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BANKS, CHAIRPERSON. This case is on appeal to the District of Columbia 

Rental Housing Commission from a decision and order issued by the Rent Administrator. 

The applicable provisions of the Rental Housing Act of 1985 (Act), D.C. OFFICIAL CODE 

§§ 42-3501.01-3509.07 (2001), the District of Columbia Administrative Procedure Act 

(DCAPA), D.C. OFFICIAL CODE §§ 2-501-510 (2001), and the District of Columbia 

Municipal Regulations (DCMR), 14 DCMR §§ 3800-4399 (1991) govern the 

proceedings. 

I. THE PROCEDURES 

On October 13,2000, Erin Marie Dey, the Tenant, filed Tenant Petition (TP) 26,119, 

alleging: '1) a rent increase larger than allowed by the Act, 2) it lack of proper 30-day 

notice of rent increase, 3) the Housing Provider failed to file the proper rent increase form 

with the RACD, 4) th.e rent charged the Tenant exceeded the rent ceiling, 5) the rent 

ceiling on file with the RACD was improper, 6) the housing accommodation was not 

properly registered with RACD, 7) services and facilities were substantially reduced, and 



8) services and facilities set forth in a Voluntary Agreement were not provided. In 

addition, the Tenant wrote on the petition that she received notice of a rent increase by 

telephone and that the license for the corporate owner of the housing accommodation was 

revoked. The petition was initially scheduled for hearing on January 8, 2001, however, 

Hearing Examiner Gerald J. Roper granted the Tenant's motion for a continuance. The 

hearing was rescheduled and held on February 5,2001. Counsel for L. J. Development, 

Inc., Housing Provider, made an oral motion at the hearing for a continuance, because her 

client, the owner of the company, was not physically in the District of Columbia and 

counsel also requested that her client appear by telephone. Those motions were denied. 

In addition, at the conclusion of the hearing, the hearing examiner ruled that the 

hearing record would remain open until February 12,2001 for the Housing Provider's 

counsel to submit additional evidence, which was filed on that day. The Housing 

Provider submitted several exhibits consisting of: 1) an affidavit of Joseph Mahoney, 2) a 

copy of an e-mail, 3) a certificate of occupancy, and 4) corporation certificate of authority 

to JL Development, Inc.! R. 62-73. On February 16,2001, the Tenant filed objections to 

'I' *" 

the Housing Provider'S submission. On February 28,2001, the Housing Provider filed an 

opposition to the Tenant's objections. On July 3,2002, the hearing exanuner issued the 

decision and order. The hearing examiner wrote the following. "Atter a careful 

evaluation and analysis of the evidence, the Examiner finds, as a matter of fact:" 

1. the subject property is located at 1825 18th Street, N.W. 

I This is the name of the corporation on the certificate, which was later found to be in error. It should have 
been L. J. Development, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing Decision and Order in TP 26,119 was mailed 
by priority mail, with confirmation of delivery, postage prepaid this 29th day of August, 
2003, to: 

Michelle E. Klass, Esquire 
714 G Street, S.E. 
Suite 201 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Eric Von Salzen, Esquire 
Hogan & Hartson, L.L.P. 
555 13th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20004-1109 

Constance Freeman 
Commission Assistant 
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