THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE AND CANNABIS BOARD

In the Matter of:

Civic, LLC
t/a Civic on Eighth

Case No.: 26-PRO-00019
License No.: ABRA-134549
Order No.: 2026-614
Application for a New
Retailer’s Class CT License

at premises
501 8th Street, SE
Washington, DC 20003
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PRESENT: Donovan Anderson, Chairperson
Silas Grant, Jr., Member
Quinn, Teri Janine, Member
Ryan Jones, Member
David Meadows, Member
James Turner, Member

PARTIES: Civic, LLC, t/a Civic on Eighth, Applicant
Dan Koffman, Counsel, on behalf of the Applicant

Karen Hughes, Samuel Pastore, and David Sobelsohn, Commissioners,
Advisory Neighborhood Commission (ANC) 6B, Protestant

ORDER DENYING PROTESTANT’S REQUEST TO BE REINSTATED

The Application filed by Civic, LLC, t/a Civic on Eighth, (Applicant), for a New Retailer’s
Class CT License, having been protested, came before the Alcoholic Beverage and Cannabis Board
(Board) for a Roll Call Hearing on June 1, 2026. The Applicant and Protestant, Advisory
Neighborhood Commission (ANC) 6B, appeared for the Roll Call Hearing however, the Board
Agent dismissed ANC 6B’s protest because the protest letter failed to state the grounds for protest
pursuant to 23 DCMR § 1602.2. On June 3, 2026, the Board issued Board Order No. 2026-525
affirming the dismissal of ANC 6B’s protest.

On June 12, 2026, the Protestant filed a formal request with the Board to reinstate its
protest. The Applicant did not file a response to this request. The Protestant argued that its letter
“inadvertently omitted specific grounds for [] protest” due to oversight. Protestant’s Mot. for



Reinstatement, 1. The Protestant further argued that the protest should be reinstated because the
proposed operation could negatively affect the neighborhood’s peace, order, and quiet through
excessive sidewalk café noise, blocked sidewalks, and reduced property values. Id. Additionally,
the Protestant asserted that the parties had been engaged in productive negotiations regarding a
Settlement Agreement prior to the dismissal. /d.

The Board finds that the Protestant has failed to establish a legal basis for reinstatement.
Under 23 DCMR § 1602.2, “All protests shall be in writing, shall be received by the Board prior
to the end of the protest period, and shall state, as grounds for the protest, why the matter being
objected to is inappropriate under one (1) or more of the appropriateness standards set out in D.C.
Official Code §§ 25-313 and 25-314 and § 400 of this title.” 23 DCMR § 1602.2. D.C. Official
Code § 25-602(a) further reiterates this when it states, “(a) Any person objecting, under § 25-601,
to the approval of an application shall notify the Board in writing of his or her intention to object
and the grounds for the objection within the protest period.” D.C. Code § 25-602(a). The
Protestant failed to meet these standards and the Board is bound by the stipulations in the law.

Furthermore, the existence of ongoing settlement negotiations does not excuse a failure to
comply with mandatory statutory or regulatory filing requirements. Accordingly, the Board cannot
enforce an unexecuted, draft Settlement Agreement that has not been signed by both parties. For
these reasons, the Protestant has not met the basic legal requirement to file a protest, therefore, the
Board denies the Protestant’s request for reinstatement.

ORDER

The Board does hereby, on this 15th day of July 2026, DENY ANC 6B’s request to be
reinstated. Copies of this Order shall be sent to the Parties.
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Any party adversely affected may file a Motion for Reconsideration of this decision within ten
days of service of this Order with the Alcoholic Beverage and Cannabis Administration, 899 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Suite 4200-A, Washington, D.C. 20002. Also, pursuant to § 11 of the District
of Columbia Administrative Procedure Act, Pub. L. 90-614, 82 Stat. 1209, D.C. 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 further
advised that the failure 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.

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).



