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REGINA JAMES MOTJON TO INTER\11JtNE 

:"--. '} .. 

Comes Now Regina James, Commissioner 58-03, and respeatfuJJy moves this panel to 

P.2 

all.ow her to intervene in this immediate appeal. This immediate cll(Se is directly connected and 

related to Ms. James's previous appeal ofDCRA's granting of a perJfll~it to Bannum and therefore 

its securing of a certificate of occupancy. 

In that case, this panel's final ruling determined that there wtts a di·rect relationship 

between the illegal permit granted to Bannum and the correspondin$.issuance of a Certificate of 

Occupancy. Bannum now fiJes a new appeal in orde.r to resuscitat~.their claim and their 

opportunity to continue violating District of CoJumbia law. 

Ms. James, as appellant in the previous case, will be directlY,[affected by the outcome of 

the Board's ruling in this case. In fact, she contends that the ruling ID~ the previous case Appeal 

Number 16998 addressed and resolved the issues which Bannum n<:11w rai:)es in this appeal. 

Therein, this panel determined that Bannum's facility's pe.nnit was k~legal and that DCRA erred 

in granting Bannum pennit number B448325. Ms. James contends~hat this panel in enforcing 

that order is obligated to rule against Bannum in this case or otherw.Jse fa.ce an inexplicable and 

embarrassing conflict in its reasoning and ruling processes. This i~f;particulnrly the case given 

the District of Columbia government's impending defense of the B!A's September 9, 2003 
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decision before the District of Columbia Court of Appeals on Octob;er 20, 2005. 

Accordingly, Ms. James urges this panel to grant her the riglf~ to intt:rvene in the 

immediate case based upon her status as a party in the fotmer case a!lh:d the direct 

relationship between the issues in both cases. 

Counsel tbr Re~na Ja.mes Plaintiffs 

Certificate of Service 

Ms. James hereby certifies that she mailed and faxed a copyl«ifthis motion on Friday. 
September 30. 2005 to: 

Shawn Whittaker, Esq. 
Holmes and Gordon 
17 West Jefferson Street, 
Suite 202 
Rockville, Maryland 
20850 

Bennett Rushkoff, Esq. 
Civil Division 
Office ofthe Corporation CounseL 
1350 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW 
Fowth Floor East 
Washington, DC 20004 
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