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The Committee of the Whole, to which Bill 22-317, the “Department of Consumer and 
Regulatory Affairs Omnibus Amendment Act of 2018” was referred, reports favorably thereon, 
with amendments, and recommends approval by the Council. 
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I .  B A C K G R O U N D  A N D  N E E D  

 Bill 22-317, the “Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Omnibus Amendment 
Act of 2018”1 was introduced by Councilmembers Charles Allen, Elissa Silverman and Robert 
White on June 6, 2017.  The bill, as amended, includes provisions from Bill 22-596, the “Housing 
Rehabilitation Incentives Regulation Amendment Act of 2017”, Bill 22-615, the “Housing Code 
Enforcement Integrity Amendment Act of 2017”, Bill 22-684, the “Blighted Property 
Redevelopment Amendment Act of 2018”, and Bill 22-910, the “Vacant Building Notification 
Expansion Amendment Act of 2018”.  Further, the bill includes a transparency provision which 
was derived from the introductions of Bill 22-381, the “Landlord Transparency Amendment Act 
of 2017” and Bill 22-905, the “Real Estate LLC Transparency Amendment Act of 2018”.  
 
                                                 
1 The title of the bill has been updated to reflect that the bill was introduced in 2017 but is being considered by the 
Council in 2018.  Moreover, the title of the bill was amended to reflect the addition of multiple provisions to Bill 22-
317.  
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 As amended, Bill 22-317 will establish timelines for housing code violation hearings to be 
conducted at the Office of Administrative Hearings. Also, it will require property owners to abate 
a housing code violation within 30 days, and it includes safeguards as to when the Mayor can grant 
extensions to the 30-day timeline.  Bill 22-317 will require an inspector to notify the Office of 
Attorney General of any Class 1, 2, 3, or 4 infractions that have not been abated within 6 months 
and it will also limit the enforcement discretion of the code official for repeat or unabated housing 
code violations.  The bill creates a new notice of abatement and new penalties for housing code 
violations that have not been abated for 6 months or more.   
 
 In addition, the bill will amend the notification of vacant building requirements to require 
the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs to provide notice to the affected Advisory 
Neighborhood Commission and to post the notice on a website that the public can access.  The bill 
grants the Mayor discretion to reclassify a blighted vacant building as a vacant building for a period 
of no longer than 12 months if the building has met certain conditions and is undergoing 
renovations.  Finally, the bill will require an entity filing to include the names and addresses of a 
natural person that has at least 10 percent ownership in the entity, or has less than 10 percent 
ownership in the entity but controls the financial decisions or day-to-day operations of the entity.   
 
 Notification of Vacant Buildings  
 
 Bill 22-317, as introduced, proposed to require the Department of Consumer and 
Regulatory Affairs (DCRA) to notify an affected Advisory Neighborhood Commission (ANC) of 
DCRA’s initial determination that a building is vacant or blighted vacant.  Further, the bill would 
also require DCRA to include in its final determination an analysis of any evidence proposed by 
the ANC and how that evidence factored into DCRA’s final decision.  The bill, as introduced, also 
required the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission (RPTAC) to notify the affected ANC of a 
hearing of an appeal by a property owner of DCRA’s final determination of whether a building is 
vacant or blighted vacant.    
 
 The impetus of the introduction of Bill 22-317 was to address the issue of the lack of 
communication from RPTAC to notify the affected ANCs with respect to hearings held by 
RPTAC.  There have been cases where RPTAC has overturned determinations made by DCRA 
without even notifying the community that there was a hearing on the matter.  The lack of 
transparency of the date and time of the hearings has impacted the community’s ability to track 
the matter.  District residents also wanted to ensure that DCRA and RPTAC were taking their 
concerns under consideration.  
 
 The Committee believes that notification to the community of a building’s tax status or any 
hearing on the matter should be made available to the public.  The residents who live next to vacant 
and blighted vacant buildings should have every opportunity to voice their concerns to the District 
government.  The Committee Print adopted the provisions of Bill 22-317, as introduced, that will 
require notice of DCRA’s final determination and notice of a hearing held by RPTAC on DCRA’s 
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final determination to be provided to the affected ANC.  Also, the Committee Print will require 
the notice to be posted on DCRA’s website for the public to view.2 
 
 The Committee believes that the provision requiring DCRA to consider evidence from an 
ANC before making a determination is unnecessary since DCRA already considers this evidence 
before making a determination.  District law already requires DCRA to consider an ANC 
recommendation before a determination of whether a building is vacant or blighted is concluded.3  
Moreover, when determining whether a building is vacant, the Mayor has to consider the 
complaints made by residents.4  
 
 DCRA also raised concerns regarding the notice to the ANC and how it could impact the 
service of process requirements.  Specifically, DCRA believed that any issues with the notice 
provided to the ANC could be challenged and could lead to an unnecessary delay in a building 
being designated as vacant or blighted.  To address these concerns, the Committee made clear in 
the bill that the notice provided to the ANC shall be a courtesy copy and shall not serve as an 
official notice for legal purposes.   
 
 Bill 22-910 was introduced by Chairman Mendelson to address the concerns of District 
residents that believed that their buildings where being improperly designated as vacant or blighted 
vacant by DCRA.  In addition, the residents did not believe DCRA was providing them with 
sufficient notice before posting the notice on their buildings.  Residents also complained that the 
notice that is posted by DCRA is too difficult to remove.  In fact, when it has been determined that 
the determination made by DCRA was done improperly instead of removing the notice DCRA 
sends another notice to post over the original notice.  The amended notice provides that the 
building is exempt from being classified as vacant.  In situations where the notice is not removed 
residents have complained that their buildings have been broken into and vandalized.  
 
 As introduced, Bill 22-910 provided that the notice of whether a building is vacant or 
blighted vacant is deemed to be served properly on the date when mailed by first class mail to the 
building owner.  The bill required the notice to be placarded on the building not less than 30 days 
following notice by first class mail.  Although no hearing was held on the bill, DCRA raised 
concerns that the bill would be unduly burdensome on its inspectors and would have a significant 
impact on the service of process requirements when an official notice is served to a building owner.   
 
 Taking into consideration both the concerns of the community and DCRA, the Committee 
determined, at this time, the best way to address this matter is to include a provision that requires 
DCRA to change the manner in which DCRA posts a notice on a building.  The Committee Print 
provides that the notice posted on a building must be done using an adhesive that does not make it 
impossible for an individual to remove the notice.  The adhesive to be used will be determined by 
DCRA.  This is an important change since the Committee believes that if DCRA does not want to 
remove the notice after it has improperly classified a building then the agency should make it easier 
for a resident to remove the notice.    
                                                 
2 This provision was included in the introduced version of Bill 22-910.  
3 See D.C. Official Code § 1-309.10.   
4 See D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.05(5).  



Committee of the Whole   December 4, 2018 
Report on Bill 22-317  Page 4 of 19 
 
 
 Blighted Property Redevelopment  
 
 Bill 22-684, as introduced, would have authorized the Mayor to reclassify a blighted vacant 
building as a vacant building when provided evidence that a property owner met the vacant 
building definition prior to final inspection.  Under current law, DCRA is only allowed to grant 
exemptions solely for “vacant” buildings and not to “blighted vacant” buildings.5   
 
 A building being renovated may be exempt from being classified as vacant if is under active 
construction or undergoing active rehabilitation, renovation, or repair.6  For a residential building 
the exemption is for one year and for a commercial building the exemption is for two years.7  This 
allows a developer who is redeveloping a building to not be subject to the higher Class 3 property 
tax rate i.e. vacant real property tax rate.8  The intent is of the exemption is to not penalize a 
developer who is renovating a building to put back into productive use. 
 
 The bill was introduced to address the issue small developers confront when they are 
working on a residential or small commercial building.  Even though the project they are working 
on would meet the vacant property exemption requirements, the buildings are designated as 
blighted vacant because the doors and windows are boarded up or are secured through other means.  
The reason the small developers do not install the doors and windows until the end of the project 
is because they have a tendency to break during the project which could add significant costs.  In 
short, even though they are redeveloping a building they are subject to the higher Class 4 property 
tax rate i.e. blighted vacant real property tax rate.9 
 
 The Committee believes that these restrictions are onerous on a small developer and has 
included the provisions of Bill 22-684 into the Committee Print.  As with the intent of the vacant 
property exemption, a developer should not be penalized when they are trying to contain costs 
when renovating a building. 
 
 However, addressing the concerns raised by DCRA to ensure that the exemption is only 
provided to developers diligently pursuing the redevelopment of a blighted vacant building10, the 
Committee made some minor changes that are reflected in the Committee Print.  The Committee 
Print only allows the Mayor to reclassify a building if it is determined that the building: (1) is safe 
and sanitary and does not threaten the health, safety, or general welfare of the community; (2) 
complies with the vacant building maintenance standards; and (3) is secured with boards or other 
means of security.  In addition, the exemption is only for 12 months.  
 
 Transparency  
 

                                                 
5 Letter from Melinda Bolling, Director of the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs to Phil Mendelson, 
Chairman of the Council of the District of Columbia (September 24, 2018) (on file with the Committee).  
6 See D.C. Official Code 42-3131.06(b)(3).  
7 Id.  
8 A vacant building is taxed at the Class 3 real property tax rate which is $5.00 per $100 of assessed value.  
9 A blighted vacant building is taxed at the Class 4 real property tax rate which is $10.00 per $100 of assessed value. 
10 Supra note 5.  
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 Bill 22-381 and Bill 22-905 were introduced to help prevent negligent business owners and 
management companies form operating multiple businesses without detection.  As introduced, Bill 
22-381 would have authorized the Mayor to issue subpoenas to building owners and operators if a 
DCRA inspection uncovered 10 or more violations in a unit in a building or 35 or more violations 
in a single building.  The subpoena would have required building owners and/or operators to 
disclose all individuals or entities with at least five percent ownership interest in the building or 
management company.  They also would need to disclose other properties that they own or manage 
in the District.  Bill 22-905, as introduced, would require disclosure of all person with a financial 
interest in a limited liability company (LLC) or limited liability partnership (LP) seeking a basic 
business license with an endorsement for residential housing.   
 
 Recent news stories have come to light that have shown that negligent landlords operate in 
the District under the protection of the District’s LLC law.  Typically, a negligent landlord will 
own properties across the District under many different LLCs, because LLCs are not required to 
report their complete ownership to the District government as part of registration or renewal.11  In 
turn, DCRA is unable to identify properties in the District that are owned or operated by the 
negligent landlord.12  By requiring disclosure of the ownership behind an LLC when one building 
is identified to be in poor condition, DCRA will be able to identify other buildings under the same 
ownership and would be able to deploy inspectors to those buildings.13  
 
 The main difference between Bill 22-381 and Bill 22-905 is the method the District 
government would use to require disclosure of the ownership of a business entity.  The question is 
whether the information should be disclosed after a subpoena is issued or whether the information 
should be disclosed when the LLC or LP is formed.  Mr. Henley, who testified on behalf of the 
Legal Aid Society at hearing on Bill 22-381, believed that the upfront disclosure by the landlords 
as part of their registration requirements was the best way to get the requisite information.14  He 
added that Bill 22-381 would require DCRA “to go through a cumbersome subpoena process to 
identify individuals who are flouting the law and subjecting their tenants to unsafe and unhealthy 
living conditions.”15 
 
 Mr. Henley recommended that the District look at New York City’s law regarding landlord 
disclosure requirements.16  New York City’s law requires building owners to annually submit a 
registration statement that identifies the owner’s name, residence, and business address.17  If the 
owner is a corporation or partnership, the registration statement must include the names and 
addresses of any persons with over a 25 percent share of the corporation or partnership.18  Mr. 

                                                 
11 Melinda Bolling, Director, Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs, Testimony before the DC Council 
Committee of the Whole, 8, November 9, 2017. 
12 Id.  
13 Id.  
14 Evan Henley, Staff Attorney, Housing Unit, the Legal Aid Society of the District of Columbia, Testimony before 
the DC Council Committee of the Whole, 1, November 9, 2017. 
15 Id.  
16 Id.  
17 N.Y.C. Admin. Code § 27-2098.  
18 Id.  
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Henley concluded that New York City’s approach would allow DCRA to quickly identify and 
respond to problem landlords.19 
 
 The Committee agrees with Mr. Henley that the approach proposed by Bill 22-381 would 
inhibit DCRA’s ability to quickly address problem buildings across the District.  The Committee 
believes that upfront disclosure is the best way to address this issue.  The Committee would have 
recommended the approach proposed by Bill 22-905 which mirrors New York City’s law, 
however, Bill 22-905 is limited only to LLCs and LPs that are in the residential housing business.20   
 
 The Committee is aware of instances in which developers have been using multiple LLCs 
when renovating houses in the District, also known as house flipping.21  Multiple homeowners in 
the District have faced significant problems with new homes that they have recently purchased 
that were illegally renovated.  In one instance a company in Maryland used multiple LLCs to 
purchase more than a dozen homes in Columbia Heights and Petworth and all the LLCs had the 
same address.22  These situations have made it a challenge for homebuyers in the District to find 
out whom they are buying from.23  The Committee believes there needs to be more disclosure in 
these cases to protect homebuyers in the District.  
 
