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ORDER

I


In this grievance appeal, [Grievant] seeks, as an employee of the Office of Information Management, Department of State, compensation under the provisions of the Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA) for overtime worked.  In its agency–level decision the Department denied his request finding that he falls within the “administrative exemption” of the FLSA.  By Memorandum of May 13, 1999, the Department confirmed, on review, its finding that grievant’s position was exempt from FLSA.  But we have not yet ruled on that issue.


In recent years the Foreign Service Grievance Board has dealt with several hundred somewhat similar requests for relief under the FLSA and has now remaining only a few such grievances.  In his appeal it appears that [Grievant] has not yet filed his submission supplemental to his initial request and the Board is now establishing a schedule for filing that submission and any agency reply and court precedent generated by those decisions.  Case precedent developed from our prior decisions in FLSA matters now enables the parties and this Board to move toward a resolution of this grievance.


Any supplemental submission by [Grievant] is due by close of business on September 7, 2002, and any reply by the Department is due September 27, 2002.


The many filings we received under FLSA were segmented into particular categories to facilitate handling.  Still, there appears the possibility of some overlap in pleadings and it may be that grievant intends that pleadings submitted elsewhere should be adopted by reference here.  If so, the Board should be notified.

II


Previously [Grievant] had sought to consolidate his grievance with others then pending.  That request was denied by a Board Order dated January 15, 1997.  Recognizing that circumstances may well have changed since that denial, the Board invites the parties to renew that request if reasons support reconsideration.
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