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Dear Mr. Kress: 
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Bannum respectfully requests that the hearing before the Board on Bannum' s 
appeal of a decision to revoke Bannum's Certificate of Occupancy ("COO"), issued by 
the Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs ("DCRA") on :.May 4, 2005 be 
delayed until the Office of Administrative Hearings ("OAH") conducts a hearing on the 
same decision and issues a ruling. The reason is that by statute, the DCRA revocation 
action being taken is not a decision that that can be heard by the BZA as an initial matter. 

In the notice to revoke at issue, DCRA cited 11 DCMR §3100.2 and 12A DCMR 
§110.6 as giving Bannum the right ''to appeal the Department's decision" on the May 3, 
2005 revocation of the COO. However, the Department did not issue a decision that is 
subject to a direct appeal at the BZA. 

The Zoning Act, DC ST §6-641.07(f), which de:fmes the available appeals to the 
BZA in the Zoning Act cited in 11 DCMR §3100.2, specifies the only direct appeals to 
theBZA: 

(f) Appeals to the Board of Adjustment may be taken by any person 
aggrieved, or organization authorized to represent such person, or by any 
officer or department of the government of the District of Columbia or 
the federal government affected, by any decision of the Inspector of 
Buildings granting or refusing a building permit or &:;mting or 
withholding a certificate of occupancy, or any other administrative 
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decision based in whole or in part upon any zoning regulation or map 
adopted under this subchapter .... (emphasis added). 

The BZA statute limits direct appeals only to "aggrieved persons" or "affected" 
D.C. or federal agencies relating to either the granting or withholding of a COO. 

"[A]ny other administrative decision based in whole or in part upon any zoning 
regulation or map adopted under this subchapter" cannot be construed to cover 
revocations of a COO since the statute specifically covers the direct appeals for actions 
involving COOs and does not include revocations. The case law confums this as only 
after an ALJ decision affirming a revocation of a COO will this Board take an appeal. 
See Perkins v. District of Columbia Board of Zoning Adjustment, 813 A.2d 206 (D.C. 
2004); Rogers Brothers Custodial Services, Inc. v. Board of Zoning Adjustment, 846 
A.2d 348 (D.C. 2004); Compare District of Columbia v. L.G. Industrie~i, 758 A.2d 950 
(D.C. 2000) (BZA had jurisdiction over denial of application for a COO under 
predecessor of DC ST §6-641.07(f)). 

This is further confirmed by the regulation cited which deals specifically with this 
revocation, 12A DCMR §110.6 and the statute it cites- DC ST §6-641.09. It states: 

110.6 Appeal from Action. Any person aggrieved by the action of the 
Director granting, withholding, or revoking a Certificate of O~cupancy 
may appeal the action to the Board of Zoning Adjustment, pursuant to 
D.C. Official Code Sec. 6-641.09 (2001) and the District of Columbia 
Zoning Regulations. (emphasis added) . 

. . . 6-641.09. Building permits; certificates of occupancy . 

. . . In the event that said regulations provide for the issuance of c~ertificates 
of occupancy or other form of permit to use, it shall be unlawful to use any 
building, structure, or land until such certificate or permit be first obtained. 
The owner or person in charge of or maintaining any such building or land 
or any other person who . . . uses any building . . . in violation of said 
sections or of any regulation adopted under said sections, shall upon 
conviction for such violation on information filed in the Superior Court of 
the District of Columbia by the Corporation Counsel or any of his 
assistants in the name of said District and which Court is hereby 
authorized to hear and determine such cases be punished by a fine of not 
more than $100 per day for each and every day such violation shall 
continue. The Corporation Counsel of the District of Columbia or any 
neighboring property owner or occupant who would be specially damaged 
by any such violation may, in addition to all other remedies provided by 
law, institute injunction, mandamus, or other appropriate action or 
proceeding to prevent such unlawful erection, construction, reconstruction, 
alteration, conversion, maintenance, or use, or to correct or abate such 
violation or to prevent the occupancy of such building, structw·e, or land. 
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Civil fmes, penalties, and fees may be imposed as alternative sanctions for 
any infraction of the provisions of this subchapter, or any tules or 
regulations issued under the authority of these sections, pursuant to 
Chapter 18 of Title 2. Adjudication of any infraction of this chapter shall 
be pursuant to Chapter 18 of Title 2. 

This statute is a penalty statute for infractions based on violation of zoning 
regulations. See 11 DCMR §3201. 

