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I. PROCf;:nURAL HISTORY 

filed Petition 27, 

on rvfay 2001. 

k~V"',"U"". who occupies housing 

In retaliatory 



against her for exercising her rights; and 2) served on her a Notice to Vacate which 

violated the requirements of section 501 of the Act. 

An Office of Adjudication (OAD) hearing on the petition was held on October 1, 

2001. Administrative Law Judge Lennox Simon conducted OAD hearing. 

The AU's decision and order was issued on April 10, 2002. In his decision, the AU 

dismissed with prejudice TP 27,104, after concluding as a matter of law: 

1. The Petitioner has failed to prove, by a preponderance of the evidence that 
the Respondent has retaliated against her, in violation of D.C. [Official] 
Code Section 42-3505.02. 

2. The Petitioner has failed to prove, by a preponderance of the evidence, 
that the Respondent has served an illegal or invalid Notice to Vacate on 
her, in violation efD.C. [Official] Code Section 42-3505.01(a). 

Redman v. Graham, TP 27,104 (OAD Apr. 10,2002) at 7. The tenant filed a timely 

notice of appeal in the Commission from the AprillO, 2002, OAD decision. 

ll. ISSUES ON APPEAL 

In her notice of appeal, the tenant argued: 

L TP-27,104 should never have been heard as an independent tenant petition 
because it is obviously integrally connected to Tenant's other 2 cases-TP-
24,681 and TP-24,681-A-and was marked as linked by the Tenant on the 
bottom of the cover page. The Tenant Petitioner's case should not be 
prejudiced because of Agency administrative error Hearing Examiner 
Word's retirement without fully hearing the matter, after which TP-27,104 
was not linked to the other 2 petitions in the subsequent chaos). 

2. The Hearing Examiner discriminated against the disabled Tenant and refused 
to withdraw from the matter after Tenant filed a timely Motion Requesting the 
Hearing Examiner Withdraw. 

3. The Hearing Examiner abused his discretion and made numerous erroneous 
findings inconsistent with the law, facts, and pleadings and documents 
submitted to the Rent Administration, the most obvious of which was a failure 
to find retaliation from the facts presented at the hearing. 

Notice of Appeal at 1. 
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