 The Committee Print takes a more expansive approach and amends the District’s 
corporation law to require an entity filing to state the names and addresses (residence and business) 
of any natural person whose share of ownership of the entity exceeds 10 percent, and any natural 
person who controls the financial and day-to-day operations of the entity if his or her ownership 
share is less than 10 percent.  This approach will prohibit any loophole in the law by protecting 
against an individual or business from selecting another business formation to avoid disclosing 
ownership or controlling participants of the business entity.  As former Director Bolling testified 
at the hearing on Bill 22-381, District law allows “other corporate entities” not just LLCs to not 
report complete ownership to the District government.24  The Committee believes upfront 
disclosure of all owners and controlling participants of all business entities in the District is 
necessary to protect District residents from unscrupulous actors.    
 
  Abatement Timelines and Notice of Abatement  
 

                                                 
19 Supra note 14 at 2.  The Committee also reviewed regulations promulgated by the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development as it relates to programs administer by the Federal Housing Authority to examine who is 
determined to be a controlling participant of an entity and disclosure requirements.  See 24 CFR Part 200.   
20 Bill 22-381, as introduced, would also be limited to building owners that have a basic business license with a 
housing endorsement.    
21 Typically, a developer who is flipping a house does not have a basic business license with a residential housing 
endorsement.  
22 Martin Austermuhle, Flipped Off, In D.C.’s Thriving Market for Renovated Homes, It’s Buyer Beware Part 1: 
Homeowner, WAMU, https://wamu.org/projects/house-flipping/#/part1 (last visited December 2, 2018). 
23 Martin Austermuhle, Flipped Off, In D.C.’s Thriving Market for Renovated Homes, It’s Buyer Beware Part 3: 
City, WAMU, https://wamu.org/projects/house-flipping/#/part3?scrollTo=part3#part3 (last visited December 2, 
2018).  
24 Supra note 11.  

https://wamu.org/projects/house-flipping/#/part1
https://wamu.org/projects/house-flipping/#/part3?scrollTo=part3
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 Bill 22-615 was introduced to address two issues: (1) to reform the procedures for hearings 
on housing code violations; and (2) to require landlords to move quicker to abate housing code 
violations.  As introduced, Bill 22-615 would require a housing provider to timely requests an 
appeal of a housing code infraction to the Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH) and would 
have required OAH to hold a hearing within 10 business days of receiving the appeal requests.  
The bill would codify DCRA’s internal criteria for approving requests to extend the deadline to 
correct a housing code violation.  Finally, the bill would require the Mayor to correct any Class 1, 
2, or 3 infractions that have not been abated within 6 months.  The Mayor would then assess the 
cost of correcting the violation to the property owner through real property taxes collected.  
 
 A major concern the Committee has heard is the length of time it takes DCRA to order a 
landlord to abate a housing code violation.  The Office of the District of Columbia Auditor (DC 
Auditor) noted that District regulations do not stipulate the period of time that a landlord has to 
abate a violation, and extensions granted by DCRA are not explicitly authorized under District law 
or regulations.25  Currently, the way DCRA approves extensions can add weeks to the timeline for 
a housing provider to abate a violation.26   
 
 Ms. Harrison, a housing attorney at the Legal Aid Society submitted written testimony on 
Bill 22-615 that stated that DCRA generally grants landlords 30 days to make non-emergency 
repairs.27  She added that repairs of housing code violations are often delayed when DCRA grants 
extensions often time for no particular reason.28  More concerning is that the extensions are granted 
without informing or consulting with the affected tenants.29   
 
 The Committee agrees that on to many occasions DCRA has granted an extension to abate 
a housing code violation without good cause.  This oversight has provided landlords cover to not 
make the necessary repairs in a timely manner.  District residents living in squalid conditions have 
suffered the most due to DCRA’s lack of holding housing providers accountable.  In the Dahlgreen 
Courts case, residents had to wait nearly eight months for housing code violations to be abated.30  
The Auditor wrote in its report that the process for responding to housing code violation complaints 
allows landlords to put off remediation through extensions and delayed re-inspections.31 
 
 In order to address the issues described above the Committee Print includes a provision of 
Bill 22-615 that provides that a property owner shall not have more than 30 days to abate a housing 
code violation.  This provision is aligned to current DCRA policy.  When a notice of violation is 
issued an inspector will provide an abatement period that can be anywhere from one to 30 days.  
                                                 
25 Julie Lebowitz and Nancy Augustine, Office of the District of Columbia Auditor, Housing Code Enforcement: A 
Case Study of Dahlgreen Courts 13 (2018) (on file with the Committee).  
26 Id.   
27 Beth Mellen Harrison Supervising Attorney, Housing Law Unit, Legal Aid Society of the District of Columbia, 
Testimony submitted to the DC Council Committee of the Whole, 6, July 3, 2018.  
28 Id.  
29 Id.  
30 Morgan Baskin, DCRA Should Improve Its Enforcement of Housing Code Violations, D.C. Auditor Says, 
Washington City Paper (September 24, 2018), https://www.washingtoncitypaper.com/news/housing-
complex/article/21023684/dcra-should-improve-its-enforcement-of-housing-code-violations  
31 Id.  

https://www.washingtoncitypaper.com/news/housing-complex/article/21023684/dcra-should-improve-its-enforcement-of-housing-code-violations
https://www.washingtoncitypaper.com/news/housing-complex/article/21023684/dcra-should-improve-its-enforcement-of-housing-code-violations
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The Committee notes that this provision does not preclude the Mayor from requiring a housing 
provider to immediately abate a housing code violation if there is imminent danger.32 
  
 The Committee Print also only allows the Mayor to grant an extension only if a property 
owner has made reasonable and good faith efforts to abate the violation.  Reasonable and good 
faith efforts include proof that the housing provider is conducting active construction or 
undergoing active rehabilitation, renovation, or repair to abate the violation.  The language in the 
Committee Print is more restrictive than what was proposed in Bill 22-615.  The Committee 
believes that the discretion granted to DCRA must be as limited as possible to ensure that landlords 
are held accountable.  
 
 With regards to appeals of notice of violations and notice of infractions to OAH, the 
Committee agrees that the timeline to hear these cases should be codified.  The Committee 
contacted OAH and believes the timeline provided in the Committee Print will not only help 
expedite the processing of these cases, but also will not be a burden on OAH.  Further, the 
Committee Print limits the authority granted to OAH to grant a request for continuance and 
provides that if the hearing is postponed that it cannot be postponed more than 30 days after the 
date the hearing was originally scheduled.  
 
 The Committee decided against adding a provision requiring the Mayor to abate a housing 
code violation if it was not abated within six months.  The Committee agrees with former Director 
Bolling that mandating that DCRA abate any violation that is not corrected within six months 
would be cost prohibitive.33  Although, the bill requires the funds to be reimbursed to DCRA 
through real property taxes the potential time it would take to recover those funds could be 
substantial especially if the property would have to go to tax sale.   
 
 Further, there is currently about $4 million in the Nuisance Abatement Fund (Abatement 
Fund).  The Mayor may use monies in the fund to correct any housing code violation, however, 
the funds are limited and there probably is not enough money in the Abatement Fund to implement 
this provision.34  The Committee plans to take a closer look at how the Abatement Fund is utilized.  
Many comments from the hearing on Bill 22-615 indicated that the Abatement Fund should be 
limited in its scope.  The Committee will review whether DCRA is utilizing the monies in the 
Abatement Fund in a sufficient manner. 
 
 Another issue the Committee has discovered is that DCRA fails to provide landlords and 
tenants information on whether a housing code violation has been abated.  The DC Auditor found 
that District regulations requires initial notification to a tenant who has submitted a complaint but 
does not require any follow-up.35   
 

                                                 
32 See D.C. Official Code 42-3131.01(c).  
33 Melinda Bolling, Director, Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs, Testimony before the DC Council 
Committee of the Whole, 10, July 3, 2018.   
34 See D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.01(a). 
35 Supra note 24 at 26.  
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 Bill 22-596, as introduced, would establish a notice of abatement to let the landlord and 
tenants know that a housing code violation that was reported has been abated.  The Committee 
believes this provision would bring more transparency to the work conducted by DCRA.  It will 
also allow tenants to know whether a certain housing code violation has been abated or not.  The 
Committee Print would also require the landlord to post the notice of abatement for 14 days, so it 
can be viewed by all residents. 
 
 Former Director Bolling testified against this provision because she believed that providing 
a landlord a notice of abatement may incentivize the landlord to make superficial repairs in order 
to evade further citation.36  The Committee does not agree with this argument and believes DCRA 
needs to take the steps to ensure the inspections it is conducting are thorough.  Under current law, 
DCRA does not have to provide any finality in the inspection process and this creates a tenuous 
situation for good landlords operating in the District.   
 
 Increased Penalties and Reporting Requirements  
 
 Bill 22-596, as introduced, would dedicate fines recovered from Class 2, 3, and 4 
infractions that have not been abated within six months, and fines for repeat infractions pursuant 
to 16 DCMR § 3201.2 to a Housing Condition Abatement Fund.  The monies in the Housing 
Condition Abatement Fund would be split accordingly: (1) 1/3 to the Nuisance Abatement Fund; 
(2) 1/3 to assist tenants impacted by impacted by the infractions listed above; and (3) 1/3 to 
reimburse housing providers for any inspection or re-inspection fees.  Further, it would require a 
DCRA inspector to refer cases of Class 2, 3, and 4 infractions that have not been abated within six 
months to the Office of the Attorney General.  Finally, it would limit the enforcement discretion 
of a DCRA inspector for repeat or unabated housing code violations.   
  
 Bill 22-596 was introduced to increase the penalties for housing providers that fail to abate 
a housing code violation in a timely manner.  The Committee agrees with this provision and the 
Committee Print for Bill 22-317 provides that a Class 2, 3, or 4 infraction that has not been abated 
within six months would be reclassified as a Class 1, 2, or 3 infraction.  The Committee hopes that 
the increase in the fine amounts will incentivize landlords to abate a housing code violation in a 
timely manner.37 
 
 However, the Committee does not believe that the funds from the newly created fines and 
the fines from repeat infractions should be deposited into a Housing Condition Abatement Fund. 
Ms. Cunningham, a lawyer with the Children’s Law Center, testified at the hearing on Bill 22-596 
that although the concept of giving a portion of the fines to affected tenants is commendable, the 
need to provide funding for targeted abatement of un-remediated housing code violations is more 
important.38  Further, as noted above, the Abatement Fund is “woefully under-resourced” and any 
new monies should be used to supplement the Abatement Fund.39  The Committee agrees that new 
                                                 
36 Supra note 33 at 9.  
37 For the first offense: the fine for a Class 1infraction is $2,000; the fine for a Class 2 infraction is $1,000; the fine 
for a Class 3 infraction is $500; and the fine for a Class 4 infraction is $100.  See 16 DCMR § 3201.1.   
38 CLC Testimony.  
39 Id.  
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monies should be dedicated to the Abatement Fund and in turn the Committee hopes DCRA would 
use those monies to proactively address housing code violations that are not being remediated by 
landlords.  
 
 Concerns were raised in the hearing on Bill 22-596 regarding mandating an automatic 
referral of cases of housing code violations that have not been abated within six months to the 
Office of Attorney General.  The Committee understands that this provision was intended to create 
better dialogue between DCRA and the Office of Attorney General to address situations in which 
landlords are failing to make the necessary fixes to their buildings.  The Committee supports this 
intent, so the Committee Print proposes to require the DCRA inspector to notify the Office of 
Attorney General whenever they come across a case where a Class 1, 2, 3, and 4 infraction that 
has not been abated within six months.40  This will improve the communication between the two 
agencies regarding problem properties and it gives the Office of the Attorney General the 
discretion of whether or not they want to take further action on the matter.   
 
 Another issue that Bill 22-596 addresses is the lack of reporting from DCRA on problem 
properties.  The DC Auditor noted that the Mayor and the Council do not receive regular reporting 
from DCRA on the trends and patterns of housing code compliance.41  The Committee included 
in the Committee Print of Bill 22-317 a provision that requires DCRA to report to the Mayor and 
Council detailed information as it relates to Class 1, 2, 3, and 4 infractions that have not been 
abated within six months.  This would bring more transparency to how DCRA addresses matters 
as it relates to landlords who fail to quickly remediate a housing code violation.  It can also provide 
more insight on whether further action is required by the Mayor or the Council to address these 
situations.  
 
 Finally, as mentioned earlier in the report, DCRA is often provided too much discretion to 
ensure that a landlord is taken steps to address a housing code violation.  The Committee Print 
addresses this issue by removing a DCRA inspector’s discretion for issuing a notice of violation, 
notice of infraction, or a combined notice of violation and notice of infraction if he or she comes 
across a Class, 1, 2, 3, and 4 infraction that has not been abated within six months.  
 
 

                                                 
40 A Class 1 infraction is an egregious infraction that results from flagrant, fraudulent, or willful conduct, or unlicensed 
activity, or that are imminently dangerous to the health, safety, or welfare of persons within the District of Columbia; 
A Class 2 infraction is a serious infraction that results from flagrant, fraudulent, or willful conduct, or unlicensed 
activity, or that are imminently dangerous to the health, safety, or welfare of persons within the District of Columbia; 
A Class 3 infraction is an infraction that involves a failure to comply with a law or rule requiring periodic renewal of 
licenses or permits, or infractions that are serious and have an immediate, substantial impact on the health, safety, or 
welfare of persons within the District of Columbia; and A Class 4 infraction is an infraction that involves a failure to 
post required licenses or permits, or infractions that are minor, but have the potential to be hazardous to the health, 
safety, or welfare of persons within the District of Columbia.  See 16 DCMR § 3201.1.   
41 Supra note 24 at 26. 
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I I .  L E G I S L A T I V E  C H R O N O L O G Y  

June 6, 2017 Bill 22-317, the “Notification of Vacant and Blighted Classification 
Amendment Act of 2017” is introduced by Councilmembers Allen, 
Silverman, and R. White and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

 
July 10, 2017 Bill 22-381, the “Landlord Transparency Amendment Act of 2017” is 

introduced by Chairman Mendelson at the request of the Mayor.  
 
