THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE AND CANNABIS BOARD

)
In the Matter of: )
)
Bouquet Labs DC, LLC ) Case No.: 24-ULC-00038
t/a TBD ) License No.: ABRA-121364
) Order No.: 2025-930
Applicant for a New )
Medical Cannabis Retailer License )
)
at premises )
Without Location )
)
BEFORE: Donovan Anderson, Chairperson
Silas Grant, Jr., Member
Teri Janine Quinn, Member
Ryan Jones, Member
David Meadows, Member
PARTIES: Claude E. Bailey, Counsel, on behalf of Bouquet Labs DC, LLC

Respondent

Anthony P. Celo, Assistant General Counsel
Office of the Attorney General for the District of Columbia

ORDER GRANTING EXTENSION OF LITIGATION STAY

On July 9, 2025, the Alcoholic Beverage and Cannabis Board (Board) approved an Offer-
in-Compromise (OIC) between the District of Columbia and Bouquet Labs DC, LLC
(Respondent). In the OIC, the parties agreed to stay litigation for 90 days.

As part of the OIC requirements, the Respondent was to pay a $10,000 fine to the Alcoholic
Beverage and Cannabis Administration within 30 days of the approval of the OIC and sell the
license before the expiration of the litigation stay. The Respondent paid the fine on August 5, 2025,
and is still engaged in efforts to sell the license.

The OIC specified that, before the expiration of the litigation stay, Respondent may request
an extension of the stay if it demonstrates that it is still engaged in good faith efforts to sell the
license. Respondent filed an Unopposed Request to Extend Litigation Stay Motion (motion)
requesting a 45-day extension of the litigation to finalize the asset purchase agreement of the
license.



The Board will grant a 45-day extension to allow the Respondent to finalize the asset
purchase agreement and submit the license transfer application.

ORDER

For these reasons, the Board, on this 8th day of October 2025, hereby GRANTS the
Respondent’s Unopposed Request to Extend Litigation Stay Motion.

The ABCA shall deliver a copy of this order to the Parties.
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a3igned via SeamlessDoce, calT

Dhonsvan (Auderdon

Key: ac430bo6he0d500e4h TI0003d1 decdB

Donovan Anderson, Chairperson

W

Silas Grant, Jr., Member

Feni Janine Cuinn

Teri Janine Quinn, Member

_fp—

Ryan Jones, Member

David Meadows
David Meadows, Member

Any party adversely affected may file a Motion for Reconsideration of this decision or other
motion permitted by law within ten days of service of this Order. If a motion is filed, the opposing
party may file a response within seven days. If a response is filed, the movant may file a reply
within three days. All filings should be served on all parties to the matter and delivered to the
Alcoholic Beverage and Cannabis Administration, 899 North Capitol Street, N.E., Suite 4200-A,
Washington, D.C. 20002, or sent by email to abca.legal@dc.gov. Parties are further advised that
the failure to properly serve the other parties or to present all matters of record that have allegedly
been erroneously decided in a motion for reconsideration may result in the waiver of those matters
being considered by the Board. The Board also reserves the right to summarily deny or not
consider multiple and repetitive motions.

In addition to filing a Motion for Reconsideration, pursuant to § 11 of the District of Columbia
Administrative Procedure Act, Pub. L. 90-614, 82 Stat. 1209, D.C. Official Code § 2-510 (2001),
and Rule 15 of the District of Columbia Court of Appeals, a party that is adversely affected may
have the right to appeal this Order by filing a petition for review, within 30 days of the date of
service of this Order, with the District of Columbia Court of Appeals, located at 430 E Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20001. Parties are advised that the timely filing of a Motion for



Reconsideration stays the time for filing a petition for review in the District of Columbia Court of
Appeals until the Board rules on the motion. See D.C. App. Rule 15(b) (2004).

Parties are also advised that the Superior Court of the District of Columbia may have jurisdiction
to hear appeals in non-contested cases or in matters where that court is specifically provided
jurisdiction by law. Finally, advisory neighborhood commissions (ANCs) are advised that their
right to appeal or challenge a decision of the Board may be limited by the laws governing ANCs.
See e.g., D.C. Code § 1-309.10(g).