An infraction is defined in DC ST §2-1801.02(2) as: 

(2) Infraction" means any act or failure to act for which a civil :;auction 
may be imposed under the provisions of this chapter, and with respect to 
which either the Corporation Counsel or the United States Attorney for the 
District of Columbia is authorized to commence a criminal proceeding in 
the Superior Court of the District of Columbia, or for which anotb.er civil 
sanction may be imposed under any District laws or regulations. 

Under DC ST §2-1801.01, administrative law judges ("ALJ") are appointed to 
determine the penalty for infractions of laws. It is the ALJ' s "fmal decision" on an 
"infraction" that is the final decision of an agency that may be appeakd. DC ST §2-
1801.02. While the BZA is not authorized to hear direct appeals ofrevocations of COOs, 
under DC ST §2-1803.01, the BZA is authorized to hear appeals of AU decisions on 
penalties for violation of zoning laws, including the allegedly illegal m;e of a property 
without a COO following an adjudication by an ALJ: 

Except as provided in §2-1831.16, the District of Columbia Board of 
Appeals and Review shall entertain and determine appeals timely filed by 
persons aggrieved by orders issued by hearing examiners pursuant to this 
chapter or by the Mayor, except that appeals involving in:fra,:tions of 
subchapter I of Chapter 6 of Title 6, or the District of Columbia Zoning 
Regulations shall be entertained and determined by the District of 
Columbia Board of Zoning Adjustment; .... 

Thus, the "appeal" for the revocation of a COO referred to in 12A DCMR § 11 0.6, 
under DC ST §6-641.09 cited therein, is an appeal following a final decision on a penalty 
for an infraction by an ALJ. This is the traditional procedure as shown by the case law. 
See Rogers, §.upra; Perkins, supra. 

Since October 2004, all ALJ decisions are now processed by the Office of 
Administrative Hearings ("OAH") under the "Office of Administrative Hearings 
Establishment Act of 2001" ("Act"). DC ST §2-1831, et seq. That statute includes 
decisions by the DCRA. DC ST §2-1831.03(b). 

In this case, a notice of revocation and notice of violation were originally issued 
to Bannum on April 27, 2004. As noted in Bannum's appeal, the ALJ continued all 
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proceedings on the revocation until the D.C. Court of Appeals decided the appeal of the 
Board's March 31, 2004 order, the sole basis for the revocation of the COO and the 
notice of violation. 

On April21, 2005, May 4, 2005 and May 13,2005, DCRA purported to "rescind" 
the prior revocation notice and issued decisional actions revoking the COO and notifying 
Bannum that it was in violation of zoning laws. Under DC ST §2-1831.13( c), the 
decisional actions are void. 

But in any event, Bannum sought a hearing of these decisional actions at the 
OAH. Those cases are currently pending before the OAH under Case No. CR-C-05-
800000. Until a final decision is issued by the ALT in those appeals, BannLUn's appeal to 
the BZA is premature and should be delayed. 

II. Alternatively, the Revocation is Barred by Estoppel 

If the Board proceeds with the appeal of the revocation based upon 12A DCMR 
11 0.6, which it lacks jurisdiction to do at this time, it should reverse DCRA on the 
grounds of estoppel. As an initial matter, the revocation of the COO was not before the 
Board-only the zoning for the building permit. Therefore, the validi1y of the COO 
under principles of estoppel is not controlled by the Board's March 31, 2005 Order 
regarding the applicability of equitable doctrines regarding Bannum' s building permit. 
Unlike that case, there is no third party here against which estoppel would be applied. As 
shown below, estoppel should bar DCRA's current attempts to revoke the COO. 

Before entering into the Federal Bureau of Prisons ("BOP") contract to perform 
Community Correctional Center ("CCC") services at 2210 Adams Place N .E., Bannum, in 
good faith, twice sought written DCRA confirmation that Hannum's proposed use of a 
structure as a federal "community corrections center" was allowed under D.C. zoning law in 
a C-M Zone as matter-of-right. Each time, authorized persons within DCRA confirmed in 
writing that proper zoning was present. Ex. 1. 

On January 23, 2001, in reliance on these determinations, Bannum submitted its 
offer to the BOP, based on the zoning in the DCRA letters. On November 16, 2001, the 
BOP awarded the contract to Bannum. This obligated Bannum to perform CCC services for 
a period of up to 3 years. On November 2001, DCRA again reaffirmed that Bannum's 
zoning was proper. Ex. 2. 