November 21, 2017 Bill 22-596, the “Housing Rehabilitation Incentives Regulation 

Amendment Act of 2017” is introduced by Councilmembers R. White, 
Nadeau, T. White, Bonds, Grosso and Allen and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

 
December 5, 2017 Bill 22-615, the “Housing Code Enforcement Integrity Amendment Act of 

2017” is introduced by Councilmembers Bonds, Nadeau, R. White, and T. 
White and referred to the Committee of the Whole.  

 
February 6, 2018 Bill 22-684, the “Blighted Property Redevelopment Amendment Act of 

2018” is introduced by Councilmembers Silverman, Grosso, Nadeau, and 
Evans and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

 
July 10, 2018 Bill 22-905, the “Real Estate LLC Transparency Amendment Act of 2018” 

is introduced by Councilmembers Silverman, Nadeau, Allen, R. White, 
Cheh, and T. White and referred to the Committee of the Whole.  

 
July 10, 2018 Bill 22-910, the “Vacant Building Notification Expansion Amendment Act 

of 2018” is introduced by Chairman Mendelson and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole.  

 
June 9, 2017 Notice of Intent to Act on Bill 22-317 is published in the DC Register.   
 
October 13, 2017 Notice of Public Hearing on Bill 22-317 is published in the DC Register.   
 
November 9, 2017 The Committee of the Whole holds a public hearing on Bill 22-317 and Bill 

22-381.   
 
July 3, 2018 The Committee of the Whole holds a public hearing on Bill 22-596 and Bill 

615.   
 

July 12, 2018 The Committee of the Whole holds a public hearing on Bill 22-684.  
 
December 4, 2018 The Committee of the Whole marks up Bill 22-317. 
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I I I .  P O S I T I O N  O F  T H E  E X E C U T I V E  

Melinda Bolling, Director, Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs, testified on 
behalf of the Executive in support of Bill 22-381 and had concerns with Bill 22-317, Bill 22-596, 
Bill 22-615, Bill 22-684.  Her testimony is summarized below.  

 
 

I V .  C O M M E N T S  O F  A D V I S O R Y  N E I G H B O R H O O D  C O M M I S S I O N S  

Mark Eckenwiler, Commissioner, ANC 6C04, testified on behalf of ANC 6C in support 
of Bill 22-317.  The Commission believes Bill 22-317 would bolster the role of ANCs in 
identifying properties eligible for vacant or blighted designation, as well as require notice to the 
ANCs of such designation and to any hearings before the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission.   

 
He also testified on behalf of ANC 6C in support of Bill 22-684, however, the Commission 

recommended that the bill, as proposed, would benefit from a number of narrowing and clarifying 
amendments to ensure that a building is not exempt from being designated as blighted vacant only 
if its door and window openings are boarded shut.  

 
 

V .  S U M M A R Y  O F  T E S T I M O N Y  

A.  The Committee of the Whole held a public hearing on Bill 22-317 and Bill 22-381 on 
Thursday, November 9, 2017.  The testimony summarized below is from that hearing.  Copies of 
written testimony are attached to this report. 
 
 Alejandra Monroy, Bilingual Housing Counselor, Central American Resource Center, 
testified in support of Bill 22-381.  Ms. Monroy testified that Bill 22-381 will help protect tenants 
against retaliatory practices of landlords when tenants, specifically low-income immigrant tenants, 
complain about substandard living conditions.  She recommended that the bill includes a clause 
that protects tenants in case their building closes due to extensive house code violations.  
 
 Evan Henley, Staff Attorney, Housing Unit, Legal Aid Society of the District of 
Columbia (Legal Aid), testified regarding concerns Legal Aid had with Bill 22-381 and 
recommend amendments.  Mr. Henley testified while the goal of the legislation is commendable 
the more effective approach to require transparency would be to require all landlords to disclose 
ownership information as part of their registration requirements.  According to Mr. Henley, the 
bill would require the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs to go through a 
cumbersome subpoena process to identify individuals who are flouting the law and subjecting their 
tenants to unsafe and unhealthy living conditions.   
 
 Melinda Bolling, Director, Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (DCRA), 
testified that the Executive supports increasing the speed and accuracy of vacant property 
identification with ANCs, however, it is concerned that Bill 22-317 may run counter to those goals 
by complicating a review process that already allows for ANCs to submit evidence.  Further, 
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Director Bolling testified that the Executive does not support the bill in its current form but is ready 
to work with all interested parties to develop any alternatives to achieve the goals of the bill. 
 
 Director Bolling testified that Bill 22-381 would protect vulnerable residents and increase 
enforcement against landlord who do not provide code compliant units to their tenants.  She added 
that the bill would enable DCRA to quickly find all properties owned by potentially negligent 
landlords since District law does not require LLCs or other corporate entities to report their 
complete ownership to the District government.  In addition, she testified that Bill 22-381 would 
help prevent negligent property owners and management companies from operating multiple 
substandard buildings without detection.  
 
 B.  The Committee of the Whole held a public hearing on Bill 22-596 and Bill 22-615 on 
Tuesday, July 3, 2018.  The testimony summarized below is from that hearing.  Copies of written 
testimony are attached to this report. 
 
 Daniel Palchick, AARP Legal Counsel for the Elderly (LCE), testified in support of Bill 
22-596, but raised concerns regarding the creation of a new Fund that would be used to correct 
housing code violations, reimburse tenants who suffer from substandard housing, and reimburse 
inspection fees to property owners.  Mr. Palchick testified that the mechanism of reimbursing 
tenants is too vague and the reimbursement of inspection fees to property owners would be a waste 
of resources.  He added that the LCE does supports the reporting requirements in the bill. 
 
 Mr. Palchick testified in support of Bill 22-615 as it would correct the loophole of 
enforcement that is often created by DCRA when it fails to enforce its notices of violations.  He 
added that the LCE supports the provision of the bill that allows DCRA to extend the abatement 
period, but only if the property owner made a good faith effort to abate the conditions and there is 
a good cause for the delay.  
 
 Anne Cunningham, Senior Policy Attorney, Children’s Law Center (CLC), testified in 
support of Bill 22-596, however, raised concerns that the resources from the new Fund should only 
be allocated to remediate housing code violations.  Ms. Cunningham stated that the Nuisance 
Abatement Fund is woefully under-resourced, and the supplemental funds and administrative 
resources should go towards improving properties that are a threat to tenants’ health and safety.  
She added that the CLC recommends the provision in the bill that would automatically refer certain 
cases to the Office of the Attorney General (OAG) as it would be an inefficient and less effective 
approach.  She recommended requiring the bill to improve the communication between DCRA 
and OAG regarding problematic properties.  Finally, she testified that the CLC is in favor of the 
reporting requirements in the bill but proposed to make the reporting requirements more expansive.  
 
 Ms. Cunningham testified that the CLC appreciates the problem the legislation is 
attempting to address as landlords who appeal Notice of Violations and Notice of Infractions often 
do it just to slow deadlines and to delay payments of fines.  In addition, she added putting the onus 
on OAH to implement this new timeline rather than DCRA increases the likelihood that these 
mandated timelines will be implemented.  
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 Melinda Bolling, Director, Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs, testified 
that the Executive has concerns with Bill 22-596.  She testified that disbursement of funds to 
impacted tenants would pose significant challenges that could result in disparate treatment of the 
most vulnerable tenants.  Also, reimbursing landlords for re-inspection fees may provide a 
disincentive to keeping properties maintained at all times to avoid re-inspection fees.  The Director 
also raised concerns regarding mandating referral of certain cases to the OAG as it would 
unnecessarily penalize landlords that are taking active steps to come into compliance.  Director 
Bolling added that the creation of a new Notice of Abatement may be abused by property owners 
who intend to use it as proof of abatement in instances where repairs were superficial.  She believed 
that the current Notice of Infractions system is the most efficient process for tracking Housing 
Code violations.  
 
 Director Bolling testified to the concerns the Executive has with Bill 22-615.  First, she 
testified that limiting the abatement extension discretion as contemplated in the bill may lead to 
unintended consequences for residents.  Also, requiring DCRA to abate any Class 2, 3, or 4 
infraction that has not been abated within six months may provide a disincentive for landlords to 
fix the properties they own.  Moreover, DCRA will incur significant up-front costs to do the work 
up-front only to be reimbursed much later through real property taxes.   
  
 Testimony Submitted for the Record 
  
 Beth Mellen Harrison, Supervising Attorney, Housing Law Unit, Legal Aid Society and 
Damon King, Senior Policy Advocate, Legal Aid Society (Legal Aid), submitted testimony in 
support of Bill 22-596 and Bill 22-615.  With regard to Bill 22-596, they wrote that all the new 
fines collected should go to the Nuisance Abatement Fund.  They also raised concerns regarding 
the automatic referral of certain cases to the OAG because housing code enforcement should be 
focused in a single, independent agency.  Also, they added that the OAG is not best positioned to 
oversee day-to-day enforcement in routine cases.  Legal Aid supports the reporting requirements, 
the Notice of Abatement, and new penalty provisions that are included in the bill.  
 
 Legal Aid supports the provisions in Bill 22-615 to restrict extensions, however, it believes 
that the requirements can be further strengthened.  They wrote that landlords shall not just be 
required to demonstrate good faith efforts at repairs but that they have used all reasonable means 
to accomplish repairs by the deadline.  In addition, Legal Aid was supportive of the provision that 
would require DCRA to abate a violation if it has not been abated by a landlord within six months.  
Also, Legal Aid added imposing the costs of the repairs on the owners as real property taxes should 
speed enforcement and would create a stronger deterrent.  
 
 C. The Committee of the Whole held a public hearing on Bill 22-684 on Thursday, July 
12, 2018.  The testimony summarized below is from that hearing.  Copies of written testimony are 
attached to this report. 
 
 Rick Rybeck, Director, Just Economics LLC, testified that the District’s vacant and 
blighted vacant real property tax policy is broken.  He testified that the policy should be reformed 
to make sure it: (1) is fair; (2) is comprehensible to the average taxpayer; (3) promotes job creation; 
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(4) promotes affordable housing; and (5) minimizes the creation of vacant lots and blighted 
buildings.  
 
 Melinda Bolling, Director, Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs, testified 
that the Executive supports the creation of a limited, enforceable exemption for property owners 
pursuing the redevelopment of “blighted vacant” property but Bill 22-684, as drafted, sets the bar 
too low and creates opportunities for abuse by unscrupulous absentee property owners.  The 
Director testified if the Council decides to go forward the bill should be modified to ensure that 
the exemption is time-constrained and limited to applicable owners who are diligently pursuing 
rehabilitation of these properties.  
 
 

V I .  I M P A C T  O N  E X I S T I N G  L A W  

 Bill 22-615 amends the Office of Administrative Hearings Establishment Act of 2001 to 
establish timelines for housing code violation hearings before the Office of Administrative 
Hearings. 
 
 Bill 22-615 amends section 29-102.01 of the District of Columbia Code to require an entity 
filing made on or after January 1, 2020 to include the names, residence and businesses addresses 
of any natural person that has 10 percent ownership of the entity or has the ability to direct the 
day-to-day operations of such entity. 
 
 Bill 22-615 amends An Act to provide for the abatement of nuisances in the District of 
Columbia by Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes to dedicate certain fines to 
the Nuisance Abatement Fund.  In addition, the bill grants the Mayor discretion to reclassify a 
blighted vacant building as a vacant building for a period of no longer than 12 months if the 
building has met certain conditions and is undergoing renovations.  It amends the notice 
requirements for vacant buildings and require a courtesy copy of the notice to be mailed or 
electronically mailed to the affected Advisory Neighborhood Commission.  Further, the bill 
requires the Real Property Tax Commission to mail or send an electronic copy of a notice of a 
hearing to the affected Advisory Neighborhood Commission.   
 
 Bill 22-615 amends section 908 of the Rental Housing Act of 1985 to provide that a 
property owner shall not have more than 30 days to abate a housing code violation, and to allow 
the Mayor to grant an extension only if the housing provider has made reasonable and good faith 
efforts to abate a violation. 
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Bill 22-615 amends section 105 of Title 14 of the District of Columbia Municipal 

Regulations to require an inspector to notice the Office of Attorney General of any Class 1, 2, 3, 
or 4 infractions that have not been abated within six months.  It requires the Department of 
Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (DCRA) to report to the Mayor and the Council on information 
related to Class 1, 2, 3, or 4 infractions that have not been abated within six months.  Also, it limits 
the enforcement discretion of the code official for repeat or unabated housing code violations.  
Further, the bill creates a notice of abatement that must be provided by DCRA to the landlord and 
must be posted by the landlord for all residents to view for 14 days.  

 
Bill 22-615 amends Title 16 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations to establish 

new infractions for housing code violations that have not been abated within six months.  
 
 
V I I .  F I S C A L  I M P A C T  

 
The attached December X, 2018 fiscal impact statement from the Office of Chief Financial 

Officer states that funds are not sufficient in the FY 2019 through FY 2022 budget and financial 
plan to implement Bill 22-317. 

