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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

1. Are the provisions of the United States Constitution, Amendment 5, Due Process Clause,

compelled and/or implied as pertains to the expressed statutory guidelines within the
Police and Firefighters Retirement and Disability Act (“PFRDA”), a state law governing
disability and disability provisions of the District of Columbia Police, Firefighters and
Capitol Police, as concerns the property interest in the calculation and/or adjustment of
the Petitioner’s annuity; the Petitioner’s property interest in a disability review for
recovery back to reemployment; the Petitioner’s property interest in the ability to be
employed in any profession; the Petitioner’s property right protected by the Takings
Clause?

2. Isthe Petitioner’s challenge to the Constitutionélity of the Board’s actions a contested

case subject to the provisions of the United States Constitution, Amendment 5, Due

Process Clause, a hearing to refute charges and/or clear her name?
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LIST OF PARTIES

[X] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of all parties to
the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A — July 03, 2019, Amended Order Sua Sponte Dismissing Appeal of the District
of Columbia Court of Appeals

APPENDIX B — March 07, 2019 Order from the DC Police and Firefighters’ Retirement
and Relief Board DENYING the February 04, 2019 Petition for
Reconsideration

APPENDIX C - August 26, 2019, ORDER of the District of Columbia Court of Appeals for
DENYING PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR REHEARING and
PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR REHEARING En Banc.

APPENDIX D — December 06, 2018 ORDER for SHOW CAUSE HEARING from the DC
Police and Firefighters’ Retirement and Relief Board

APPENDIX E - January 17, 2019 CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE from the DC Police
and Firefighters’ Retirement and Relief Board VACATING SHOW CAUSE
HEARING

APPENDIX F — February 04, 2019 PETITIONER’S Petition for Reconsideration to the DC
Police and Firefighters’ Retirement and Relief Board; request for a hearing

APPENDIX G - April 23, 2019, ORDER to SHOW CAUSE from the District of Columbia
Court of Appeals

APPENDIX H — May 13, 2019, PETITIONER’S RESPONSE to ORDER to Show Cause

APPENDIX I - May 21, 2019, BRIEFING ORDER from the District of Columbia Court of
Appeals

APPENDIX J - June 10, 2019, RESPONDENT’S RESPONSE to Petitioner’s Response to
" Order to Show Cause.

APPENDIX K - June 28, 2019, PETITIONER’S REPLY in Support of the Petitioner’s
Response to Order to Show Cause

APPENDIX L - July 16, 2019, PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR REHEARING and
PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR REHEARING EN BANC.
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