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PARTIES 

3. The District of Columbia, a municipal corporation empowered to sue and be sued,

is the local government for the territory constituting the permanent seat of the government of the 

United States. The District is represented by and through its chief legal officer, the Attorney 

General for the District of Columbia. The Attorney General has general charge and conduct of all 

legal business of the District and all suits initiated by and against the District and is responsible 

for upholding the public interest. D.C. Code § 1–301.81(a)(1). The Attorney General is expressly 

authorized to enforce the FCA under D.C. Code § 2–381.03(a). 

4. Defendant is an individual residing at 2319 13th Place, N.E., Washington, D.C.

20018 and employed in and by the District during all times relevant to this Complaint. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FALSE CLAIMS ACT 

5. The FCA provides:

(a) Any person who commits any of the following acts shall be liable
to the District for 3 times the amount of damages which the District
sustains because of the act of that person. A person who commits
any of the following acts shall also be liable to the District for the
costs of a civil action brought to recover penalties or damages, and
shall be liable to the District for a civil penalty … , for each false or
fraudulent claim for which the person:

(1) Knowingly presents, or causes to be presented, a false or
fraudulent claim for payment or approval;

(2) Knowingly makes, uses, or causes to be made or used, a false
record or statement material to a false or fraudulent claim;

. . . . 

(9) Is the beneficiary of an inadvertent payment or overpayment by
the District of monies not due and knowingly fails to repay the
inadvertent payment or overpayment to the District.

D.C. Code § 2–381.02.
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6. The FCA defines “[k]nowing” or “knowingly” to mean “[t]hat a person, with

respect to information, does any of the following: (i) Has actual knowledge of the information; 

(ii) Acts in deliberate ignorance of the truth or falsity of the information; or (iii) Acts in reckless

disregard of the truth or falsity of the information.” D.C. Code § 2–381.01(7)(A). Proof of specific 

intent to defraud is not required for an act to be knowing. D.C. Code § 2–381.01(7)(B). 

7. The FCA defines “[m]aterial” to mean “having a natural tendency to influence, or

be capable of influencing, the payment or receipt of money or property.” D.C. Code § 2–381.01(8). 

8. The FCA defines “obligation” to mean “an established duty, whether or not fixed,

arising from … statute or regulation, or from the retention of any overpayment.” D.C. Code § 2–

381.01(9). 

9. The FCA Inflation Adjusted Civil False Claims Penalties provides that:

By operation of law and the application of procedures described in
Section 822 of the Act, after January 1, 2019, for each false claim or
fraudulent claim described in the Act the amount of the civil penalty
a person is liable to the District shall be not less than Eleven
Thousand One Hundred Eighty-One Dollars ($11,181.00) and not
more than Twenty-Two Thousand Three Hundred Sixty-Three
Dollars ($22,363.00).

27 DCMR § 5101.1. 

DEFENDANT’S INELIGIBILITY FOR PAYMENTS 

10. During all periods relevant to this Complaint, DCPS employed Defendant.

11. Under the DPM, government employees are ineligible to: 1) engage in outside

employment conflicting with official government duties and responsibilities; 2) engage in outside 

employment, private business activity, or other interests reasonably likely to interfere with their 

ability to perform their job or impair the efficient operation of the District government; 3) use 

government time or resources other than for official business or government approved or 
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sponsored activities; and 4) receive compensation for outside teaching during regular working 

hours without using annual leave, compensatory leave, exempt time off, or leave without pay. See 

DPM §§ 1800.3(j), 1807.1(a) and (b), and 1807.2. 

BACKGROUND 

12. The District incorporates paragraphs 1 through 11 as if fully set forth here.

13. Beginning in 2019 through November 30, 2020, Defendant was the full-time DCPS

Assistant Principal at Kramer Middle School (Kramer) at 1700 Q Street, S.E., Washington, D.C. 

20020. 

14. Defendant’s tour of duty at Kramer was 8:45 a.m. until 3:15 p.m. Monday through

Friday. 

15. On July 22, 2020, Defendant began as Principal at E Cubed Academy in

Providence, Rhode Island, while maintaining full-time employment with DCPS. 

16. Defendant’s tour of duty at E Cubed Academy was 8:30 a.m. until 3:15 p.m.

Monday through Friday. 