 
 

V I I I .  S E C T I O N - B Y - S E C T I O N  A N A L Y S I S  

Section 1 States the short title of Bill 22-317.  

Section 2 Provides that a housing provider has 10 days to appeal a notice of violation or notice 
of infraction to the Office of Administrative Hearings (OAH).  In addition, OAH 
has 30 days to schedule a hearing after receiving a request for a hearing and must 
issue a final order not more than 30 days after the date of the hearing.  Also, OAH 
can grant a continuance but only on an affirmative showing of good cause.  

  
Section 3 Requires that entity filings made on or after January 1, 2020 state the names and 

addresses (residential and business) of any natural person whose share of ownership 
of the entity exceeds 10 percent, and any natural person who controls the financial 
and day-to-day operations of the entity if his or her ownership share is less than 10 
percent.   

 
Section 4 An Act to provide for the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by 

Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes. 
 
 subsection (a) requires the fines collected pursuant to 16 DCMR §§ 3201.1, 3201.2, 

3305.1, 330.2, and 3305.3 be deposited into the Nuisance Abatement Fund.   
 
 subsection (b) allows the Mayor to reclassify a building as vacant instead of 

blighted vacant only if the building: (1) is safe and sanitary and does not threaten 
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the health, safety, or general welfare of the community; (2) complies with the 
vacant building maintenance standards; and (3) has secured the doors, windows, 
areaways, and other openings, with boards or other means of security, for not longer 
than 12 months and the owner submits a building permit application that certifies 
that these items will be replaced as part of the renovation of the vacant building.  

 
 subsection (c) clarifies that the Mayor shall post a notice on a vacant building but 

that the official notice is the notice that is mailed to the property owner.  In addition, 
it provides that the notice posted on the vacant building shall not be posted by 
difficult to remove adhesive.  Further, it requires a courtesy copy of the notice to 
be mailed or electronically mailed to the affected Advisory Neighborhood 
Commission and it has to be posted on a website maintained by the Department of 
Consumer and Regulatory Affairs that is accessible to the public.  Finally, clarifies 
that the courtesy copy shall not be construed to satisfy the official notice 
requirements. 

 
 subsection (d) requires a courtesy copy of a notice of vacancy designation of a 

nonregistered vacant building to be mailed or electronically mailed to the affected 
Advisory Neighborhood Commission and it has to be posted on a website 
maintained by the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs that is 
accessible to the public. 

 
 subsection (e) requires the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission to provide 

notice either by mail or by electronic mail to the affected Advisory Neighborhood 
Commission at least 15 days before any scheduled hearing of an appeal from a 
property owner on whether a building should be registered a vacant or blighted 
vacant. 

 
Section 5 Provides that a rental housing provider shall only have 30 days to abate any 

condition that has resulted in the issuance of a notice of violation that was issued 
pursuant to an inspection of the housing accommodation.  The Mayor mat extend 
the 30-day deadline only if the property owner has made reasonable and good faith 
efforts to abate the violation.  Reasonable and good faith efforts include proof of 
active construction or undergoing active rehabilitation, renovation, or repair to 
abate the violation.  

 
Section 6 Amends section 105 of Title 14 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations. 
 
 subsection (a) requires an inspector to notify the Office of Attorney General 

whenever he or she finds reasonable grounds to believe that there exists a violation 
of 16 DCMR §§ 3305.1(s), 3305.2 (uu), and 3305.3 (vvv).  In addition, the inspector 
shall do one of the following: (1) issue a notice of violation; (2) issue a notice of 
infraction; (3) issue a combined notice of violation and notice of infraction; (4) 
issue any other order or notice authorized to be issued by the code official; or (5) 
effect summary correction of the violation, as authorized by law.  Further, on or 
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before October 1 of each year, the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs 
will be required to submit a report to the Mayor and the Council that details 
information related to a violation issued pursuant to 16 DCMR §§ 3305.1(s), 3305.2 
(uu), and 3305.3 (vvv), or a violation issued pursuant to 16 DCMR § 3305.1 that 
has not been abated within six months.  The report shall include the number of 
notifications that were provided to the Office of Attorney General, the number of 
notice of infractions and notice of violations that were issued, the total value of 
fines collected, and the number of summary corrections completed.   

 
 subsection (b) clarifies that subsection 14 DCMR 105.1a is exempt from the 

provisions set forth in subsection 14 DCMR 105.3.  
 
Section 7 Amends Title 16 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations. 
 
 subsection (a) requires the Director of the Department of Consumer and Regulatory 

Affairs to issue a notice of abatement if a cited infraction has been successfully 
abated.  In addition, the property owner shall post the notice of abatement in a 
location for residents to view for 14 days.  The notice of abatement shall include a 
list of the infractions abated and the property owner’s license or permit number.   

 
 subsection (b) creates a new Class 1, Class 2, and Class 3 infraction.  It is a Class 1 

infraction if a Class 2 infraction is not abated within 6 months, it is a Class 2 
infraction if a Class 3 infraction is not abated within 6 months, and it is a Class 3 
infraction if a Class 4  infraction is not abated within 6 months.  

 
Section 8 Provides that this act is being approved subject to appropriation.  
 
Section 9 Adopts the Fiscal Impact Statement. 
 
Section 10 Establishes the effective date (standard 30-day congressional review language). 
 
 

I X .  C O M M I T T E E  A C T I O N  

On December 4, 2018, the Committee met to consider Bill 22-317, the “Department of 
Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Omnibus Amendment Act of 2018.”  The meeting was called 
to order at XX:XX a.m., and Bill 22-317 was item XX-X on the agenda.  After ascertaining a 
quorum (Chairman Mendelson and Councilmembers Allen, Bonds, Cheh, Evans, Gray, Grosso, 
McDuffie, Nadeau, Silverman, Todd, R. White, and T. White present), Chairman Mendelson 
moved the Print with leave for staff to make technical and conforming changes.  After an 
opportunity for discussion, the vote on the Print was unanimous (Chairman Mendelson and 
Councilmembers Allen, Bonds, Cheh, Evans, Gray, Grosso, McDuffie, Nadeau, Silverman, Todd, 
R. White, and T. White voting aye).  The Chairman then moved the Report with leave for staff to 
make technical, conforming, and editorial changes.  After an opportunity for discussion, the vote 
on the Report was unanimous (Chairman Mendelson and Councilmembers Allen, Bonds, Cheh, 



Committee of the Whole   December 4, 2018 
Report on Bill 22-317  Page 19 of 19 
 
 
Evans, Gray, Grosso, McDuffie, Nadeau, Todd, R. White, and T. White voting aye; 
Councilmember Silverman absent).  The meeting adjourned at XX:XX p.m. 

 
 

X .  A T T A C H M E N T S  
 

1. Bill 22-317 as introduced. 

2. Written Testimony.  

3. Fiscal Impact Statement for Bill 22-317. 

4. Legal Sufficiency Determination for Bill 22-317. 

5. Comparative Print for Bill 22-317. 

6. Committee Print for Bill 22-317. 



COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
 1350 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

 Washington D.C. 20004

Memorandum

To : Members of the Council

From : Nyasha Smith, Secretary to the Council

Date : June 06, 2017

Subject : Referral of Proposed Legislation

Notice is given that the attached proposed legislation was introduced in the
Legislative Meeting on Tuesday, June 6, 2017. Copies are available in Room 10,
the Legislative Services Division.

TITLE: "Notification of Vacant and Blighted Classification Amendment Act of
2017", B22-0317

INTRODUCED BY: Councilmembers Allen, Silverman, and R. White

CO-SPONSORED BY: Councilmembers Gray, Grosso, and Nadeau

The Chairman is referring this legislation to the Committee of the Whole.

Attachment

cc: General Counsel
      Budget Director
      Legislative Services
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The Office of Administrative Hearings Establishment Act of 2001 
(D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 2-1831.01 ET SEQ.) 

 
§ 2-1831.06a. Housing code violation hearings. 
 
“(a) A housing provider shall have 10 days from the receipt of any notice of infraction or notice 

of violation for a housing code violation to request a hearing before the Office.  

 “(b)(1) The Office shall schedule a hearing not more than 30 days after the receipt of a 

request for a hearing. 

  “(2) The Office may grant a request for continuance but only on an affirmative 

showing of good cause, provided, that the hearing may not be postponed more than 30 days after 

the date the hearing was originally scheduled. 

 “(c) The Office shall issue a final order not more than 30 days after the date of the 

hearing.”.  

(D.C. Official Code § 29-102.01) 

§ 29–102.01. Entity filing requirements. 

(a) To be filed by the Mayor pursuant to this title, an entity filing shall be received by the office 
of the Mayor, and shall comply with this title, and satisfy the following: 

(1) The entity filing shall be required or permitted by this title. 

(2) The entity filing shall be physically delivered in written form unless and to the extent the 
Mayor permits electronic delivery of entity filings in other than written form. 

(3) The words in the entity filing shall be in English and numbers shall be in Arabic or Roman 
numerals, but the name of the entity need not be in English if written in English letters or Arabic 
or Roman numerals. 

(4) The entity filing shall be signed by or on behalf of a person authorized or required under this 
title to sign the filing. 

(5) The entity filing shall state the name and capacity, if any, of each individual who signed it, 
either by or on behalf of the person authorized or required to sign the filing, but need not contain 
a seal, attestation, acknowledgment, or verification. 
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“(6) For entity filings made on or after January 1, 2020, the filing shall state the names, residence 

and business addresses of any natural person whose share of ownership of the entity: 

  “(A) Exceeds 10 percent; and 

  “(B) Does not exceed 10 percent, provided, that the person:  

   “(i) Controls the financial or operation decisions of such entity; or  

   “(ii) Has the ability to direct the day-to-day operations of such entity.”. 

(b) If a law other than this title prohibits the disclosure by the Mayor of information contained in 

an entity filing, the Mayor shall accept the filing if it otherwise complies with this title, but the 

Mayor may redact the information. 

(c) When an entity filing is delivered to the Mayor for filing, any fee required under this chapter 
and any fee, tax, or penalty required to be paid under this title or law other than this title shall be 
paid in a manner permitted by the Mayor or by that law. 

(d) The Mayor may require that an entity filing delivered in written form be accompanied by an 
identical or conformed copy. 

(e) Any record filed under this title may be signed by an agent. 

An Act To provide for the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by the 
Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes. 

(D.C. OFFICIAL CODE § 42-3131.01 ET SEQ.) 

§ 42–3131.01. Mayor may correct conditions violative of law; assessment of cost; lien on 
property; fund to pay costs; summary corrective action of life-or-health threatening 
condition. 

(a)(1) Except as provided in paragraphs (2) and (3) of this subsection, whenever the owner of 
any real property in the District of Columbia shall fail or refuse, after the service of reasonable 
notice in the manner provided in § 42-3131.03, to correct any condition which exists on or has 
arisen from such property in violation of law or of any regulation made by authority of law, with 
the correction of which condition said owner is by law or by said regulation chargeable, or to 
show cause, sufficient in the judgment of the Mayor of said District, why he should not be 
required to correct such condition, then, and in that instance, the Mayor of the District of 
Columbia is authorized to: Cause such condition to be corrected; assess the fair market value of 
the correction of the condition or the actual cost of the correction, whichever is higher, and all 
expenses incident thereto (including the cost of publication, if any, herein provided for) as a tax 

https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.03.html
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against the property on which such condition existed or from which such condition arose, as the 
case may be; and carry such tax on the regular tax rolls of the District, and collect such tax in the 
same manner as general taxes in said District are collected; provided, that the correction of any 
condition aforesaid by the Mayor of said District under authority of this section shall not relieve 
the owner of the property on which such condition existed, or from which such condition arose, 
from criminal prosecution and punishment for having caused or allowed such unlawful condition 
to arise or for having failed or refused to correct the same. 

(1A) The Mayor may request the Office of Administrative Hearings to issue, and the Office of 
Administrative Hearings may issue, a final order converting a special assessment lien to an 
administrative judgment. The Mayor may then cause the final order to be entered as a judgment 
against the owner in the Superior Court of the District of Columbia. The Mayor may enforce the 
judgment in the same manner as any other civil judgment may be enforced under District law. 

(2) Whenever the owner of any vacant building, as defined in § 42-3131.05(5), shall fail to 
enclose the doors, windows, areaways, or other openings of the property, the Mayor may 
immediately enclose the property to meet the standard described in § 42-3131.12. Subsequent to 
the enclosure, the Mayor shall give the owner notice as prescribed in § 42-3131.03. 

(3) Summary correction of certain violations without prior notice to the owner is authorized 
pursuant to subsection (c)(1) of this section. 

(b)(1)(A) There is established in the District of Columbia, and accounted for within the General 
Fund, a separate revenue source allocable to provide authorization for the purpose of paying the 
costs of correction of any condition, and all expenses incident thereto, that the Mayor may order 
or cause pursuant to subsection (a) of this section and for the purposes of demolishing or 
enclosing a structure under subchapter II of Chapter 31C of this title. Any unexpended balance at 
the end of the year shall be reserved as a restricted fund balance and used to provide 
authorization to expend for subsequent years subject to the direction of the Mayor. 

“(2A) Notwithstanding paragraph (2), fees collected for a repeat infraction pursuant to 16 DCMR  

§§ 3201.1 and 3201.2, or for a failure to timely abate a violation pursuant to 16 DCMR §§  

3305.1(s), 3305.2(uu), and 3305.3(vvv) shall be deposited to the fund.”.  