Bannum incurred significant costs in reliance on these DCRA actions. Ex. 3. But 
more importantly, Bannum had committed itself contractually to the BOP and subjected 
itself to BOP contractual penalties for non-performance. 

Thereafter, DCRA received requests to stay performance of the construction 
authorized from the Ward 5 Councilman and a citizen group and ANC 5-B filed its appeal to 
this Board. DCRA rejected those requests and issued Bannum a COO after the BZA appeal 
was filed. 
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Bannum's expended approximately $450,000 by the time the COO was issued. 
Bannum could not take this loss, since it would still be subject to major monetary penalties 
for a BOP default termination and the loss of future business from its only customer. 

In sum, Bannum had no choice but to continue to rely on DCR.A's defense and 
reaffirmation of its building permit and COO and to proceed to perform the <:ontract. 

To estop DCRA from disavowing these zoning decisions, Bannum was required to 
show that in good faith reliance on affirmative acts of DCRA, Bannum made expensive and 
permanent improvements to a property; and that the equities strongly favor retention of that 
use. See Saah v. District of Columbia Bd. of Zoning Adjustment, 433 A.2d 1114, 1116 
(D.C.1981). Bannum has made this showing. 

Conclusion 

Bannum filed this appeal because it had been erroneously advised by DCRA that 
the BZA was its only recourse. Bannum previously sought a stay, noting that the BZA 
did not entertain appeals of "contested cases' in the first instance and that 12A DCMR 
§110.6 was void. However, the case law and statutes show that 12A DCMR §110.6 and 
DC ST §6-641.09, which set out the only possible appeal right to the BZA, involve only 
appeals after an ALJ has issued a decision. The BZA does not issue penalties in the first 
instance for violations of zoning laws. 

Bannum has had such a case before an ALJ, now the OAR since August 2004. 
Thus, under DC ST 2-1831 (c), the decisional actions at issue are void and in any event, 
are also in a case pending before the ALJ. Accordingly, Bannum's BZA appeal on the 
current revocation action is premature and should be delayed. 

Alternatively, for the reasons set forth above, DCRA should he estopped from 
revoking Bannum's COO. 

cc. Bennett Rushkoff, Esq. 
Donald C. Temple, Esq. 

Shawn C. Whittaker 
Michael A. Gordon 
Counsel for Bannum, Inc. 
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t.aamrumi headqu.utcr!d m Ct.ea.nntart Florida.. 
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~aas md polit;y~g aetivir:ics c= t£Ml developmeat oib bashte;u rcpcUca2 and 

JOOd'Mil. This hzs beer ao;oa;~plished tbler:sil ~ ... m.stoey of pdltlMXJ.O! ia 
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not lli:z:Iitc;d :to the fbUowing: perselUlel hi.dJ:rg a.nd c:ta.mt&cmc~ rea.! ~ 
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~ 2. ~to Banuum. its p c;~p<asai ~ the= eotttract b~:&.a.m.a.t2 and the 

BOP. ~y .. me proof a£ :a.mtu.xu'~ 1cpl risht to u:t.e t&c: prop!Rr &mum 

sxt.&mit,t u part of b bid. iacltldU2r proof of .app1 opt:i=e zonrrig, t&.ea lMc:w~ pm:t of 

.Baiii.'IIJm's co~ obBptioas to t&fl! !OP. In odtcr' ~ the .BOP and Banmttn. 

lDc:. r=.r upan· the City»s r.pt I"$Ci:ttatian of":ma:ing cad use for & p.;ut£cula:r ~ty. 

7. Oa « ~ M4rc:h 24* 2000 and .Aprill. 2000. r~. Banmtm . 
~ !<F? Numb« 2Q0.059'34f!A. ad Ra' Number~ ihtrit tbe E01 

for CCC SCI"Vica m theW~ D.C. ana. Ultimately, Bat:talml !btmd a m.itable­

ptcpl!rty - [e.ue at 2210 A.da=s Pia=. .NE.. w~ Jj;C. ~10 Ad.uns Pla=e") .. 

am on November- .16, %000 abaincd a opcioa to l~Jbt pmperty- Stmject: 03 zoniu5 

vcrific:::ttfoa.. Balmun:t''! aOility to ase ~ pt0pe1t1 u a CCC, and Btm~ttm .. .s ai'a:rd oft&$ 

CCC contrad. 

