
DISTRICT OF COLUIVlBIA RENTAL HOUSING COMIVHSSION 
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One (1) 

WOODNER COMPANY 
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v. 

ENOBAKHARE 
T enantl Appellee 

ORDER ON 'MOTION .FOR SUBPOENA 

September 22, 2003 

BANKS, CHAIRPERSON. Helen 

(TP) 27,730 on January 2003. The decision and order was issued on July 8, 2003. 

On July the \Voodner Company, the Housing Provider, f1led a 

case 

;:,ei)teJQ]oer 9, 2003, the Tenant tiled a ,,",""'H"" for issuance of a 

to DCMR § 3814.3; 16.3 (1991), an opposition \-vas due \vithin 

no than Friday, September 19,2003. The Housing did 

not an opposition business on \Vednesday, September 2003. 

""IPVI~r the federal governments were dosed on Thursday and 

to hurricane Isabel's scheduled arrival on 

;)elJlel110IcI 18, opposition was filed on Monday, September 22, 

According1 y, this since is scheduled 

'Wednesday, September 24, 



COIVllvnSSION'S ORDER 

are two before the Commission. is what is 

to issue a subpoena? The second 1S to issue a 

"I"r"H~"'t for a subpoena to obtain Housing 

the Commission 

Commission is 
" 14 DCMR 3807 'The '-.·'C}jU1Hll0.,1VU 

>,,,,,,"£>"N" new e'lid.ence on DC1\1.R 3807~5~ 

3817 states: 

.lU"JU\..".i with 
of a subpoena 

production of documents or attendance 
\vitnesses, or a subpoena may be 

o\vn initiative, 

ill 

subpoena to ",-,VUUJlu;:"cnVJLL, D. C. 12(b)(1)} 

states: 

I Novil D.C. OFfIClALCODE § ... L·· .•• }"L..U.L\ 

2 
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Id. at 3 4. 

one s is the on 

conjunction with 

of 1985, 

D.C. § the appeal, the did not 

errors or obtaining .L-' ... ''-h,LH,,- Provider's 

a notice filed in Commission. 

aUegesin instant for a subpoena documents 

were VH.''' ... ·uv ......... and did not 

review them \\/ho produced documents. 

were am::mpte:(1 to a 

Location 

were denied and 

hearing. 

about subpoenas should have been timely presented to the 

4!J!..'VLU within ten (10) days ,-,-,",vu?C of the decision 

§ ,,;..-. .J.Jv .... 16(h) (2001); § 3802.1 (1991). 

cannot raise issues 

ten day rule for a notice of «p,>vu, .... The 

of UPIJ'-"U 

0.991). arc untimely 

are mandatory and 1 
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1310 (D.C. 1986); Totz v. District of Columbia Rental Hous. Comm'n, 474 A.2d 827 

(D.C. 1974). The Commission determines the time period between the issuance of the 

OAD decision and the filing of the notice of appeal by counting only business days, as 

required by its rules. See 14 DCMR § 3802.2 (1991); Town Center v. District of 

. . 
Columbia Rental Hous. Comm'n, 496 A.2d 264 (D.C. 1985). In the instant appeal, since 

the decision and order was issued on July 8, 2003, the ten business days time" period (plus 

three (3) business days for mailing, 14 DCMR § 3816.5 (1991), for a total of 13 business 

days), expired on July 25,2003 for filing a notice of appeal in the Commission with 

alleged errors related to documents and subpoenas at the hearing. The Tenant did not file 

the motipn until September 9,2003, which is after the time expired to raise issues on 

appeal in the Commission. Therefore, the Tenant's motion for subpoena is denied. 

/ 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing ORDER ON MOTION FOR SUBPOENA in 
TP 27,730 was mailed by priority mail, with confirmation of delivery, postage prepaid, 
this 22nd day of September 2003, to: 

Helen Enobakhare 
1245 K Street, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20003 

Jonathan R. Schuman 
Schuman & Felts, Chartered 
4804 Moorland Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 

Constance Freeman 
Commission Assistant 
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