line with the Government Employee Fair Treatment Act of 2019, by not crediting the time
during the government shutdown as work time. Throughout my appeal with the Department of
Commerce, Merit System protection Board, and the United States Court of Appeals for the
Federal Circuit, I have asked the government to clarify whether this furlough time during the

government shutdown was considered leave or work, but I have yet to receive any clear answer.

I am not only pursuing justice for myself in this case, but this case would set a precedent for all
federal contracts with federal employees. My hope is that it would inspire a revision of the

Government employee fair treatment act of 2019 to protect federal employees from government



actions or activities (like the shutdown) that adversely affect them fulfilling their contracts. It
would also hold local or state departments accountable to bulletins or rules they issued to which

they are to adhere.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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Date: __/ Z/// 3 // 2022