PAGE 07/12 



09(28/2005 16:31 301-340-1253 MICHAEL A. GORDON 

84/17/2BB3 lB:SB aeeaasaeee 

8. 

dbtttn zoning apprt~val. from the Pistri<:e of Columbia for the operation. of ;r. CCC. 

Spl!cific::a.lly. Balu1urn ~ made sevcraf co~ or m=pts to contact, 

V<U"ious .D.C. officials and c:cnnmw'Iity leaders in che pro~ of m~ to obain the 

aeed«i .zcning approvaL The fottowfng is a list of sotrre ofBa..,m.rm 1
S c.fCOrts, m this 

• Navctrtbcr JO. 2000: ~~ aotifi~ .Mayo.r Willi2m~ alief of Staf{ O:mcr and 
·· Police: Chicf"lla.msey ofia itttero:ios:r. tclocate a CCC u the subf~ propec-ty; 

• December ll • .2000: BatmQm obtzmcd zaaitzg ~ from Micltld: Joh:aScn, 
Zolliag Admini~ .. Oisaic:t QfColumbia; 

• ~ 1~ 2001; Bamrwn noti:Ded Coua<:ilman ~.afits plans to loc::ate 
a CCC at tb.e subjc prcpertr. 

.. .AprillO,. 200!: .&nawn notified. Mayor ·WiUi~ COUtlcilma.u Ot2nge, 
and Police ChicfRs.m.s.ey of"b Utteation to locate a. CCC zt the subjea prt~ 

"' October Jl. 2oo2: Baa:t!UI'tt met with Wboli.stic Serviecs. the busin~1 leaaing 
the qaee 4Qt to Ba';!'ir.w 3% the saajcc::t: property, ~ci a~ of if3 i:ctu:ati= ta 
Ioca.te th4 CCC at th&=bjc prcpc:rty; 

- Novembct' zs. 2001: .Ba.zmam obtm1= zottiag awrcval fi-otU Olutoy.= Bello. 
Zoning Ad.tn~ fOr the PUr:ric:t ofCohrmbia; 

• In or about Febmuy~ 2002,. :S~!.'U1Un2..'IP:. engased thi!: .tt:r'Yice::s a£ & consmu=ity 
o~ 'fbr ~ purpose qf prorid.ing ~em · m rAe public mi . f;pe 
imm~ comm:zmity about Bn=m, !nQ. 's propcd ~ BOP J~gr&nt.. 

·Om: &CtMt}" car CQtnmu:nity ~ um!ctook 1n.1 to :physicany 'Na!k the 
~ iiQCi c:ommw:rities !QC:'QUnditt&; ZZlO Adams 'Plz.c:e, NE. tdJ::ins to 
dlc pgblic:. 

• April IS~ .2.002: Bmm:zm £~let with ~.~ cit&::czs at M'odl!:il Ci'ties 
WellrrU"S Cemer- a&r issti•Ddl era. public~ 

• ~ lB • .2002: Btnnrun =ret wit&. ANC three. reaa=:s aud Mr. 1cc«:ins 
~ tEte .Ma~r m: W~ Center fbt" Aaiz:rg Services (BOP 
~ M::rea!SQ in~); 
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cimer afi:ec- i.sm::mco of a. public atl1lOUDCdment (BOP rep~ were •t.be-ln 
atretJdat:tee u ~~ as .some ANC fead.c:t3); ....... 

"' .April I.9, 2002: .Bao.mlln- D;1et. ria. area business cwnc:n ar Wa.shi.l:tgtott 
C.mtet f'ot" Aging Semees to di.sQ.us the opeamg of the CCC; 

• JUne 11, 2002: B.mmnn transported ANC Ie:tdm Chappeflc and a~'SC:I!" tc 
Orla.ndo; Florida o.; n:vicw-Sammnf s -p.ras:ram ~ons at it$ CCC then:; 

• October S-6 .. 2.002.: Ba.a:auxn ~ itt the Wumngtott Post fOr all ~:itions 
at l:he CCC; 

• 1~JJUJJr.~ ~ 2003: Bannum atrm~p~ ta meet -with Coanc:i!mac. Orazlge; 

• I artUUY ~ 2003: ::Sanmrm mer: with Col.l:l::tCilrl;ta..a 0rartge' a: Legi:dztive 
.Assis:t:arn; 

• 1amuu:y 2.. 2003: Ba:nmm ~ to meet -Mth Cor.mdla1tmber Patterson, 
ClWfPG'IOIL. Caazmitte: on the !udi.:iary; 

