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OPINION
[Blossom Vigdor v.] Phillip Young, Chairman, et al., Members, U.S. Civil
Service Comm., and H.V. Higley, Administrator of Veterans Affairs.
Considering the generous time – ninety days – that Congress has allowed for petitioning for a writ of certiorari in a case like this it seems to
me inexcusable to wait till the eve of the very last day before expiration of
the ninety days to ask for an extension of time. The petition for certiorari,
one cannot too often repeat, does not call for and indeed precludes extended arguments on the issues affording “special and important reasons”
for bringing a case here. The fact of the matter is that in the application for
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extension of time the essence of the claim on which petitioner seeks a writ
to review the judgment of the Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia is set forth. Accordingly, I shall treat this application for an extension
of time as though it were the petition for certiorari, with leave to the applicant to file a formal petition setting forth a brief elaboration of the claim
that he makes in his application for extension, provided such formal petition will be filed not later than Monday, August 4.
[signed] Felix Frankfurter
Associate Justice, Supreme Court of the United States
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