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DECISION AND ORDER UPON REOPEN 

Petitioner was notified, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §§ 3716 and 3720A, that the Secretary of 
the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development intended to seek administrative offset 
of any federal payments due to Petitioner in satisfaction of a delinquent and legally enforceable 
debt allegedly owed to HUD. On September 11, 2012, Petitioner requested a hearing concerning 
the existence, amount, or enforceability of the alleged debt. 

Applicable Law 

The Office of Hearings and Appeals has jurisdiction to determine whether Petitioner's 
debt is past due and legally enforceable pursuant to 24 C.F.R. § 17.61. The administrative 
judges of the Office of Hearings and Appeals, in accordance with the procedures set forth at 24 
C.F.R. §§ 17.69 and 17.73, have been designated to conduct a hearing to determine whether the 
alleged debt is past due and legally enforceable. 

Procedural Background 

A Notice of Docketing, Order, and Stay of Referral was issued by this Court on 
September 13, 2012, in response to Petitioner's request for a hearing. The Court ordered 
Petitioner on three occasions to produce evidence in support of his position and, based upon the 
record then in existence, Petitioner had failed to comply with any of the Court's orders. See 
Notice of Docketing, Order, and Stay of Referral, dated September 13, 2012; Order Granting 
Petitioner's Extension of Time, dated October 4, 2012; and Order to Show Cause, dated 
November 30, 2012. The Court thereafter issued an Order ofDismissal sua sponte on December 
11,2012, as Petitioner's claim failed for lack of proof. 

On December 17, 2012, in an e-mail filed with the Court, Petitioner stated that he "did 
send evidence to the proper address on Oct. 10, [2012] and it was receive[d] by HUD on Oct. 11, 
[2012]." Petitioner submitted, as support, a copy ofa U.S. Postal Service proofof delivery letter 
along with an attached copy of a mailing label that reflected the signature of the HUD mailroom 
employee. The mailing label showed the name of the HUD employee who received the package 




















