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THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE AND CANNABIS BOARD 

____________________________________ 
) 

In the Matter of:    ) 
) 

DMV Retail, LLC     )   Case No.: N/A 
t/a Exotix DMV     ) License No.: ABCA-129392 

)   Order No.:  2026-513 
Medical Cannabis Retailer License    ) 

) 
at premises ) 
4631 41st Street NW  ) 
Washington, D.C. 20016 ) 
____________________________________) 

BEFORE:  

PARTIES: 

Donovan Anderson, Chairperson 
Silas Grant, Jr., Member 
Ryan Jones, Member
 
 

DMV Retail, LLC t/a Exotix DMV, Applicant 

Kelsey Lents, CEO on behalf of Two Birds, Petitioner 

ORDER DENYING PETITION 

The Alcoholic Beverage and Cannabis Board (Board) received a Petition from Two Birds 
daycare (Petitioner) seeking standing to object to the application and alleging that Two Birds and 
Communikids are preschools located within 400 feet of DMV Retail, LLC t/a Exotix DMV (Exotix 
DMV),1 and therefore bar Exotix DMV from operating as a medical cannabis retailer at its 
proposed location. While the petition is not a valid protest and the petitioner cannot be granted 
standing under the law, the Board issues the following order to clarify the record in this case and 
to ensure the public understands why the Board may may approve and issue this license.  

Based on its review of the educational licenses held by Two Birds and Communikids, the 
Board finds that both facilities are licensed as Child Development Facilities, not preschools, under 
District law. As such, they do not qualify as preschools under § 71671.06(q)(1)(A) and do not 
preclude the licensure of Exotix DMV. 

1 Two Birds and the Settlement Agree between the establishment and the ANC indicate that the 
establishment’s trade name is Oasis Dispensary. Based on the license and placard notice and other 
ABCA records, the establishment will be referred to as Exotix DMV. 
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I. Two Birds and Communikids are classified as daycares; therefore, the 400-foot 

proximity requirement does not apply. 
 
Two Birds daycare, located at 4001 Brandywine Street NW, holds a License for a Child 

Development Facility issued by the D.C. Office of the State Superintendent of Education’s (OSSE) 
Division of Early Learning, designated CDC-102707. Communikids, located at 4719 Wisconsin 
Avenue NW, holds a License for a Child Development Facility issued by OSSE’s Division of 
Early Learning.  
 

Before issuing public notice of a medical cannabis license, ABCA reviews applications for 
proximity to preschools, schools, and recreation centers.  Specifically, D.C. Official Code § 7-
1671.06(q)(1)(A) provides that “A retailer or internet retailer shall not locate . . . within 400 feet 
of a preschool, primary or secondary school, or recreation center . . . .”  D.C. Code § 7-
1671.06(q)(1)(A).  A Geographic Information System (GIS) map was reviewed to identify any 
prohibited facilities within 400 feet of Exotix DMV, including preschools, and neither Two Birds 
nor Communikids were identified as preschools.2 
 

D.C. Official Code § 7-2031(3) defines a Child Development Facility as: 
 

[A] center, home, or other structure that provides care and other services, 
supervision, and guidance for children, infants, and toddlers on a regular 
basis, regardless of its designated name. “Child development facility” 
does not include a public or private elementary or secondary school 
engaged in legally required educational and related functions or a pre-
kindergarten education program licensed pursuant to the Pre-k Act of 
2008. 

 
D.C. Code § 7-2031(3); see also D.C. Code § 7-2021.01(1). 
 

As noted in § 7-2031(3), Child Development Facilities are not licensed preschools under 
the District’s medical cannabis laws.  Accordingly, because Two Birds and Communikids are 
licensed as Child Development Facilities, they do not qualify as preschools under § 
71671.06(q)(1)(A), and the 400- foot- distance prohibition does not apply.3 Exotix DMV’s 
proposed location therefore complies with Chapter 16B of Title 7 of the D.C. Official Code, and 
Two Birds’ request for a review of the property line-to-property-line distance calculations is 
unwarranted. 
 
II. The community was properly notified about the Exotix DMV application. 

 
2 The information provided in the GIS system is supplied by third parties that are not under the 
control of ABCA. 
3 There is a pending bill before the Council of the District of Columbia to amend Chapter 16B to 
include “Child Development Facilities” in the definition of a preschool but it is not law at this 
time.  Bill 26-522, Medical Cannabis Process Improvement Amendment Act of 2025 (November 
25, 2025). 
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The inquiry also contends that the applicant failed to conduct outreach to the community 

pursuant to D.C. Official Code § 25-421. D.C. Official Code § 25-421 governs notice requirements 
for alcoholic beverage license applications. It does not apply to the medical cannabis licensure 
process and is therefore not applicable to this type of application.  

 
It should be noted that proper notice was provided to the public in this case. On February 

13, 2026, ABCA issued a placard notice stating that Exotix DMV applied for a Medical Cannabis 
Retailer License at 4631 41st Street NW, with a protest petition deadline of March 30, 2026. ABRA-
129392 Placard Notice. Exotix DMV was initially protested by ANC 3E, and the parties entered 
into a settlement agreement on March 12, 2026, which resolved the protest. Board Order 2026-
307. 
 
III. A hearing is neither required nor appropriate.  

 
Two Birds also requests a contested hearing to resolve factual issues regarding the 

facilities’ status and distance. A hearing is unnecessary because there are no factual issues 
requiring adjudication. Two Birds and Communikids are licensed daycare facilities and therefore 
do not block licensure of a medical cannabis retailer at the proposed location. Additionally, the 
protest period has concluded, and Two Birds does not attempt to file a timely protest or have 
standing to request a hearing at this stage.  Therefore, to the extent Two Birds had a right to protest 
the application, such a right has expired and deemed waived.   

 
ORDER 

Therefore, the Board, on this 20th day of May 2026, hereby DENIES the Petition. 
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District of Columbia 
Alcoholic Beverage and Cannabis Board 

Donovan Anderson, Chairperson 

Silas Grant, Jr., Member 

________________________________ 
    Teri Janine Quinn, Member 

Ryan Jones, Member 

    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).
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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). 


