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RHONDA PRICE-RICHARDSON,
Petitioner,
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No. 16-AA-808

WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA

TRANSIT AUTHORITY,
Petitioner,
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BEFORE: McLeese, Associate Judge, and Farrell and Reid, Senior Judges.

ORDER

On consideration of the petitions for review filed in Appeal No. 16-AA-759
and Appeal No. 16-AA-808 that both seek review of a Compensation Review
Board decision and order remanding the compensation order to the administrative
hearings division for further action; this court’s orders dated August 12 and
September 12, 2016, that, inter alia, direcied petitioners to show cause why the
court should not dismiss the petitions for review as having been taken from a non-
final order; and petitioner’s response in Appeal No. 16-AA-759; and it appearing
no response has been filed in Appeal No. 16-AA-808; it is

ORDERED that the petitions for review are hereby dismissed as having been
taken from a non-final order. See Warner v. District of Columbia Dep’t of Emp't
Servs., 587 A.2d 1091, 1093 (D.C. 1991) (“Ordinarily an order remanding the case
to an administrative agency is not a final order.” (citations omitted)); Washington
Hosp. Ctr. v. District of Columba Dep't of Emp’t Servs., 712 A.2d 1018, 1020
(D.C. 1998) (finding this court lacked jurisdiction to review the merits of a petition
when the case was remanded for further findings of fact and conclusions of law).

PER CURIAM
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