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I. Question Presented

Where a corporation violates rules announced in Torres v. Texas dept & 

Phillips v. Starbucks corp by terminating an employee that was a federally 

protected class member of the reserve military and disabled minority, Under 

what circumstances does the employer arbitrarily dismiss employment with 

the company and thereby purge the taint from the Torres & Phillips 

violation?u
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(1)
JURISDICTION

£*/) pur ease* from federal court**:

The tlat« mr wiiivh the Ciuted Stau • Court of Appeals decided my cose 
W %-±'rs.Z-..G.SL£&—

}J\ So petition for rehearing u.*> tirneiy died in n;y cast*.

[ J A tlfuoly )*•♦{» o»a f»u* rehearing deal**! by t!>* Ciit*4*! S»* t^ CW»rt of
Appeals <m the h 4 lowing date. ....... ,., ...„„      .... anti a copy of Liu.'
order denying rehearing appears ul ApjHjmlix

/

| J An eMondnn of Uiiie to tik the peUtion for a wr<t of certiorari w.t- granted
(date)^.,r... <d.Ue) oft ’to urn I including ■■ rmm— 

in Application No. mwA

The jurisdiction of thb Court in fnvikod under '&> C. S C. $ 12«4< 1).

t ) F»*r cx^r* ftiim state court**:

The date on which the highest state ctwirt (Wi'hsl my ease wn* 
A copy of tiiai decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing v\a« thereafter dent'd on the following tint*':
. rr.n . aral a. o.>py of the order denying rehearing

appear* at A|*pt*faU\

[ J An extension of Uu* to file* the p* tition for u writ of eerti'-nu i was gruntsi
„ (dale) on (date) into and mehnlmg -tnr--T-- 

Applk.diou No.___ \

The jurisdiction of thb Court is invok'd under lib V. S. C. fi 12'>7la».
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Statement:

When I requested time off & away from my civilian job for military sendee, I was retaliated 
against by the former employer and then eventually terminated by the company.



Reason for Writ:

To review this case for violations of Federal Laws by the Supreme Court & to uphoid Justice.
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