(B) There is established within the fund established by subparagraph (A) of this paragraph an 
account in which fees and penalties collected under § 6-916(b), shall be deposited, to be 
expended for the purposes set forth in § 6-916(b). 

(2) There shall be deposited to the credit of the fund such amounts as may be appropriated for the 
fund or for the purposes of the fund; grants, donations, or restitution from any source to the fund 
or to the District of Columbia for the purposes of the fund; interest earned from the deposit or 
investment of monies of the fund; if an accounting is made in accordance with, and subject to, § 
47-1340(f), amounts assessed and collected as a tax against real property under subsection (a) of 
this section including any interest and any penalties thereon, or otherwise received to recoup any 

https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.05.html#(5)
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.12.html
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.03.html
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/titles/42/chapters/31C/subchapters/II/
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/6-916.html#(b)
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/6-916.html#(b)
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/47-1340.html#(f)
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/47-1340.html#(f)
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amounts, incidental expenses or costs incurred, obligated or expended for the purposes of the 
fund and funds collected pursuant to subchapter II of Chapter 31C of this title; all fees and 
penalties collected under § 6-916(b) (to be deposited in the account established under paragraph 
(1)(B) of this subsection) recoveries from enforcement action brought by the Office of the 
Attorney General on behalf of the District of Columbia or District of Columbia agencies for the 
abatement of violations of Chapters 1 through 16 of Title 14 of the District of Columbia Code of 
Municipal Regulations, excluding funds obtained through administrative proceedings; and all 
other receipts of whatever nature derived from the operation of the fund. 

(3) The Mayor shall include in the budget estimates of the District of Columbia for each fiscal 
year, and there are authorized to be appropriated annually, such amounts out of the revenues of 
the District of Columbia as may be necessary for the capitalization of the fund. 

(4) Not later than 6 months after the end of each fiscal year, the Mayor shall submit to the 
Council a report of the financial condition of the fund, and any other special purpose revenue 
funds or capital project funds used for nuisance abatement activities, and the results of the 
operations and collections for the fiscal year. The report shall include an itemized accounting of 
all unrecovered taxes and penalties, the names of delinquent property owners, the nature of 
corrected building violations, and a detailed accounting of each expenditure. All funding sources 
shall be separately listed. 

(c)(1)(A) The Mayor may order the summary correction of housing regulation violations or 
violations of the Construction Codes where there is imminent danger, as determined by the 
Mayor. 

(B) Except in the case of a vacant building, the Mayor shall promptly notify the owner or 
authorized agent that the correction is ordered within a specified time period; provided, that the 
Mayor is authorized to take emergency action, including putting in temporary safeguards, 
without prior notification when the Mayor determines there is imminent danger due to an unsafe 
condition and immediate emergency action is necessary to alleviate the danger. 

(C) Any person ordered to take emergency measures or actions shall immediately comply with 
any notice or order. Where notice is provided under this section, if at the time of the notice, the 
owner is engaged in a good-faith effort to make the necessary correction, the Mayor shall not 
commence corrective action unless and until the owner interrupts or ceases the corrective effort 
or the Mayor determines that emergency repairs or temporary safeguards are required. 

(D)(i) The owner or authorized agent shall be notified by personal service or by registered mail 
to the last known address and by conspicuous posting on the property. If the owner or address is 
unknown, or cannot be located, notice shall be provided by conspicuous posting on the property. 

(ii) The Mayor may assess all reasonable costs of correcting the condition and all expenses 
incident to the corrective action as a tax against the property. 

(iii) A tax placed against a property pursuant to this subsection shall be carried on the regular tax 
rolls and collected in the same manner as real estate taxes are collected. 

https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/titles/42/chapters/31C/subchapters/II/
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/6-916.html#(b)
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(iv) The Mayor shall provide an opportunity for review of the summary corrective action without 
prejudice to the Mayor's authority to take and complete that action. 

(E) Monies in the fund established by subsection (b)(1) of this section shall be available to cover 
the costs of the summary corrections authorized by this subsection. 

(F) For the purposes of this paragraph, the term: 

(i) "Good faith effort" means one that is likely to cause the correction of the condition at least as 
soon as it could be corrected by the Mayor. 

(ii)(I) "Imminent danger" means: 

(aa) There is an immediate danger of the failure or collapse of a building or other structure that 
endangers life; 

(bb) When any structure or part of a structure has fallen and life is endangered by the occupation 
of the structure; 

(cc) When there is actual or potential danger to the building occupants or those in the proximity 
of any structure because of explosives, explosive fumes or vapors, the presence of toxic fumes, 
gases, or materials; or 

(dd) When the health or safety of occupants of the premises or those in the proximity of the 
premises is immediately endangered by an insanitary condition or the operation of defective or 
dangerous equipment. 

(II) The term "imminent danger" may also include: 

(aa) A vacant building, as defined in § 42-3131.05(5);  

(bb) The interruption of electrical, heat, gas, water, or other essential services, when the 
interruption results from other than natural causes; or 

(cc) The presence of graffiti. 

(1A) The Mayor may request the Office of Administrative Hearings to issue, and the Office of 
Administrative Hearings may issue, a final order converting a special assessment lien to an 
administrative judgment. The Mayor may then cause the final order to be entered as a judgment 
against the owner in the Superior Court of the District of Columbia. The Mayor may enforce the 
judgment in the same manner as any other civil judgment may be enforced under District law. 

(2) For the purposes of this subsection, the presence of graffiti shall be deemed to be a housing 
regulation violation. 

https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.05.html#(5)
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(3) In the case of graffiti which does not constitute a life-or-health threatening condition, but 
which constitutes a nuisance, the Mayor may order the removal of the graffiti within a specified 
time period and, subject to 7 days’ notice to the owner or an authorized agent in the manner 
provided under paragraph (1) of this subsection and an opportunity for review of the order, the 
Mayor may remove the graffiti if the owner does not comply. 

(d) The Mayor may charge any property owner whose property is the subject of corrective 
action, as provided in subsection (c) of this section, or any property owner who receives a notice 
to correct wrongful conditions pursuant to § 6-804(c) a fee to cover the administrative costs 
incurred by the District of Columbia in its efforts to provide that the violation be corrected. The 
Mayor may assess this fee as a tax against the property, may carry this tax on the regular tax 
rolls, and may collect this tax in the same manner as real estate taxes are collected. 

(e) The Mayor may defer or forgive, in whole or in part, any cost or fee assessed pursuant to §§ 
42-3131.01 to 42-3131.03 with respect to any qualified real property approved pursuant to § 6-
1503. 

§ 42–3131.05. Definitions. 

For the purposes of this subchapter, the term: 

(1)(A) “Blighted vacant building” means a vacant building that is determined by the Mayor to be 
unsafe, insanitary, or which is otherwise determined to threaten the health, safety, or general 
welfare of the community. 

(B) In making a determination that a vacant building is a blighted vacant building, the Mayor 
shall consider the following: 

(i) Whether the vacant building is the subject of a condemnation proceeding before the Board of 
Condemnation and Insanitary Buildings; 

(ii) Whether the vacant building is boarded up; and 

(iii) Failure to comply with the following vacant building maintenance standards: 

(I) Doors, windows, areaways, and other openings are weather-tight and secured against entry by 
birds, vermin, and trespassers, and missing or broken doors, windows, and other openings are 
covered; 

(II) The exterior walls are free of holes, breaks, graffiti, and loose or rotting materials, and 
exposed metal and wood surfaces are protected from the elements and against decay or rust by 
periodic application of weather-coating materials, such as paint; or 

(III) All balconies, porches, canopies, marquees, signs, metal awnings, stairways, accessory and 
appurtenant structures, and similar features are safe and sound, and exposed metal and wood 

https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/6-804.html#(c)
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.01.html
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.03.html
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/6-1503.html
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/6-1503.html
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surfaces are protected from the elements by application of weather-coating materials, such as 
paint. 

“(C) Provided that the Mayor may determine that a vacant building is not blighted if: 

  “(i) The vacant building is safe and sanitary, and does not threaten the health, 

safety, or general welfare of the community; 

  “(ii) The vacant building complies with the vacant building maintenance 

standards provided under subparagraph (B)(iii) of this paragraph; and   

  “(iii) The doors, windows, areaways, and other openings are weather-tight and 

secured by boards or other means of security for not longer than 12 months and the owner 

submits a building permit application that certifies that these items will be replaced as part of the 

renovation of the vacant building.”. 

(1A) “Commercial unit” means a building, or part of a building, zoned for commercial purposes 

under the zoning regulations of the District of Columbia. 

(2) “Dwelling unit” means a room, or group of rooms forming a single unit, designed, or 
intended to be used, for living and sleeping, whether or not designed or intended for the 
preparation and eating of meals or to be under the exclusive control of the occupant. The term 
“dwelling unit” shall not include a room, or group of rooms forming a single unit, in a hotel or 
motel licensed in the District of Columbia, actively operating as a hotel or motel. 

(2A) “Fit for occupancy” means ready for immediate occupancy by a tenant without more than 
minor cosmetic changes. 

(3) “Occupied” means: 

(A) For purposes of a dwelling unit, the use of one’s residence in improved real property on a 
regular basis; and 

(B) For purposes of a commercial unit, use consistent with zoning regulations, for which there is 
a current valid certificate of occupancy, and (i) paid utility receipts for the specified period, 
executed lease agreements, or sales tax return, or (ii) other evidence of use of the building that 
the Mayor may require by rule. 
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(4) “Owner” means one or more persons or entities with an interest in real property in the 
District of Columbia that appears in the real property tax records of the Office of Tax and 
Revenue, and a tax sale purchaser under § 47-1353(b) or the purchaser’s assignee, as applicable, 
except where the owner of record is challenging or appealing the vacant status of the real 
property for the same period. 

(4A) “Real property” means real property as defined under § 47-802(1). 

(4B) “Related owners” or “related ownership” exists when a deduction for a loss from the sale or 
exchange of properties between taxpayers would be disallowed under section 267 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, approved August 16, 1954 (68A Stat. 78; 26 U.S.C. § 267); provided, 
that the exclusion under section 267(a)(1) for a loss in a distribution in a complete liquidation 
shall not apply. 

(5) “Vacant building” means real property improved by a building which, on or after April 27, 
2001, has not been occupied continuously; provided, that in the case of residential buildings, a 
building shall only be a vacant building if the Mayor determines that there is no resident for 
which an intent to return and occupy the building can be shown. When determining whether 
there is a resident, the Mayor shall consider the following: 

(A) Electrical, gas, or water meter either not running or showing low usage; 

(B) Accumulated mail; 

(C) Neighbor complaint; 

(D) No window covering; 

(E) No furniture observable; 

(F) Open accessibility; 

(G) Deferred maintenance, including loose or falling gutters, severe paint chipping, or 
overgrown grass; and 

(H) The dwelling is boarded up. 

§ 42–3131.05a. Notice by mail. 

(a) Notice shall be deemed to be served properly on the date when mailed by first class mail to 
the owner of record of the vacant building at the owner’s mailing address as updated in the real 
property tax records of the Office of Tax and Revenue. Notice of the initial vacant or blighted 
property determination shall also be posted on the vacant building. 

https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/47-1353.html#(b)
https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/47-802.html#(1)
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“(b) The Mayor shall cause notice also to be posted on the vacant building; provided, that the 

official notice for legal purposes shall be the notice mailed pursuant to subsection (a) of this 

section.  Unless the Mayor knows with certainty that the vacant building is not eligible for 

exemption pursuant to section 42-3131.06, the notice shall not be posted by difficult to remove 

adhesive.  

 “(c) A courtesy copy of a notice required by subsection (a) of this section and shall be 

mailed or electronically mailed to the Advisory Neighborhood Commission in which the vacant 

property is located, and shall be posted on an internet website maintained by the Department of 

Consumer and Regulatory Affairs that is accessible to the public.  A courtesy copy required by 

this subsection shall not be construed to satisfy the requirements of subsection (a) of this section 

that notice be properly served by mail.”. 

§ 42–3131.11. Notice of vacancy designation and right to appeal. 

(a) The Mayor shall identify nonregistered vacant buildings in the District, excluding vacant 
buildings identified in § 42-3131.08, and blighted vacant buildings. The owner shall be notified 
that the owner’s building has been designated as a vacant building or as a blighted vacant 
building and of the owner’s right to appeal. 
 
“(b) A courtesy copy of notice required by this section shall be mailed or electronically mailed to  
 
the Advisory Neighborhood Commission in which the property is located, and shall be posted on  
 
an internet website maintained by the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs that is  
 
accessible to the public.”.  
 
§ 42–3131.15. Administrative review and appeal. 

(a) Within 15 days after the designation of an owner’s building as a vacant building, the 
determination of delinquency of registration or fee payment, the denial or revocation of 
registration, or the designation of a vacant building as a blighted vacant building, the owner may 
petition the Mayor for reconsideration by filing the form prescribed by the Mayor. Within 30 
days after receiving the petition, the Mayor shall issue a notice of final determination. 

https://code.dccouncil.us/dc/council/code/sections/42-3131.08.html
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(b) Within 45 days after the date of the notice of final determination under subsection (a) of this 
section, an owner may file an appeal with the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission for the 
District of Columbia on the form prescribed by the Mayor; provided, that the notice of final 
determination under subsection (a) of this section shall be a prerequisite to filing an appeal with 
the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission for the District of Columbia. 

