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Accommodations and Conversion Division (RACD) on September 19,2000. In his 

petition the tenant alleged that the housing providers, Robert Ayers, doing business as, 

1815 S Street Partnership and Alpha S Street, LLC; 1) took a rent increase larger than 

the amount of increase permitted by the Act; 2) failed to file the proper rent increase 

forms with RACD; 3) charged rent which exceeded the legally calculated rent ceiling for 

his unit; 4) filed an improper rent ceiling for his unit with RACD; 5) took a rent increase 

while his unit was not in substantial compliance with the D.C. Housing Regulations; 6) 

failed to properly register with the RACD, the building in which his rental unit was 

located; 7) substantially reduced services andlor facilities provided in connection with his 

rental unit; and 8) directed retaliatory action against him for exercising his rights in 

violation of § 502 of the Act. 

The record reflects that an Office of Adjudication (DAD) hearing in TP 25,091 

was originally scheduled for November 6, 2000. However, on October 30, 2000, counsel 

for the tenant filed a motion continuance which was opposed by the housing provider. 

On December 1, 2000, OAD mailed to the parties, the "Official Notice of Hearing," 

which rescheduled the hearing to January 12,2001. The record further reflects that on 

Apri125, 2001, DAD transmitted to the parties an "Official Reschedule [sic] Notice of 

Hearing" rescheduling the hearing to June 6, 2001. The record reflects that OAD 

accessed the United States Postal Service (USPS) Internet website that confirmed 

delivery of the hearing notices to the housing providers and tenant on April 26 and 27, 

2001, respectively. 

On May 9,2001, counsel for the tenant filed with DAD a motion for continuance 

of the June 6,2001 hearing. In the motion counsel for the tenant stated, H[u]ndersigned 
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counsel cannot attend a hearing on June 6, 2001, because he has a 9:30 a.m., hearing at 

825 North Capitol Street, NE, [sic] #5100." Attached to the motion was a Notice of 

Infraction and pre-scheduled hearing notice dated April 25, 2001, from the District of 

Columbia Department of Health requiring the named respondent's presence at a hearing 

scheduled for June 6, 2001 at 9:30 a.m. 

OAD did not issue an order in response to the May 9,2001 motion for 

continuance submitted by counsel for the tenant. On June 6, 200 1 Administrative Law 

Judge (AU) Henry McCoy convened the OAD hearing. The record reflects that present 

at the OAD hearing were the managing partner of the housing providers. 1815 S Street 

Partnership and Alpha S Street, LLC, Robert Ayers. and his witness, Bm Wilson. 

Neither the tenant, Hassan Nezhadessivandi, nor his counsel of record, Morris Battino, 

Esquire, appeared at the OAD hearing. Because of the tenant's failure to appear, at the 

hearing, the housing providers moved that TP 25,091 be dismissed. 

On December 18,2001, the AU issued his decision and order. In his decision the 

AU stated, in part: 

On May 19,2001, Petitioner's counsel filed another motion for continuance for 
the June 6, 2001 hearing. On June 4,2001, the Respondent flled a Motion To 
Apply Statute of Limitations and Dismissal. The undersigned hearing examiner 
was assigned responsibility for this case on June 4, 200 1. A ruling was not made 
on Petitioner's May 19th motion prior to the hearing. Neither the Petitioner nor 
his attorney contacted the Office of Adjudication to inquire as to the status of the 
motion for continuance and therefore were under an obligation to appear. The 
Respondent appeared and moved to dismiss for failure to appear. Petitioner's 
motion shall be denied and Respondent's motion shall be granted. (footnote 
omitted). 

Nezhadessivandi v. Alpha S Street, LLC, TP 25,091 (OAD Dec. 18,2001) at 2. 
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