• 1~ 3,. 2003: ..Sanmm met 1l7itfl ~ .P~ rep~ wh2t r was 
• 'Ic::ad to bdieve wu 'tiie Btyam S~ ~ers ~ci:d:fon; 

• 1atfJJJir"j .2.1.2003: :B.an:oUm ~ with ~ For A ~ Wa:U S"' afb!r 
~c: eta. pWlic: anQo~ (BOP~ 'WC:l'"e ciso ia: ~mC=); 

• Fc:bruc:y 11,. 2003: BOP npn:.se;ar;uive:s met Melt ~ 'For A Sea Ward 
r; 

• Date~ 1!amu:m mu~ (Atmc1maa Or3:agc's ChleiofStod~ 

• Dee Unbawn: a~ 1DIId; 'Wftft l(&Qttda euq:,pe.t!~t, ANC lc&d.er- otW.trd 
5 on tvJO .Sepal~~ m:f · 

• De: Uclcno;:vn: A Communq CJrsanb:=' "With the D.C. Priscme:s• Legal 
Sc-viQ;S Prcject, I=c. was .. -:--r ia. F~ -2001 to uafst B:a:nm:m in 
~ eommunic;y SIJWOCt. -.,..~ 

9. tntimately. bzsecf in I up p:ut Upcr4 tbe rqnuect¢acfon fi"om the: Distdct a! 

Cotvmbi:a af v.Mid ~ fbr sa.a:awrt.•s ~ ase o£2210 .A&mr :Place as & CCC, 
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S4/l7/2aeJ ta:es aaeeeeeeee 

the BOP ~.ed Bam:tWn the CCC contract oa Novem~ L6~ 200 I. .&n:c:ta.nJs •:onttaa 

with tbe BOP c:alls for Bam:rum to opera::e a CCC fur one hundrt::d .fi.J.""ly (1 Sli) ma(e 

oftendus per day a:t :2210 Ada.:ms .Place. The rate ro whicb. Bannwn i3 f:Dti:t!~ Ultder tb.e 

c:Qiltrac= fTo1l1 the BO.t' is SSO.OO per-~ per..day. .S&tlnt.lr.t is set to co..:am.e.a~e 

~ncance of the CCC c::om:ntc:e o.n or about, but no l3.te:r th.:otr~ May 1, 2003. lJ.oth tb.c: 

BOP and Ba.now::o heaW.y and ~1 r=Iied upon the District of Cohmtbia's 

~ous confirmq zcmr~g a:p_prov.ti ror :BanllUnl?s o~n of a. CCC .: 2210 

Adams Pia=. IJJ rac:t, aot only" d'id t:be .BOP ~ t&.e c:o~ tc Baz:mut~:J oo the basis Qf 

the District' a£ Q)tumbi:z.'s ~g ~.but, upan i:a!crm.uion a:nd bcli~ an other 

bidders Wt:!"E! 1$1:c;lttded ftom contl'act aw.tt'd far .6rifurc to provide "Yut~cmion of zclning. 

I o. Ia fact, .once the Oistric:t of Coh.mtbi& pravjded verification of proper ""by­

right'" zoning .Ba!JrnJIU., !11<:., spcedtic::ally rdying upoa. tbu r~on. t1JOk the 

fQ.GQ~ acdoas: 

a.. Sianod.i leu= with dl= lm2d ~ c(ZZ!O AcL2ms P~ N..E. t&at _ .. 
runs ~~y with B.anm.tra, inc. "s BOP co~· ~ ~ is cam:atiy 

ob.tipbe:ct to Ff teDt, c:Qllm1ClJ .-anc1 ~ fi!::!!S to the la:ndlord; 

&. 2tltcn:d into & ~ with tbe U.S. Dep~ of •1ust1o;. 

Btzr=m o£Pri.soas; 

c:. ~ ~ a. c::omn:c:c fOr. aDd paid far. arc:mteccucat aud 

enpxeering pf.m:s £Or the~ or .1210 Aaams P~ N.B.. fat usc m the 

F~eral BOP CCJmr2d; 

d. ~ .intQ a~ .fOr~ iu1c£ rc:s:J.Otra::iottl # tbe 

s 
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eeeaeesaea 

e:. E.o:ttr=f fnto ag:remncm:s ao.d ~zL oblrg;ttioa.:t with local 

utilities for cite appropria.U rzpgradi!S of ~er. sewer, 2nd d=::aicity at the 

propf!rtY. 

f. 

