SITE PLAN COMMITTEE
DECEMBER 11, 2012

1. ROLL CALL

The meeting was called to order at 4:02 p.m. Committee members present were Vice-Chair Gus
Khavanin, Bob Breslau, and Casey Lee. Also present were Planning and Zoning Manager David Quigley,
Deputy Planning and Zoning Manager David Abramson, Planner Lise Bazinet, and Secretary Janet Gale
recording the meeting. Chair Michael Crowley and Harry Venis were absent.

2. SITEPLAN
Design Variation
2.1 DV 12-204 Tower Shops, 1904 South University Drive (BP) (tabled from November 27th,
2012 meeting) and Harry Venis.

Ivo Fernandez and Richard Catatta, representing the petitioner, were present. Ms. Bazinet
summarized the planning report. Staff had recommended denial.

Vice-Chair Khavanin established that the petitioner waived the quasi-judicial procedure. The Code
required shopping centers to set criteria limiting the colors used in background, lettering, and required a
uniform method of lighting. The petitioner requested to eliminate sign color and type of illumination
from the criteria and instead maintain the flexibility to approve such details for their tenant’s signage.

Mr. Fernandez maintained that the shopping center’s criteria would be held at a higher level than the
Town’s Code. He submitted sample specifications and a signage code comparison as evidence. Mr.
Catatta spoke to the diversity of different colors of the signage and the architectural aesthetics of how it
would impact the current facade renovation which was in progress.

Mr. Breslau commented that the petitioner had done a “phenomenal” job with the renovations and
that Federal Realty was a great company which kept its promises. He contended, however, that shopping
centers changed hands and the next owner may not have high standards. There were other properties
where Mr. Breslau would not trust the owners to make such good judgment calls once the Code was
compromised. His point was that the precedent issue was “large.” Mr. Breslau requested that the
applicant provide a palette for the Committee to review and explained his rationale.

Mr. Fernandez indicated that he was okay with that recommendation and could build that control
into the tenant criteria manual.

Ms. Lee expressed that although the project was well done, the signage proposal did not have her
support as she preferred consistency. She stated that, “it screams all of University Drive coming here to
change their designs.”

Vice-Chair Khavanin agreed that a palette would be required and to judge from that; otherwise, he
could not support the request.

It was the consensus of the Committee not to table the item; however, when the petitioner was
ready, they should come back with a palette for signage variations indicating shape, style, color, and
fonts.

Master Site Plan

2.2  MSP 12-192 Taralyne, 1251 Southwest 130th Avenue (R-5)

Antonio Quevedo, Frank Costoya, Michael Petrow and Steve Grarett, representing the petitioner,
were present. Mr. Quevedo agreed to waive the quasi-judicial procedure. Ms. Bazinet summarized the
planning report.

Vice-Chair Khavanin asked if the lift station was public or private. Mr. Quevedo responded that the
lift station was in the design stages and they would be turning it over to the City of Sunrise.
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Mr. Breslau asked if the lift station would have a backup generator. Mr. Quevedo indicated that
whatever the City of Sunrise required, they would provide. Mr. Breslau spoke of his unfortunate
experience when his development located in Davie and which was serviced by Sunrise Utilities, had to
wait until all Sunrise residents were responded to first. His homeowners’ association decided to purchase
a backup generator for their lift station.

Mr. Breslau asked staff if backup generators were required for lift stations within the Town
regardless of the utility provider. Mr. Quigley responded that he would have to research the question in
order to answer it. Later in the meeting, Mr. Quigley advised that the Town did not require a backup
generator for lift stations.

Regarding the site plan, Mr. Breslau requested that for lots 1 and 26, that the eastern edge of the
driveways be at least 30-feet from their eastern property lines in order to push the driveways as far from
the common entrance as possible. Mr. Quevedo understood the intention of the request and agreed with
it.

Ms. Lee had it confirmed that an irrigation plan would be provided by the applicant. She asked that
on the western end of the lake where the property butted up to Western High School, that canopy trees be
integrated into the buffer. Mr. Petrow did not object; however, when Ms. Lee asked for a continuous
hedge around the entire perimeter of the property, he responded that it would be taken into consideration.
Mr. Petrow asked that it be called a perimeter buffer rather than a hedge as he might use different
materials instead of foliage which needed constant trimming. Ms. Lee agreed to reference a perimeter
buffer and requested that sod be installed from the buffer to the road’s edge on 130th Avenue. Mr.
Petrow indicated that that was their intention.

A brief discussion ensued when Ms. Lee recommended that the perimeter landscaping be installed
before the first certificate of occupancy. She explained her rationale and gave an example of what had
happened when it was not done that way.

Another discussion ensued with Vice-Chair Khavanin regarding the drainage system, building
elevations, berms and plantings. Although much of the specifications were subject to review by Central
Broward Water Control District, Vice-Chair Khavanin recommended that the applicant would move the
gravity line from 130th Avenue to the inside of the property line of the subject property.

As Mr. Breslau “lived through the same situation regarding the drainage;” he asked that in the
homeowners’ association documents it be stated clearly that those drainage systems and swales were part
of the Central Broward Drainage Control plans and part of the site plan approval and homeowners could
not make any changes to the elevations or the drainage of their property without the permission of the
Town or the Central Broward Drainage Control. Mr. Quevedo agreed that the issue would be specifically
addressed in the documents.

It was made known that the sales trailer and that site were part of today’s site plan review; therefore,
Committee members recommended that a landscape plan for the trailer be submitted to staff before the
site plan went before Town Council.

Mr. Breslau asked the petitioner if before he made the motion, was there anything that had been
discussed with which the petitioner had disagreed. There were no objections.

Mr. Breslau made a motion, seconded by Ms. Lee, to approve subject to the following: 1) that for
lots 26 and 1, that their driveway’s east edge would be no more than 30-feet from the west property line;
2) that the applicant would supply an irrigation plan to staff prior to pulling permits; 3) the applicant
would adjust the western landscape area, west of the lake, which would then cluster Cypress and add
canopy trees and work with staff to provide that; 4) the applicant would add a continuous buffer on the
north and south sides of the property; 5) all perimeter landscape shall be installed before the first “CO” is
issued; 6) the applicant would agree to add language into its HOA documents clarifying that the
homeowners may not change any approved swales, drainage plans, or surface flows;
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7) the applicant would move the gravity line from 130" Avenue to the inside of their own property line of
the subject property; 8) the applicant would submit a landscape plan for the sales center to staff for their
approval prior to any installation; 9) for any changes that the Central Broward Drainage District imposes
on the applicant and affects the site plan, the applicant would come back to the Site Plan Committee with
the adjustment if necessary; and 10) the applicant would construct the drainage along 130™ Avenue for
the length of the property. In a roll call vote, the vote was as follows: Chair Crowley — absent; Vice-
Chair Khavanin — yes; Mr. Breslau — yes; Ms. Lee — yes; Mr. Venis - absent. (Motion carried 3-0)

3. OLD BUSINESS
There was no old business discussed.

4. NEW BUSINESS
There was no new business discussed.

5. COMMENTS AND/OR SUGGESTIONS
There were no comments and/or suggestions made.

6. ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business and no objections, the meeting was adjourned at 5:05 p.m.

Date Approved:

Chair/Committee Member



