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SUMMARY

The District of Columbia Court of Appeals held that it lacked direct-review jurisdiction over a Rental

Housing Commission decision approving a temporary-eviction application because the underlying

proceeding was not a contested case. The court concluded that neither the Rental Housing Act,

applicable regulations, nor the Due Process Clause required a trial-type hearing before the Rent

Administrator approved the application. The petition for review was dismissed, with the court

explaining that review could instead be pursued in the Superior Court.
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Whether a proceeding is a contested case is a question of law. The
court defers to the agency's reasonable, non-plainly-wrong
interpretation of the statute it administers and generally defers to the
agency's interpretation of its own regulations unless plainly erroneous
or inconsistent with the regulations. Constitutional issues are reviewed
de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Rent Administrator's approval of a temporary-eviction application was made in a contested

case subject to direct review by the District of Columbia Court of Appeals.

2. Whether the Rental Housing Act requires a trial-type hearing before the Rent Administrator approves a
temporary-eviction application.

3. Whether the Rent Administrator's regulations require a trial-type hearing for a temporary-eviction

application.

4. Whether the Fifth Amendment's Due Process Clause requires a trial-type hearing before approval of a
temporary-eviction application.

HOLDINGS

1. The court lacked direct-review jurisdiction because the proceeding was not a contested case; judicial

review therefore lies initially in the Superior Court.

2. The Rental Housing Act does not require a trial-type hearing before the Rent Administrator decides a

temporary-eviction application.

3. The Rent Administrator's regulations do not independently require a trial-type hearing for a temporary-
eviction application.

4. The Due Process Clause does not require a trial-type hearing before the Rent Administrator approves a

temporary-eviction application.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In sum, we conclude that tenants are not entitled to a contested-case hearing before the Rent Administrator

decides a temporary-eviction application.” (198 A.3d at 196)

“This jurisdictional bar does not deprive parties of judicial review of orders granting or denying temporary

eviction applications, but rather directs parties to the Superior Court in the first instance.” (198 A.3d at 196)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Klingle Corporation owned the Kennedy-Warren apartment complex and sought authorization to require tenants
temporarily to vacate their units while it replaced aging plumbing, heating, and electrical systems. Klingle
submitted an engineer's report, renovation timetable, and plan to relocate tenants within the building. The tenants
challenged the need for the renovations and requested a full adjudicatory hearing, but the Rent Administrator

approved the application without holding a hearing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Klingle Corporation applied to the Rent Administrator for authorization to require tenants temporarily to vacate
their apartments during renovations. The tenants requested a full adjudicatory hearing, but the Rent
Administrator denied the request and approved the application; the Rental Housing Commission affirmed. The
tenants petitioned the District of Columbia Court of Appeals for direct review, which dismissed the petition for

lack of jurisdiction because the agency proceeding was not a contested case.
DISPOSITION

dismissed
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