“(c) After receiving a notice of appeal from an owner as required under subsection (b) of this 

section, the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission for the District of Columbia shall provide 

by mail or electronic mail to the Advisory Neighborhood Commission in which the vacant 

building is located at least 15 days before any scheduled hearing on the appeal, the following 

information related to the property at issue: 

  “(1) The name of the owner of the property, and the property address, to include 

the square, suffix, and lot numbers; 

  “(2) The determination under review; and 

  “(3) The date, time, and location of the hearing.”. 

§ 42–3509.08. Inspection of rental housing. 

(a) Notwithstanding any other law or rule to the contrary, for the purpose of determining whether 
any housing accommodation is in compliance with applicable housing rules or construction code 
rules, the Mayor may enter upon and into any housing accommodation in the District, during all 
reasonable hours, to inspect the same; provided, that if a tenant of a housing accommodation 
does not give permission to inspect that portion of the premises under the tenant’s exclusive 
control, the Mayor shall not enter that portion of the premises unless the Mayor has: 

(1) A valid administrative search warrant pursuant to subsection (d) of this section which permits 
the inspection; or 

(2) A reasonable basis to believe that exigent circumstances require immediate entry into that 
portion of the premises to prevent an imminent danger to the public health or welfare. 

(b) Any person who shall hinder, interfere with, or prevent any inspection authorized by this 
chapter shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $100, by 
imprisonment for a period not exceeding 3 months, or both. 
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(c) The Mayor may apply to a judge of the District of Columbia for an administrative search 
warrant to enter any premises to conduct any inspection authorized by subsection (a) of this 
section. 

(d) A judge may issue the warrant if the judge finds that: 

(1) The applicant is authorized or required by law to make the inspection; 

(2) The applicant has demonstrated that the inspection of the premises is sought as a result of: 

(A) Evidence of an existing violation of the housing regulations, codified in Title 14 of the 
District of Columbia Municipal Regulations, the construction codes, codified in Title 12 of the 
District of Columbia Municipal Regulations, or other law; or 

(B) A general and neutral administrative plan to conduct periodic inspections relating to issuance 
or renewal of housing business licenses or for conducting fire or life safety inspections; 

(3) The owner, tenant, or other individual in charge of the property has denied access to the 
property, or, after making a reasonable effort, the applicant has been unable to contact any of 
these individuals; and 

(4) The inspection is sought for health or safety-related purposes. 

“(e) A property owner shall not have more than 30 days to abate any condition that has resulted 

in the issuance of a notice of violation in connection with issued an inspection carried out 

pursuant to this section. 

 “(f) The Mayor may extend the deadline for a property owner to abate a violation 

pursuant to subsection (e) of this section only if the property owner has made reasonable and 

good faith efforts to abate the violation.  Reasonable and good faith efforts include proof of 

active construction or undergoing active rehabilitation, renovation, or repair to abate the 

violation.”.  

(14 DCMR § 105) 

105 HOUSING AND CONSTRUCTION CODES VIOLATIONS 

105.1   Whenever a duly designated agent of the District finds reasonable grounds to believe that 
there exists a violation of a provision of this subtitle or a provision of the International Property 
Maintenance Code, as amended by the District of Columbia Property Maintenance Code 
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Supplement in title 12 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations, he or she may, either 
singularly or in combination: 

(a)  Issue a notice of violation, which may afford the person responsible for 
the correction of the violation an opportunity to abate the violation; 

(b)  Issue a notice of infraction, assessing a fine for the presence of the 
violation;  

(c) Issue a combined notice of violation and notice of infraction;  
(d) Issue any other order or notice authorized to be issued by the code official; 

or 
(e)  Effect summary correction of the violation, as authorized by law. 
 

“105.1a Notwithstanding any other provisions of this section, whenever a duly designated agent 

of the District finds reasonable grounds to believe that there exists a violation of 16 DCMR §§ 

3305.1(s), 3305.2(uu), or 3305.3(vvv), he or she shall notify the Office of Attorney General of 

the matter and may, either singularly or in combination: 

 “(a) Issue a notice of violation, which may afford the person responsible for the 

correction of the violation an opportunity to abate the violation; 

 “(b) Issue a notice of infraction, assessing a fine for the presence of the violation; 

 “(c) Issue a combined notice of violation and notice of infraction; 

 “(d) Issue any other order or notice authorized to be issued by the code official; or 

 “(e) Effect summary correction of the violation, as authorized by law.”.  

 “105.1b On or before October 1 of each year, the Department shall submit a report to the 

Mayor and the Council that details, with respect to subsection 105.1a, the number of 

notifications that were provided to the Office of the Attorney General, the number of notice of 

infractions and notice of violations that were issued, the total value of any fines collected, and 

the number of summary corrections completed during the prior year.”.  

105.2   A notice of violation or order shall direct the discontinuance of the illegal action 
or condition or the abatement of the violation. 
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105.3  Except as provided in subsection 105.1a, Iissuance of a notice of violation, notice 
of infraction, or combined notice of violation and notice of infraction pursuant to 
this section, prior to taking other enforcement action, is at the discretion of the 
code official. Failure to issue a notice of violation, notice of infraction, or 
combined notice of violation and notice of infraction shall not be a bar or a 
prerequisite to criminal prosecution, civil action, corrective action, or civil 
infraction proceeding based upon a violation of the Housing Regulations. 

105.4 Each notice of violation shall: 
(a) Be in writing: 
(b) State the nature of the violation;  
(c) Indicate the section or sections of this subtitle or the International Property 

Maintenance Code, as amended by the District of Columbia Property 
Maintenance Code Supplement being violated;  

(d) Allow a reasonable time for the performance of any act required by the 
notice; and 

(e) Be signed by the Director or the Director’s authorized agent. 
105.5 Each notice shall be served upon the person or persons responsible for correcting 

the violation described in the notice. 
105.6 Service of the notice may be effected upon the owner of the premises by those 

methods outlined in section 3 of An Act To provide for the abatement of 
nuisances in the District of Columbia by the Commissioners of said District (34 
Stat. 114; D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.03 (2010 Repl. & 2011 Supp.)). 

(16 DCMR § 3100 ET SEQ.) 

3104 ABATEMENT OF INFRACTIONS 
 
3104.1 The Director shall monitor and verify the abatement of all infractions. 
 
3104.2 The requirements of this section shall apply to respondents who have 

admitted an infraction, admitted an infraction with explanation, or were 
found to have committed an infraction in a decision of an ALJ. 

 
3104.3 A respondent subject to this section shall be required to certify that each 

infraction listed on the NOI has been abated, subject to penalties for false 
statements under §404 of the D.C. Theft and White Collar Crimes Act of 
1982, D.C. Code §22-2405 (2001). 

 
3104.4 The Director may request a respondent subject to this section to complete 

and submit to the Director a Notice of Verification certifying that an 
infraction has been abated. 

 
3104.5 A Notice of Verification certifying abatement of an infraction shall include 

the following: 



Bill 22-317, “Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Omnibus Amendment Act 
of 2018” 
Committee of the Whole 
Comparative Print 
 

14 
 

 
(a) A list of all infractions cited; 
 
(b) The name of the person in violation; 
 
(c) The respondent's license or permit number; 
 
(d) A complete description of the actions taken to abate the infraction; 
 
(e) The respondent's signature; and 
 
(f) Any other information that the Director may require. 

 
3104.6 The Director may, at any time, request that a respondent provide additional 

information pertaining to the verification of an abated infraction. 
 
3104.7 The Director shall issue an additional NOI after reinspection, if the Director 

determines that the cited infraction continues to exist. 
 
3104.8 A respondent's failure to certify that an infraction has been abated as required in the 
decision of the ALJ may be referred to the Office of Compliance for appropriate action. 
 
“3104.9 If the Director has determined that the cited infraction has been successfully abated and  
 
the respondent has taken all reasonable steps to ensure the infraction does not reoccur, the  
 
Director shall issue a notice of abatement and provide it to the respondent.  The Notice of  
 
Abatement shall be conspicuously posted by the respondent for residents to view for 14 days.  
  

“3104.10 A notice of abatement issued pursuant to this section shall include at least the 

following information: 

 “(a) A list of the infractions abated; and 

 “(b) The respondent’s license or permit number. 

“3104.11 Receipt of a Notice of Abatement for an infraction shall preclude the infraction from 

serving as the basis of a violation under §§ 3305.1(s), 3305.2(uu), or 3305.3(vvv).”. 

3305 HOUSING INSPECTION DIVISION INFRACTIONS 

3305.1 Violation of the following provision shall be a Class 1 infraction: 
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(a) Any flagrant, fraudulent, or willful violation by a housing provider of any 

of the Housing Regulations, Subtitle A of Title 14 DCMR, that constitutes 
an imminent danger to the health or safety of any tenant or occupant of a 
housing unit or housing accommodation, or that imminently endangers the 
health, safety or welfare of the surrounding community including, but not 
limited to, the interruption of electrical, heat, gas, water, or other essential 
services when the interruption results from other than natural causes; 

 
(b) Section 1 of An Act To authorize the Commissioners of the District of 

Columbia to remove dangerous or unsafe buildings and parts thereof, 
approved Mar. 1, 1899 (41 Stat. 1218; D.C. Official Code § 6-801) (failure 
to secure or repair an unsafe structure); 

 
(c) Section 3 of An Act To authorize the Commissioners of the District of 

Columbia to remove dangerous or unsafe buildings and parts thereof, (D.C. 
Official Code § 6-803) (attempting to repair after expiration of allowed 
period, or interfering with authorized agents); 

 
(d) Section 4 of An Act To authorize the Commissioners of the District of 

Columbia to remove dangerous or unsafe buildings and parts thereof, (D.C. 
Official Code § 6-804) (allowing a nuisance to exist on any lot or parcel of 
land in the District of Columbia which affects the public health, comfort, 
safety and welfare of citizens); 

 
(e) 14 DCMR § 103.2 (removal of placard by an unauthorized person); 
 
(f) 14 DCMR § 402.4 (permitting a sleeping facility to be located in a room 

with a furnace, open flame, space heater, domestic water heater, or gas 
meter); 

 
(g) 14 DCMR § 404.4 (failure to obtain a permit for building alterations and 

conform to requirements of the International Code Council (ICC) 
International Building Code and Title 12 of the District of Columbia 
Municipal Regulations, the Construction Codes Supplement of 2003); 

 
(h) 14 DCMR § 704.1 (permitting to exist on premises a foundation or 

structural member that fails to provide a safe, firm and substantial base and 
support for the structure at all points); 

 
(i) 14 DCMR § 901.1 (failure to maintain fire extinguishing equipment in an 

operable condition); 
 
(j) 14 DCMR § 901.2 (failure to maintain fire proofing or fire protective 

construction in a good state of repair); 
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(k) 14 DCMR § 902.1 (failure to maintain an egress facility in a good state of 
repair); 

 
(l) 14 DCMR § 902.3 (failure to maintain a fire door in an openable condition); 
 
(m) 14 DCMR § 902.4 (failure to maintain a public or exit corridor free of 

obstruction); 
 
(n) 14 DCMR § 904.1 (failure to maintain a fire alarm system in an operable 

condition); 
 
(o) 14 DCMR § 904.4 (failure to properly install a smoke detector or otherwise 

comply with the Smoke Detector Act of 1978, effective June 20, 1978 (D.C. 
Law 2-81; D.C. Official Code § 6-751.01 et seq.); 

 
(p) 14 DCMR § 1115.4 (permitting the employment of a food handler afflicted 

with a communicable disease); 
 
(q) 14 DCMR § 1201.1 (failure to maintain an office or agent in the District of 

Columbia); or 
 
(r) 14 DCMR § 1401.1 (permitting the use of a structure for other than a one- 

family dwelling without a valid Certificate of Occupancy); or. 
 
  “(s) Any provision listed in § 3305.2 that has not been abated within 6 months of   
 
  the issuance of a violation.”. 
 