17. Since July 22, 2020, until November 30, 2020, Defendant maintained full-time

employment with DCPS while also maintaining full-time employment with Providence Public 

Schools (PPS).  

18. Defendant simultaneously reported to his PPS position in-person and purportedly

worked virtually at Kramer for approximately five months. 

19. During this time, Defendant submitted time and attendance hours for his bi-weekly

DCPS paycheck while physically working at E Cubed Academy during the same hours. 
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20. During this time, Defendant received compensation for outside employment and

teaching activities during regular working hours without using annual leave, compensatory leave, 

exempt time off, or leave without pay. 

21. On November 30, 2020, Defendant submitted his letter of resignation to DCPS.

22. While maintaining dual employment, Defendant improperly received

compensation from DCPS totaling $45,828.00. 

23. On December 13, 2021, the District Office of Government Ethics (OGE) entered

into a Negotiated Settlement Agreement (the OGE Settlement) with Defendant. See Negotiated 

Settlement Agreement, attached as Exhibit A. 

24. The OGE Settlement arose out of Defendant’s action in engaging in outside

employment while employed with DCPS in violation of DPM §§ 1800.3(j), 1807.1(a) and (b), and 

1807.2. 

25. Under the OGE Settlement, Defendant acknowledged his dual employment.

26. On October 6, 2022, the District sent Defendant a demand letter notifying him of

the payment of monies not due and the obligation to repay the $45,828.00 paid to him by the 

District during his dual employment, but Defendant has yet to repay any of that amount to the 

District. 

COUNT I 
The FCA 

(D.C. Code §§ 2–381.02(a)(1), (2), and (9)) 

27. The District incorporates paragraphs 1 through 26 as if fully set forth here.

28. But for Defendant’s filing of false or fraudulent timesheets, the District would not

have paid, and Defendant would not have received, payments from the District for $45,828.00.  
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29. Defendant knowingly presented false or fraudulent claims for payment or approval,

in violation of the FCA under D.C. Code § 2–381.02(a)(1). 

30. From July 22, 2020, until November 30, 2020, Defendant knowingly submitted ten

timesheets for 680 hours of work he did not perform, resulting in him collecting $45,828.00 from 

the District. He presented these ten false or fraudulent claims for payment or approval and received 

the payments by doing so. 

31. Defendant knowingly made or caused to be made false records or statements

material to a false or fraudulent claim in violation of the FCA under D.C. Code § 2–381.02(a)(2). 

32. From July 22, 2020, until November 30, 2020, Defendant knowingly submitted ten

timesheets for 680 hours for work he did not perform, resulting in him collecting $45,828.00 from 

the District. He made or caused to be made these ten records material to false or fraudulent claims 

and received the payments by doing so. 

33. Defendant is the beneficiary of the District’s payments of monies not due and has

knowingly failed to repay those monies in violation of the FCA under D.C. Code § 2–381.02(a)(9). 

34. The District made Defendant aware of the payments of monies not due and his

obligation to repay the District through negotiations with OGE, the OGE Settlement, and the 

October 6, 2022, demand letter; yet, to date, Defendant has failed to repay the District the 

$45,828.00 paid to him by the District during his dual employment. 

COUNT II 
Breach of Contract 

35. The District incorporates paragraphs 1 through 34 as if fully set forth here.

36. Under the OGE Settlement, Defendant formed a contract with the District, agreeing

to pay a $10,000.00 fine by submitting monthly payments beginning February 1, 2022, and 

continuing on the first day of every month until the entire fine amount is fully satisfied. 
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37. As of the date of this filing, Defendant has failed to submit any payments. Thus,

Defendant is in breach of the OGE Settlement contract. 

COUNT III 
Unjust Enrichment 

38. The District incorporates paragraphs 1 through 37 as if fully set forth here.

39. Defendant received and retained compensation of $45,828.00 from DCPS for work

he did not perform while maintaining dual employment directly conflicting with his duties as a 

District employee in violation of DPM §§ 1800.3(j), 1807.1(a) and (b), and 1807.2.  

40. Defendant has unjustly retained the $45,828.00 he fraudulently obtained during his

dual employment at the expense of the District. 

41. Under the circumstances, it would be unjust for Defendant to retain the benefit of

the $45,828.00 he fraudulently obtained during his dual employment. 

