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MEMORANDUM OF DECISION 

 This matter involves an application for a package store liquor 

permit for Silk City Wine & Liquors, 79 East Center Street, Manchester, 

Connecticut.  A formal administrative hearing was held before the 

Department of Consumer Protection on February 15, 2007.  Dheeraj 

Dasari, permittee, appeared with counsel.    The hearing was held in 

accordance with Section 30-39(c), Connecticut General Statutes, as a 

result of four legally sufficient remonstrances questioning the suitability 

of the proposed place of business.  One remonstrant appeared to oppose 

the granting of this permit.  The premises is currently operating under a 

provisional package store liquor permit.      

 The following facts are found based upon evidence adduced at the 

hearing.  Liquor Control Agent Kuria reviewed the pending application 

and found it to be in order.  He visited the proposed location and 

determined the distance to churches, schools and other liquor outlets.    

He visited the town zoning office and confirmed that the local zoning 

authority had approved the application.  Agent Kuria found nothing 

questionable about the application, the applicant or the location.       
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 Rev. Salvatore Mancini, a remonstrant, expressed concerns that 

the location is in proximity to the high school and children will walk by 

the package store.  He noted that there was another package store and a 

church nearby.  Other individuals who hold package store liquor permits 

or grocery store beer permits raised competitive concerns regarding the 

possible negative economic impact another liquor permit premises would 

have on their businesses.   

We do not find substantial evidence to deny this permit application 

and we find the location to be suitable. It is the role of the Liquor Control 

Commission to determine suitability for liquor permits. The 

determination of factual matters with regard to the suitability of the 

location of proposed liquor permit premises is vested with the Liquor 

Control Commission, which has broad discretion.  Crescimanni v. 

Department of Liquor Control, 41 Conn. App. 83, 674 A.2d 851 (1996).     

Accordingly, we hereby deny the remonstrance and grant the final 

package store liquor permit to Dheeraj Dasari and Silk City Wine & 

Liquors, subject to the agent’s final requirements.    

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER PROTECTION 
BY 
 

________________________________ 
Elisa A. Nahas, Esq. 
Presiding Officer 
 
 
________________________________ 
Angelo J. Faenza  
Commissioner 
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Parties:  
Dheeraj Dasari, 2208 Buna Vista Avenue, Alameda, CA 94501 
(Via US Mail and Certified Mail # 7006 0810 0004 1525 6551) 
 
Dheeraj Dasari, c/o Brian M. Silver, Esq., Silver & Silver, One Liberty 
Square, New Britain, CT 06051 
 
Rev. Eleanor Kalinsky, Full Gospel Interdenominational Church, P.O. 
Box 4017, Manchester CT 06045 (Via US Mail and Certified Mail # 7006 
0810 0004 15525 6544) 
 
Rashmi Patel, Coventry Farms, 793 Main Street, Manchester, CT 06040 
(Via US Mail and Certified Mail # 7006 0810 0004 1525 6537) 
 
Rev. Terry Schmitt, Center Congregational Church, 11 Center Street 
Manchester, CT 06040 (Via US Mail and Certified Mail # 7006 0810 0004 
1525 6520) 
 
Paul Harpaldas, Fred’s Package Store, 117 Spruce Street,  
Manchester, CT 06040 (Via US Mail and Certified Mail # 7006 0810 0004 
1525 5271) 
 
Richard Husbands, Forest Package Store, 1065 Main Street,  
Manchester, CT 06040 (Via US Mail and Certified Mail # 7006 0810 0004 
1525 5264) 
 
Nonparties:  
John Suchy, Director, Liquor Control Division, Department of Consumer 
Protection  
Connecticut Beverage Journal 
Connecticut State Library, 231 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, CT 06106 
 