3305.2 Violation of any of the following provisions shall be a Class 2 infraction: 
 

(a) 14 DCMR § 103.3 (permitting the occupancy of an apartment or tenement 
thirty (30) days or more after the posting of a placard); 

 
(b) 14 DCMR § 104.1 (refusal to permit any designated agent of the District 

entry into the premises); 
 
(c) 14 DCMR § 104.4 (refusal to permit inspection of premises); 
 
(d) 14 DCMR § 400.1 (permitting the occupancy of any habitation in violation 

of 14 DCMR, Chapter 4); 
 
(e) 14 DCMR § 400.7 (renting a habitation in a building in which noxious gases 

or offensive odors are generated by a commercial activity); 
 
(f) 14 DCMR §§ 402.1 to 402.3 (failure to comply with occupancy 

requirements); 
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(g) 14 DCMR § 403.1 (unlawful use of uninhabitable rooms); 
 
(h) 14 DCMR § 500.1 (failure to provide adequate heating, ventilating, or 

lighting facility); 
 
(i) 14 DCMR § 501.2 (failure to provide and maintain a heating facility capable 

of maintaining a temperature of seventy degrees Fahrenheit (70 [degrees] 
F.) in a building or part of a building used for habitation); 

 
(j) 14 DCMR § 501.4 (failure to supply sufficient heat); 
 
(k) 14 DCMR § 501.6 or 501.7 (failure to comply with the inspection, 

correction of defects and certification requirements); 
 
(l) 14 DCMR § 510 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning air 

conditioning maintenance); 
 
(m) 14 DCMR § 600.1 (failure to provide required facilities, utilities and 

fixtures); 
 
(n) 14 DCMR § 600.3 (failure to provide utility service); 
 
(o) 14 DCMR § 606.3 or 606.4 (failure to comply with the inspection, 

correction of defects and certification requirements); 
 
(p) 14 DCMR § 701.3 (failure to use a repair material of suitable kind or 

quality, or to perform or repair in a workmanlike manner); 
 
(q) 14 DCMR § 702.2 (failure to maintain smoke pipe or chimney which is 

adequately supported and free from leakage or obstruction); 
 
(r) 14 DCMR § 702.4 (permitting to exist on premises a chimney on which the 

total area of all flue openings exceeds the net area of the flue); 
 
(s) 14 DCMR § 707.1 (failure to comply with the requirements concerning the 

removal and repainting of loose or peeling wall covering or paint on interior 
surfaces); 

 
(t) 14 DCMR § 707.3 (permitting an unlawful quantity of lead to be present on 

an interior or exterior surface of a residential premise); 
 
(u) 14 DCMR § 707.5 (failure to remove peeling or flaking paint and to make 

the surface tight on inaccessible exterior surfaces); 
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(v) 14 DCMR § 707.6 (failure to obtain compliance certification from DCRA 
prior to refinishing that the conditions affecting the surface has been abated 
in accordance with these regulations); 

 
(w) 14 DCMR § 707.7 (failure to comply with an order to abate issued pursuant 

to the provisions of 14 DCMR Section 707.4); 
 
(x) 14 DCMR § 708.5 (failure to install or maintain required porch balustrade 

or other guard); 
 
(y) 14 DCMR § 903.1 (failure to maintain an exit or emergency light in an 

operable condition); 
 
(z) 14 DCMR § 903.2 (failure to maintain a lighted exit or emergency light); 
 
(aa) 14 DCMR § 904.2 (failure to provide or maintain a sign concerning the 

operation of the local fire alarm system at each striking station); 
 
(bb) 14 DCMR § 904.3 (failure to properly post and maintain a sign concerning 

fires); 
 
(cc) 14 DCMR § 905.1 (permitting a rag or refuse material to be deposited or 

remain in a dwelling); 
 
(dd) 14 DCMR § 905.2 (failure to maintain premises free of combustible refuse 

or debris, accumulated grease, or oil spillage); 
 
(ee) 14 DCMR § 905.3 (permitting the accumulation of combustible junk); 
 
(ff) 14 DCMR § 906.2 (permitting the installation or maintenance of a heating 

or cooking facility in violation of District law); 
 
(gg) 14 DCMR § 906.5 (failure to connect an oil heater to a flue or install an oil 

heater in compliance with the Fire Prevention Code); 
 
(hh) 14 DCMR § 906.5 (permitting the placement of ashes in a combustible 

receptacle, or on or against a combustible material); 
 
(ii) 14 DCMR § 906.7 (failure to maintain an incinerator, shaft, spark arrestor 

or hopper door in a fire-safe condition); 
 
(jj) 14 DCMR § 906.8 (failure to maintain a gas meter room free from 

combustible material or to properly ventilate a gas meter room); 
 
(kk) 14 DCMR § 1001.1 (failure to designate a manager or other person who is 

responsible for the premises); 
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(ll) 14 DCMR § 1001.2 (failure of the designated manager to reside on the 

premises and have complete charge of the premises); 
 
(mm) 14 DCMR § 1003.4 (failure to ensure access to a rooming unit at any 

reasonable hour); 
 
(nn) 14 DCMR § 1004.3 or 1114.1 (failure to conspicuously color a preparation 

used for exterminating vermin, or store such a preparation in a container 
clearly labeled "POISON"); 

 
(oo) 14 DCMR § 1004.3 or 1114.2 (permitting a container of poison to be placed 

with a receptacle containing a food substance); 
 
(pp) 14 DCMR § 1111.1 (permitting the storage or display of food or drink 

which is not protected from contamination); 
 
(qq) 14 DCMR § 1113.3 (permitting the storage or service of shellfish from a 

source not approved by the U.S. Public Health Service); 
 
(rr) 14 DCMR § 1114.3 (permitting the use of a substance containing poison to 

clean or polish eating or cooking utensils); 
 
(ss) 14 DCMR § 1205.1 (failure to maintain elevators in good working order); 
 
(tt) 14 DCMR § 1301.1 (failure to designate a manager or other person who 

shall superintend the operation of a hotel or motel); or 
 
“(uu) Any provision listed in § 3305.3 that has not been abated within 6 months of  
 
the issuance of violation.”.. 

 
3305.3 Violation of any of the following provisions shall be a Class 3 infraction: 
 

(a) 14 DCMR § 220.1(b) (failure to pay reinspection fee for routine housing 
inspections); 

 
(b) 14 DCMR § 400.2 (failure to advice the tenant of the maximum number of 

occupants permitted in the habitation); 
 
(c) 14 DCMR § 400.3 (renting or offering to rent a habitation that is not clean, 

safe, and free of vermin and rodents); 
 
(d) 14 DCMR § 400.4 (owner fails to provide and maintain the required 

facilities, utilities and services); 
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(e) 14 DCMR § 400.8 (permitting the use of a structure as a tenement unit or 
tenement house); 

 
(f) 14 DCMR § 405.2 (permitting more than fifty percent (50%) of the total 

habitable space in a room having a sloping ceiling); 
 
(g) 14 DCMR § 405.3 (failing to comply with a requirement concerning ceiling 

height in a habitable room); 
 
(h) 14 DCMR § 405.4 (habitable room does not have a minimum clear head 

room of six feet eight inches (6 ft. 8 in.) under pipes or other construction 
projects); 

 
(i) 14 DCMR § 406 (permitting the subdivision of a habitable room in violation 

of 14 DCMR § 406); 
 
(j) 14 DCMR § 404.1 (permitting any room with more than fifty percent (50%) 

of any exterior wall area to be used as a habitable room); 
 
(k) 14 DCMR § 404.3 (failure to comply with the requirements of this section 

when altering any building in existence prior to June 9, 1960); 
 
(l) 14 DCMR § 404.5 (areaways constructed on buildings erected after June 9, 

1960, does not comply with requirements of the International Code Council 
(ICC) International Building Code and Title 12 of the District of Columbia 
Municipal Regulations, the Construction Codes Supplement of 2003 and 
Zoning Regulations); 

 
(m) 14 DCMR § 500.2 (failure to properly or safely install, or maintain in a safe 

and working condition, a required facility); 
 
(n) 14 DCMR § 501.1 (failure to provide and maintain adequate eating 

facilities); 
 
(o) 14 DCMR § 501.3 (providing a heating facility that does not permit the 

temperature to be maintained at or below the maximums established by 14 
DCMR § 501.3); 

 
(p) 14 DCMR § 502 (failure to comply with a lighting requirement for habitable 

rooms); 
 
(q) 14 DCMR § 503.1 (failure to maintain a yard surrounding a habitation free 

of light obstruction); 
 
(r) 14 DCMR § 504.1 (failure to provide or maintain adequate bathroom 

lighting); 
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(s) 14 DCMR § 505.2 (failure to provide or maintain required artificial 

illumination of a hallway or stair); 
 
(t) 14 DCMR § 506.1 (failure to provide required natural or mechanical 

ventilation for each habitable room); 
 
(u) 14 DCMR § 506.3, 506.4, 506.5, 506.8, or 506.9 (failure to comply with a 

requirement concerning the ventilation of habitable rooms); 
 
(v) 14 DCMR § 506.7 (failure to provide or maintain required openable area in 

case of mechanical ventilation failure); 
 
(w) 14 DCMR § 506.10 (permitting a prohibited recirculation of air); 
 
(x) 14 DCMR § 506.11 (permitting air from prohibited locations to be drawn 

into a habitable room); 
 
(y) 14 DCMR § 509.1 (permitting a prohibited obstruction of ventilation); 
 
(z) 14 DCMR § 600.2 (failure to properly install each facility, utility, or 

fixture); 
 
(aa) 14 DCMR § 600.4 (failure to maintain in a safe and good working condition 

a facility for cooling, storing, or refrigerating food); 
 
(bb) 14 DCMR § 601 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning 

plumbing facilities); 
 
(cc) 14 DCMR § 602.1 (failure to provide a lavatory, water closet and bathing 

facilities for each dwelling unit); 
 
(dd) 14 DCMR § 602.2 or 602.3 (failure to provide a sufficient number of 

bathing facilities); 
 
(ee) 14 DCMR § 606.1 or 606.2 (failure to comply with a requirement 

concerning water heating facilities); 
 
(ff) 14 DCMR § 701.1 (failure to maintain all structures located on a premise in 

a sanitary and structurally sound condition); 
 
(gg) 14 DCMR § 702.1 (failure to maintain a roof so that it does not leak, and so 

that rain water is properly drained there from); 
 
(hh) 14 DCMR § 702.6 (failure to provide a flue opening with a flue crock, or 

with a metal or masonry thimble); 
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(ii) 14 DCMR § 705.6 (permitting to exist on premises a window, window 

frame, door, or door frame which does not completely exclude rain and 
substantially exclude wind); 

 
(jj) 14 DCMR §§ 708.1 to 708.4, §§ 708.7 to 708.9, or § 708.11 (failure to 

comply with a requirement concerning stairways, steps, guardrails, or 
porches); 

 
(kk) 14 DCMR, Chapter 8 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning the 

cleanliness and sanitation of premises occupied for residential purposes); 
 
(ll) 14 DCMR § 800.9 (premises creates a danger to the health, welfare or safety 

of the occupants, public and/or constitute a public nuisance; 
 
(mm) 14 DCMR § 800.10 (serious prohibited vegetative growth, for example, 

grass or weeds exceeding ten inches (10 in.) in height, creating a harbor for 
rodents, or shrubbery that is a detriment to the health, safety, or welfare of 
the public); 

 
(nn) 14 DCMR § 800.13 (serious accumulation of trash, rubbish, or garbage in 

or on any premises shall constitute an insanitary and unhealthy condition); 
 
(oo) 14 DCMR § 900.2 (failure to afford protection against accident to a person 

in or about premises on which there is an unoccupied or uncompleted 
building); 

 
(pp) 14 DCMR § 901.3 (failure to submit fire inspection report or correct cited 

violations); 
 
(qq) 14 DCMR § 905.4 (permitting the accumulation of combustible junk); 
 
(rr) 14 DCMR § 907.1 (failure to properly notify the Fire Department of a fire); 
 
(ss) 14 DCMR § 1003.1 or 1003.2 (failure to provide an entrance door lock or 

key thereto); 
 
(tt) 14 DCMR § 1003.3 (failure to retain a duplicate key); 
 
(uu) 14 DCMR § 1005.4 (failure to maintain clean and sanitary bedding); 
 
(vv) 14 DCMR § 1005.5 or 1005.6 (failure to provide required clean linens and 

towels); 
 
(ww) 14 DCMR § 1103.1 or 1103.3 (operating a boarding house without first 

qualifying for a Manager's Certificate); 



Bill 22-317, “Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Omnibus Amendment Act 
of 2018” 
Committee of the Whole 
Comparative Print 
 

23 
 

 
(xx) 14 DCMR § 1104.1 (permitting a sleeping facility to exist in a room where 

food is prepared, served, or stored, or where utensils are washed or stored); 
 
(yy) 14 DCMR § 1104.2 (permitting the use of a room for sleeping without 

required ceiling clearance over floor area); 
 
(zz) 14 DCMR § 1104.5 (failure to maintain clean and sanitary bedding); 
 
(aaa) 14 DCMR § 1104.6 or 1104.7 (failure to provide required clean linens and 

towels); 
 
(bbb) 14 DCMR § 1106 or 1107 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning 

the construction, maintenance, or ventilation of rooms in which food or 
drink is stored, prepared, or served, or in which utensils are washed or 
stored); 

 
(ccc) 14 DCMR § 1109 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning food 

preparation or dishwashing facilities); 
 
(ddd) 14 DCMR § 1110 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning storage 

or handling utensils or the use of kitchens); 
 
(eee) 14 DCMR §§ 1111.2 to 1111.4 (failure to comply with a requirement 

concerning the storage or handling of food); 
 
(fff) 14 DCMR § 1112 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning 

refrigeration equipment or the refrigeration of food or drink); 
 
(ggg) 14 DCMR § 1113.1, 1113.2, or 1113.4 (failure to comply with a 

requirement concerning food, drink, service of milk, or the construction of 
cream dispensers); 

 
(hhh) 14 DCMR § 1116 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning 

employee cleanliness); 
 
(iii) 14 DCMR § 1117 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning lavatory 

facilities); 
 
(jjj) 14 DCMR § 1118.2 (failure to keep a soiled linen, coat, or apron in a 

vermin-proof container); 
 
(kkk) 14 DCMR § 1201.2 (failure to submit a timely notification to the Director 

of any change in the appointment of a general agent, manager or attorney); 
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(lll) 14 DCMR § 1205.3 (failure to comply with the Elevator Code when 
altering, repairing or replacing elevator service); 

 
(mmm)14 DCMR § 1302 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning 

registration of occupants); 
 
(nnn) 14 DCMR § 1303 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning room 

keys); 
 
(ooo) 14 DCMR § 1304 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning the 

cleaning and maintenance of hotel or motel rooms); 
 
(ppp) 14 DCMR § 1305 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning the 

posting of permissible occupancy rates); 
 
(qqq) 14 DCMR § 1304 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning the 

maximum permissible occupancy of hotel or motel rooms); 
 
(rrr) 14 DCMR § 1308 (failure to comply with a security requirement concerning 

high density use of hotel or motel rooms); 
 
(sss) 14 DCMR § 1307, 1309, or 1310 (failure to comply with a requirement 

concerning the high density use of hotel or motel rooms); 
 
(ttt) 14 DCMR § 1311 (failure to comply with a requirement concerning the high 

density use of hotel or motel bathroom facilities); 
 
(uuu) Violation of any provision of the Housing Regulations of the District of 

Columbia, 14 DCMR, Chapters 1 through 14, which provision is not cited 
elsewhere in this section, shall be a Class 3 infraction; or. 

