
UPE17-0027, Scott Orr (Scott.Orr@sonoma-county.org)  

Cc:  Susan Gorin (Susan.Gorin@sonoma-county.org), Jeff Tyler (Jeff@Paloozafresh.com), VOTMA 

Dear Scott: 

Below are VOTMA’s comments on Palooza’s application to expand its use permit to support an on-site 

brewpub brewtank.  We highlight that the intent of these comments is every bit as much about process 

streamlining on similar applications (with PRMD spearheading), as about this specific application, 

though the linkage is clear below – this can’t be avoided when concerns and uncertainties about 

cumulative impacts exist.  These comments are based both on the public application, and the in-person 

conversation several VOTMA board members had with Jeff Tyler.  We’re glad that Palooza has been a 

visible local success, and we hope that will continue in a sustainable form (NB, several of us have been 

Palooza customers).   (We note with community appreciation that Palooza’s Bunslinger food truck was 

the only meal vendor at this year’s Kenwood 4th of July parade.) 

Based on our discussion with Jeff, overall we are comfortable with the specific parameters of this use 

permit extension application.  We conditionally support the application based on our enhanced 

understanding of the details and consequent assumptions, as recapped below.   

However, as with numerous VOTMA comments about the “metro Kenwood” area of overconcentration, 

including the planned new building in Kenwood Village, looking forward we remain concerned about 

exceeding parking, safety, water/sewer, and combined outdoor/combined seating limits within the 

overall shopping center.  These all are proxies for potentially increased intensity/frequency of use of 

Kenwood Village facilities, which is not addressed in the draft application.  Ideally all applications for an 

expansion of use permit would include a best estimate (even a plausible range estimate) of increased 

intensity/frequency of use, as a reality-check on assumptions around parking, water/sewer, seating, etc.  

VOTMA also believes that PRMD clarification of how Village parking rights are allocated, with an eye 

toward tenant changes and new building demands over time, would benefit everyone, including 

Palooza.  

As reference, our understanding is based on PJR-010: Use Permit Application Requirements.  As to the 

"Proposal Statement" the requirement is as follows:  “This should be a one or two page written 

description of the current use of the property and the proposed changes.  Include information regarding 

type of use, the structures proposed, magnitudes and size of use, the intensity and frequency of use. 

 Discuss any changes such as traffic and noise that will result from the proposal, quantified where 

possible.  Indicate any planned future use beyond present proposal.” 

Our request of PRMD, designed to benefit all (the public, applicants, the county) is that you work with 

applicants to use more of a “checklist” approach in future, similar applications, to explicitly and 

affirmatively address this array of “usual suspect” elements of such applications.  Let’s make this process 

more rationalized and efficient for all. 
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Specific to Palooza’s application, we assume the following, and urge PRMD to affirm that it shares these 

assumptions as a key part of its application assessment: 

1. There will be no expansion of operating space or hours (or noise, or lighting) at Palooza.  [We also 

see no reason the frequently overloaded Kenwood Village trash containers will disgorge any 

additional detritus as a direct result of this application.  We certainly hope not.]  While Palooza (like 

any business) aims to innovate in ways that build business over time, we see no signs that adding a 

brewtank will significantly add to sporadic, growing parking issues at Kenwood Village.  [We remain 

concerned about cumulative parking impacts as the (eventual) new building gets added, and as 

sporadically visited tasting rooms become replaced with different businesses that may require more 

parking capacity.] 

2. One (1) brewtank will be installed in the existing bar area, used to rotate several in-house beer 

varieties into the on-tap mix.   

3. This brewtank will be used to ferment wort which has previously been brewed off-site in Windsor 

(Barrel Brothers).  Importantly, this means no incremental impacts on water or sewer within 

Kenwood Village. 

4. Because VOTMA’s sustainability concerns extend county-wide (and beyond), we note this statement 

from the Barrel Brothers profile on the Sonoma County promotional website:  “The brewery uses 

sustainable practices, including donating its spent grain to local farmers to feed their cows and pigs, 

and trapping all wastewater and trucking it to local farms to fertilize their mulch piles.” 

5. Likewise, without being precise about numbers, Jeff states the intent to reduce the number of third-

party beers served on tap at Palooza with the addition of an in-house brewtank.  In principle this 

(combined with #4 above) should allow Palooza to maintain, and possibly reduce, its supply chain 

carbon footprint.    

6. The Type 75 on-sale license allows only for on-premise consumption (no growlers or other 

takeaways, we assume regarding the food trucks as well).  We discussed with Jeff that this license 

also allows on-site sale of distilled spirits.  Related, we discussed (at a high level) Jeff’s philosophy on 

staff training and liability for managing risk around inebriated drivers.   VOTMA has some concern 

about adding a line-up of distilled spirits to the immediate mix of beer and wine at Kenwood Village, 

and we encourage the county to work closely with all applicants to ensure all practical protocols are 

being followed to maintain driver and pedestrian safety in this increasingly busy corridor.  So far, 

this ever-increasing concentration has not directly generated any fatalities – let’s keep it that way. 

7. Otherwise, we assume the letter of intended operations inadvertently mentions building B, and that 

it actually meant building C, Palooza’s current location in unit #9. 

Based on our discussion with Jeff, as reflected in the notes above, VOTMA believes Palooza is making an 

earnest attempt to grow its business while being a good neighbor.  It’s important to call this out in light 

of at least one nearby merchant who has grown business by being, frankly, a “sustainably bad” 

neighbor.  It’s important to appreciate good neighbors and dis-incent bad neighbors, and we (as ever) 

ask for PRMD to enforce conditions-of-use for individual permits, so that applicants receive fair 

treatment when they try to work within the system and be good community members. 



We propose that the Palooza application be updated to include the assumptions noted above for public 

access, pending any comments Palooza may want to add for further clarification.  Again, the broader 

areas of concern here (in part because they are areas of uncertainty to the general public, and pertain to 

the whole Village shopping center) are overall parking, safety, water/sewer, and combined 

outdoor/combined seating limits within the overall shopping center. 

Scott, again we encourage you and other PRMD staff to work with applicants in explicitly addressing 

these kinds of details in future, similar applications, even when no material change is anticipated.  Again, 

with an eye toward cumulative impacts over time, we expect PRMD in future to address these kinds of 

factors and guide applicants to affirmatively and explicitly address them in their applications.   

Please let me know of any questions, comments, clarifications, etc. 

Thanks 

Todd Board 

VOTMA board member 

 