CCC u the praperty. Such property mc:hJ.dcs., :am.oog other thin:~ b<:d.s, 

matt:res:ses., desks, ehairs. tdep.hoGe equ.ipCilent. office ~uipr:'ldtt, attd 1~ aJann 

syst~ 

To date,. .Saa:au~ Joe. ha$ expended in excess a£ fbur hundred £i!cy tnous..ad d.allars 

($4Sa.ooo.OO} fur sw:n .itcm.s • .From this date tbrcugh :Ma-y 1. lOOJ. Banaum, ll:tt:.. must 

obligate soother app~ely OJte hundred si:¢1-fbu.r thousznd dollm (SIS4,0tJO,OO} in 

order to be tu.dy tc operate rts federal BOP ~t:Et:ract and in relial1=t trpon the District of 

Colutllbia?s ~r-e:!~Ott.S that 2210 Adams p~ N.E. ~ prt:)perly zon«l tor the 9id 

114 .I:a. addici01:1, B&n:nam. Inc. pn:1jec:ts east cva:nms ou the ~JtNd:ica 

o:tatrac:t of u much as ~ thou.saml don us (S70,000.aqJ~. 

t 2. Cmn:zttly~ witM~ .a:zy' inccmizzg n:wzrue wbuso~ fum the r~ 

BOP ~ :S~ ~ 's miniD'IU'ftl daily ff;ced apcn:dotW c;QStS is fbct tl~ 

oue hundreci Sicy d.o.ttotrS ($4.150.00). 

13. . !he BQ.P amduc:ed a. "'~ iuspcd:ion"" ot Sa=aru"s p-r:JPC*d 

P"l~ :rt 2:210 ..Adams PlAce o:a or aOOu: D-=nbe:r 12, 2000:. 'Il1e pt%ll7Qae of't!lis SOl' 

"'pre-site inspc::cion" wzs = ava1tr.m: tbe prapo".f ~ty in ~ wfl SOP 

s=dards fbr the CCC .scnices ~ Ia ~ af'thc: Ieise ~'Nit& 2210 

A.da.tm Flace, & ~ fi'cm Bammm att£acied said ~ i:a.sp«tiocr,.,. as cf'l(( 

6 
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9~/17/2aSJ lB:BS aaeeaaeaee 

2210 Adams Place a.gems and ~ (J) repre:s~ ~ the :SOP. B~ ia pan on 

this inspec:t:ion ru::t.d the: repr~cns of the District of Columbia tha:t is t propg:-{y 

z.oaed t:h..crefor, the BOP found that the site acceptable and t.r.Itil:u:l:aly awarded Bantll.ltil. 

Inc. a. eo11ll'act O"a th2% basis. 

14. I: is my bdid from twarrty-:fbur yean of experictta in ooal:r'ZI:tiag wit.b 

the .BO.P for CCC .sc:::rvic::es 'tha:t thu prosnm will b(: an usc:t cO the c:omm:w2:ity i:a. .,bich. it 

ls locatt=d. Tt is my .1Un:her belief tba:t th= program wiJ1 a.at adversely afE'cc:t. '!)ut ratber 

W'ill promote, public safay ia the c:ammu.nity. 

15. Ho"W"ev«, it i:s my £ilrth« bdieE' &om my year:s af cc:pcrlenc.: =~ 

with tbe fi:dcri!l BOP. tbs% if Ba:cimzm. Ilw. c:mnot begin pd)rm-snc= o£ its c:ot~ {cr 

CCC s~ces, th=. the BOP will t~e the c:gntract. for ~e6:.dt. A tm:niuaticm for 

d4fmlt ha:t a very .st:roq ~ efFect upan the .ability at my ~to obtain tmun: 

ccrtttac= with tb.e BOP Md n12.y wen c::anse Bam:nun, inc. to be debarred or i:t the very 

lea.st p~·Ba:o:aattt, !tie. a: & siginfic:aat =~ctitive di.sadwmzse,. which caay vrstllt»'J to 

t&e demise of !l.amm.m,. TuC.'s business -Mtb. its oaiy ~. the.fer:teal Btn:&:t~; Q{ 

Priscm. 

to &«<r= =c: t.bis 
.p..a~,--.l of April • 200:!. 

7 

.. - d , •. . . Q 
. ~- I: ~1 _.A • , 
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