 
“(vvv) Any provision listed in § 3305.4 that has not been abated within 6 months  
 
of the issuance of a notice of violation.”. 
 

 

* * * 
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IN THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 13 
 14 
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 16 
 17 
To amend the Office of Administrative Hearings Establishment Act of 2001 to establish 18 

timelines for housing code violation hearings; to amend section 29-102.01 to require an 19 
entity filing to include the names and addresses of a natural person that has at least 10 20 
percent ownership in the entity, or has less than 10 percent ownership in the entity but 21 
controls the financial decisions or day-to-day operations of the entity; to amend An Act 22 
To provide for the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by the 23 
Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes to dedicate certain fines to the 24 
Nuisance Abatement Fund, to grant the Mayor discretion to reclassify a  blighted vacant 25 
building as a vacant building for a period of no longer than 12 months if the building has 26 
met certain conditions and is undergoing renovations, to amend the notice requirements 27 
for vacant buildings, to require a courtesy copy of a notice of a vacant building to be 28 
mailed or electronically mailed to the affected Advisory Neighborhood Commission, to 29 
require the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission to mail or electronically mail a notice 30 
of a hearing to the affected Advisory Neighborhood Commission; to amend the Rental 31 
Housing Act of 1985 to provide that a property owner shall not have more than 30 days 32 
to abate a housing code violation, and to allow the Mayor to grant an extension only if the 33 
housing provider has made reasonable and good faith efforts to abate a violation; to 34 
amend section 105 of Title 14 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations to 35 
require an inspector to notify the Office of Attorney General of any Class 1, 2, 3, or 4 36 
infractions that have not been abated within 6 months and to limit the enforcement 37 
discretion of the code official for repeat or unabated housing code violations; and to 38 
amend Title 16 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations to require the issuance 39 
and posting of a Notice of Abatement, and to establish new infractions for housing code 40 
violations that have not been abated for 6 months or more.   41 

 42 
 BE IT ENACTED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, That this 43 

act may be cited as the “Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs Omnibus Amendment 44 

Act of 2018”. 45 



 

2 
 

 Sec. 2. The Office of Administrative Hearings Establishment Act of 2001, effective 46 

March 6, 2002 (D.C. Law 14-76; D.C. Official Code § 2-1831.01 et seq.), is amended by adding 47 

a new section 6a to read as follows: 48 

 “Sec. 6a. Housing code violation hearings. 49 

  “(a) A housing provider shall have 10 days from the receipt of any notice of infraction or 50 

notice of violation for a housing code violation to request a hearing before the Office.  51 

 “(b)(1) The Office shall schedule a hearing not more than 30 days after the receipt of a 52 

request for a hearing. 53 

  “(2) The Office may grant a request for continuance but only on an affirmative 54 

showing of good cause, provided, that the hearing may not be postponed more than 30 days after 55 

the date the hearing was originally scheduled. 56 

 “(c) The Office shall issue a final order not more than 30 days after the date of the 57 

hearing.”.  58 

 Sec. 3. Section 29-102.01 of the District of Columbia Official Code is amended by 59 

adding a new paragraph (6) to read as follows: 60 

 “(6) For entity filings made on or after January 1, 2020, the filing shall state the names, 61 

residence and business addresses of any natural person whose share of ownership of the entity: 62 

  “(A) Exceeds 10 percent; and 63 

  “(B) Does not exceed 10 percent, provided, that the person:  64 

   “(i) Controls the financial or operation decisions of such entity; or  65 

   “(ii) Has the ability to direct the day-to-day operations of such entity.”.  66 

 Sec. 4. An Act To provide for the abatement of nuisances in the District of Columbia by 67 

the Commissioners of said District, and for other purposes, approved April 14, 1906 (34 Stat. 68 

115; D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.01 et seq.), is amended as follows: 69 
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 (a) Section 1(b) (D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.01(b)) is amended by adding a new 70 

paragraph (2A) to read as follows: 71 

 “(2A) Notwithstanding paragraph (2), fees collected for a repeat infraction pursuant to 16 72 

DCMR §§ 3201.1 and 3201.2, or for a failure to timely abate a violation pursuant to 16 DCMR 73 

§§ 3305.1(s), 3305.2(uu), and 3305.3(vvv) shall be deposited to the fund.”.  74 

 (b) Section 5(1) (D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.05(1)) is amended by adding a new 75 

subparagraph (C) to read as follows: 76 

 “(C) Provided that the Mayor may determine that a vacant building is not blighted if: 77 

  “(i) The vacant building is safe and sanitary, and does not threaten the health, 78 

safety, or general welfare of the community; 79 

  “(ii) The vacant building complies with the vacant building maintenance 80 

standards provided under subparagraph (B)(iii) of this paragraph; and   81 

  “(iii) The doors, windows, areaways, and other openings are weather-tight and 82 

secured by boards or other means of security for not longer than 12 months and the owner 83 

submits a building permit application that certifies that these items will be replaced as part of the 84 

renovation of the vacant building.”.  85 

 (c) Section 5a (D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.05a) is amended as follows: 86 

  (1) The existing text is designated as subsection (a). 87 

  (2) Subsection (a) is amended by striking the last sentence.  88 

  (3) New subsections (b) and (c) are added to read as follows: 89 

  “(b) The Mayor shall cause notice also to be posted on the vacant building; 90 

provided, that the official notice for legal purposes shall be the notice mailed pursuant to 91 

subsection (a) of this section.  Unless the Mayor knows with certainty that the vacant building is 92 
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not eligible for exemption pursuant to section 42-3131.06, the notice shall not be posted by 93 

difficult to remove adhesive.  94 

  “(c) A courtesy copy of a notice required by subsection (a) of this section and 95 

shall be mailed or electronically mailed to the Advisory Neighborhood Commission in which the 96 

vacant property is located, and shall be posted on an internet website maintained by the 97 

Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs that is accessible to the public.  A courtesy 98 

copy required by this subsection shall not be construed to satisfy the requirements of subsection 99 

(a) of this section that notice be properly served by mail.”. 100 

 (d) Section 11 (D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.11) is amended as follows: 101 

  (1) The existing text is designated as subsection (a). 102 

  (2) A new subsection (b) is added to read as follows: 103 

  “(b) A courtesy copy of notice required by this section shall be mailed or 104 

electronically mailed to the Advisory Neighborhood Commission in which the property is 105 

located, and shall be posted on an internet website maintained by the Department of Consumer 106 

and Regulatory Affairs that is accessible to the public.”.    107 

 (e) Section 15 (D.C. Official Code § 42-3131.15) is amended by adding a new subsection 108 

(c) to read as follows: 109 

 “(c) After receiving a notice of appeal from an owner as required under subsection (b) of 110 

this section, the Real Property Tax Appeals Commission for the District of Columbia shall 111 

provide by mail or electronic mail to the Advisory Neighborhood Commission in which the 112 

vacant building is located at least 15 days before any scheduled hearing on the appeal, the 113 

following information related to the property at issue: 114 

  “(1) The name of the owner of the property, and the property address, to include 115 

the square, suffix, and lot numbers; 116 
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  “(2) The determination under review; and 117 

  “(3) The date, time, and location of the hearing.”.  118 

 Sec. 5. Section 908 of the Rental Housing Act of 1985, effective July 17, 1985 (D.C. Law 119 

6-10; D.C. Official Code § 42-3509.08), is amended by adding new subsections (e) and(f) to read 120 

as follows: 121 

 “(e) A property owner shall not have more than 30 days to abate any condition that has 122 

resulted in the issuance of a notice of violation in connection with issued an inspection carried 123 

out pursuant to this section. 124 

 “(f) The Mayor may extend the deadline for a property owner to abate a violation 125 

pursuant to subsection (e) of this section only if the property owner has made reasonable and 126 

good faith efforts to abate the violation.  Reasonable and good faith efforts include proof of 127 

active construction or undergoing active rehabilitation, renovation, or repair to abate the 128 

violation.”.   129 

 Sec. 6. Section 105 of Title 14 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations is 130 

amended as follows: 131 

  (a) New subsections 105.1a and 105.1b are added to read as follows: 132 

 “105.1a Notwithstanding any other provisions of this section, whenever a duly designated 133 

agent of the District finds reasonable grounds to believe that there exists a violation of 16 DCMR 134 

§§ 3305.1(s), 3305.2(uu), or 3305.3(vvv), or any violation of 16 DCMR § 3305.1 that has not 135 

been abated within 6 months, he or she shall notify the Office of Attorney General of the matter 136 

and may, either singularly or in combination: 137 

 “(a) Issue a notice of violation, which may afford the person responsible for the 138 

correction of the violation an opportunity to abate the violation; 139 

 “(b) Issue a notice of infraction, assessing a fine for the presence of the violation; 140 
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 “(c) Issue a combined notice of violation and notice of infraction; 141 

 “(d) Issue any other order or notice authorized to be issued by the code official; or 142 

 “(e) Effect summary correction of the violation, as authorized by law.”.  143 

 “105.1b On or before October 1 of each year, the Department shall submit a report to the 144 

Mayor and the Council that details, with respect to subsection 105.1a, the number of 145 

notifications that were provided to the Office of the Attorney General, the number of notice of 146 

infractions and notice of violations that were issued, the total value of any fines collected, and 147 

the number of summary corrections completed during the prior year.”.  148 

 (b) Subsection 105.3 is amended by striking the phrase “Issuance of” and inserting the 149 

phrase “Except as provided in subsection 105.1a, issuance of” in its place.  150 

 Sec. 7. Title 16 of the District of Columbia Municipal Regulations is amended as follows: 151 

 (a) New subsections 3104.9, 3104.10, and 3104.11 are added to read as follows: 152 

 “3104.9 If the Director has determined that the cited infraction has been successfully 153 

abated and the respondent has taken all reasonable steps to ensure the infraction does not 154 

reoccur, the Director shall issue a notice of abatement and provide it to the respondent.  The 155 

notice of abatement shall be conspicuously posted by the respondent for residents to view for 14 156 

days.  157 

 “3104.10 A notice of abatement issued pursuant to this section shall include at least the 158 

following information: 159 

 “(a) A list of the infractions abated; and 160 

 “(b) The respondent’s license or permit number. 161 

 “3104.11 Receipt of a Notice of Abatement for an infraction shall preclude the infraction 162 

from serving as the basis of a violation under §§ 3305.1(s), 3305.2(uu), or 3305.3(vvv).”.  163 

  (b) Section 3305 is amended as follows: 164 
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  (1) Subsection 3305.1 is amended as follows: 165 

   (A) Paragraph (q) is amended by striking the phrase “; or” and inserting a 166 

semicolon in its place. 167 

   (B) Paragraph (r) is amended by striking the period and inserting the 168 

phrase “; or” in its place. 169 

   (C) A new paragraph (s) is added to read as follows: 170 

   “(s) Any provision listed in § 3305.2 that has not been abated within 6 171 

months of the issuance of a violation.”. 172 

  (2) Subsection 3305.2 is amended as follows: 173 

   (A) Paragraph (tt) is amended by striking the period and inserting the 174 

phrase “; or” in its place. 175 

   (B) A new paragraph (uu) is added to read as follows: 176 

   “(uu) Any provision listed in § 3305.3 that has not been abated within 6 177 

months of the issuance of violation.”. 178 

  (3) Subsection 3305.3 is amended as follows: 179 

   (A) Paragraph (uuu) is amended by striking the period and inserting the 180 

phrase “; or” in its place. 181 

   (B) A new paragraph (vvv) is added to read as follows: 182 

   “(vvv) Any provision listed in § 3305.4 that has not been abated within 6 183 

months of the issuance of a notice of violation.”.  184 

 Sec. 8. Applicability.  185 

(a) This act shall apply upon the date of inclusion of its fiscal effect in an approved 186 

budget and financial plan. 187 
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(b) The Chief Financial Officer shall certify the date of the inclusion of the fiscal effect in 188 

an approved budget and financial plan, and provide notice to the Budget Director of the Council 189 

of the certification. 190 

(c)(1) The Budget Director shall cause the notice of the certification to be 191 

published in the District of Columbia Register. 192 

(2) The date of publication of the notice of the certification shall not affect the applicability of 193 

this act.  194 

 Sec. 9.  Fiscal impact statement. 195 

 The Council adopts the fiscal impact statement in the committee report as the fiscal 196 

impact statement required by section 4a of the General Legislative Procedures Act of 1975, 197 

approved October 16, 2006 (120 Stat. 2038; D.C. Official Code § 1-301.47a). 198 

 Sec. 10.  Effective date. 199 

 This act shall take effect following approval by the Mayor (or in the event of veto by the 200 

Mayor, action by the Council to override the veto), a 30-day period of Congressional review as 201 

provided in section 602(c)(1) of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act, approved December  202 

24, 1973 (87 Stat. 813; D.C. Official Code § 1-206.02(c)(1)), and publication in the District of 203 

Columbia Register. 204 
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