Prayer for Relief 

WHEREFORE, the District requests judgment in its favor and against Defendant Michael 

Redmond on its claims, and that this Court award damages and penalties as follows: 

(1) On Count I, award the District treble statutory damages in the amount of  $137,484.00;

civil penalties of not less than $11,181.00 and not more than $22,363.00, payable to

the District, for each FCA violation; and litigation costs and interest at the statutory

rate.

(2) On Count II, award the District $10,000.00 for breach of the OGE Settlement.

(3) On Count III, award the District actual damages in an amount to be determined at trial,

but not less than $45,828.00.

(4) Award the District, interest, costs, and other recoverable expenses permitted by law.

(5) Award the District further and additional relief as the Court deems just and proper.
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Jury Demand 

The District of Columbia demands a trial by jury by the maximum number of jurors 

permitted by law. 

Dated:  June 8, 2023. Respectfully submitted, 

BRIAN L. SCHWALB 
Attorney General for the District of Columbia 

STEPHANIE E. LITOS 
Deputy Attorney General 
Civil Litigation Division 

/s/ Kimberly M. Johnson 
KIMBERLY M. JOHNSON [435163] 
Chief, Civil Enforcement Section 

/s/ Charles J. Coughlin 
CHARLES J. COUGHLIN [1016993] 
Assistant Chief, Civil Enforcement Section 

/s/ Anthony P. Celo   
Anthony P. Celo [90000653] 
Alycia K. Hogenmiller [90004316] 
Assistant Attorneys General 
Civil Litigation Division  
Civil Enforcement Section 
400 Sixth Street, N.W., Suite 10100 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
(202) 735-7559
Anthony.Celo@dc.gov
Alycia.Hogenmiller@dc.gov

ATTORNEYS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 

I, Carlton Moats, (certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that I am the Special 

Agent on behalf of the District of Columbia Office of the Inspector General, and as such I am the 

officer authorized to verify the foregoing Complaint in District of Columbia v. Michael Redmond 

and that this Complaint is a true and correct statement of the amount due the District of Columbia 

from Defendant Michael Redmond regardless of any set-off, counterclaim, or grounds for defense. 

_________________________________ __________________ 
Carlton Moats  Date 

I, Rashee Raj, (certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that I am the General Counsel on 

behalf of the District of Columbia Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, and as such I 

am the officer authorized to verify the foregoing Complaint in District of Columbia v. Michael 

Redmond and that this Complaint is a true and correct statement of the amount due the District of 

Columbia from Defendant Michael Redmond regardless of any set-off, counterclaim, or grounds 

for defense. 

____________________ __________________ 
Rashee Raj  Date 

6/8/2023
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ss: 

I, Carlton Moats, (certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that I am the Special 

Agent on behalf of the District of Columbia Office of the Inspector General, and as such I am the 

officer authorized to verify the foregoing Complaint in District of Columbia v. Michael Redmond 

and that this Complaint is a true and correct statement of the amount due the District of Columbia 

from Defendant Michael Redmond regardless of any set-off, counterclaim, or grounds for defense. 

_________________________________ __________________ 
Carlton Moats  Date 

I, Rashee Raj, (certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury that I am the General Counsel on 

behalf of the District of Columbia Board of Ethics and Government Accountability, and as such I 

am the officer authorized to verify the foregoing Complaint in District of Columbia v. Michael 

Redmond and that this Complaint is a true and correct statement of the amount due the District of 

Columbia from Defendant Michael Redmond regardless of any set-off, counterclaim, or grounds 

for defense. 

____________________ 
Rashee Raj  

JUNE 9, 2023____ 
Date 



Anthony P. Celo, AAG 

 

 

 735-7559

Michael Redmond  
2319 13th Place, N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20018           Michael Redmond
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    Case Number: ____________________________________ 
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________________________________________

vs

_______________________________________ One of the defendants is being sued
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  Other: ___________________________________
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CONTRACT COLLECTION

Anthony P. Celo, AAG
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x
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Demand: $416,942.00 plus interest, fees & expenses_________       

District of Columbia
400 Sixth Street, N.W., Ste. 10100
Washington, D.C. 20001

Michael Redmond
2319 13th Street, N.E.,Washington, D.C. 20018

X

X

6/12/23
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