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Minutes 
Development Review Committee (DRC) Meeting 

Date of Meeting: December 17, 2025 

Location: Osprey Conference Room 
Community Development Department 
10770 W. Oakland Park Boulevard, 2nd Floor 
Sunrise, FL 33351 

Project Information: 

1. Approval of DRC Minutes: May 14, 2025 DRC Meeting Minutes were approved unanimously. 

2. Public Comment: No members of the public were present. 

3. New Business: 
 

a. The Marlowe Sunrise aka Greystar / Rezoning   RZ-000509-2025   

Applicant Name: Greystar Development East, LLC 
Agent Name:  Scott Backman, Esq. and Sara Thompson, Esq. / Miskel Backman LLP 
Proposed Use(s): Mixed-Use  
Proposed Zoning:    PDD (Planned Development District) 
Current Zoning: B-2 (Community Business District) and B-3 (General Business District) 
Parcel(s): 4941-2103-0045, 4941-2103-0046, 4941-2103-0040, 4941-2103-0047, 4941-2103-

0048, 4941-2103-0041, 4941-2103-0043, 4941-2103-0042 
Planner(s):  Kaitlyn Forbes, Complete Cities Planning Group (City Consultant) / Ana Parada, Assistant 

   City Planner (City of Sunrise) 
 

The applicant’s agent and attorney, Scott Backman, had no questions The applicant’s team has been 
coordinating with Shannon Ley, Director of the Community Development Department, and is updating the 
rezoning supporting documents for prompt resubmittal. 

b. The Marlowe Sunrise aka Greystar/   Development Agreement       DEVAG-000510-2025  

Applicant Name: Greystar Development East, LLC 
Agent Name:  Scott Backman, Esq. and Sara Thompson, Esq. / Miskel Backman LLP 
Proposed Use(s): Mixed-Use  
Current Zoning: B-2 (Community Business District) and B-3 (General Business District) 
Parcel(s): 4941-2103-0045, 4941-2103-0046, 4941-2103-0040, 4941-2103-0047, 4941-2103-

0048, 4941-2103-0041, 4941-2103-0043, 4941-2103-0042 
Planner(s): Kaitlyn Forbes, Complete Cities Planning Group (City Consultant) / Ana Parada, Assistant 

City Planner (City of Sunrise) 

http://www.sunrisefl.gov/
mailto:AskZoning@sunrisefl.gov


 
The applicant’s team and DRC staff members (see below contact information list) discussed the Development 
Agreement comments in the following order: 

Referring to Comment (5) on Page 3 of 19 of the Development Agreement Document section, Sara Thompson, 
part of the applicant’s attorney’s team, clarified that a property survey showing the current parcel designations 
and a sketch of the proposed parcel reconfiguration have been provided. The Development Agreement will be 
revised to differentiate between existing and proposed parcel designations to avoid misunderstandings. 

Comment (2)(c)(2) on Page 4 of 19 of the Mandatory Development Agreement Provisions Pursuant to the Act 
section: Ms. Parada indicated that, in addition to identifying the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan with which the application is consistent, a narrative explaining how compliance is achieved 
with justifications shall be included. Ms. Thompson confirmed that the information will be provided. In addition 
to the point-by-point narrative required by Section 16-109 – Planned Development District (PDD). 

Comment (5) – Adequacy of Public Facilities; Continued Reservation of Capacity, on Page 5 of 19: Ms. Parada 
stated that the Concurrency Review Application was provided as part of the Site Plan application. However, 
each application is reviewed independently, and all required documents for the Development Agreement 
application shall be uploaded to the City’s Self-Service Portal.  

Comment (C)(iii) on Page 8 of 19, Ms. Ms. Parada stated that the narrative regarding economic conditions, the 
pandemic, and other contextual factors does not describe special conditions or circumstances unique to the 
subject site. Mr. Backman responded that these unique economic circumstances significantly affected the retail 
market, resulting in a shift away from brick-and-mortar stores, and are therefore relevant to the proposed 
application. He confirmed that this information will remain in this section. 

Section 5, Comment (3) on Page 13 of 19, Matthue Goldstein, Planning and Zonin Manager, confirmed that the 
pool equipment shall be screened with an architectural barrier and that landscape screening alone is not 
sufficient. 

c. The Marlowe aka Greystar/ Site Plan  SP-000508-2025   

Applicant Name: Greystar Development East, LLC 
Agent Name:  Scott Backman, Esq. and Sara Thompson, Esq. / Miskel Backman LLP 
Proposed Use(s): Mixed-Use  
Current Zoning: B-2 (Community Business District) and B-3 (General Business District) 
Parcel(s): 4941-2103-0045, 4941-2103-0046, 4941-2103-0040, 4941-2103-0047, 4941-2103-

0048, 4941-2103-0041, 4941-2103-0043, 4941-2103-0042 
Planner(s): Kaitlyn Forbes, Complete Cities Planning Group (City Consultant) / Ana Parada, Assistant 

City Planner (City of Sunrise) 
 
The applicant’s team and DRC staff members (see below contact information list) discussed the Site Plan review 
comments for the proposed mixed-use residential and commercial project in the following order:  

Traffic Engineering comments prepared by Karl Peterson, the City’s Traffic Consultant. Referring to Comment 
(B)(3) on Page 53 of 60, Mr. Peterson noted that if the gated driveway is egress-only, a one-vehicle reservoir 
space is required to prevent obstruction of the adjacent drive aisle and pedestrian crosswalk. Sergio Claure, the 
applicant’s consultant, confirmed that the driveway is exit-only. 

Comment (D)(4) on Page 54 of 60, Mr. Peterson, Mr. Claure, and Michael Troxell, the applicant’s engineer, 
discussed correcting the existing crosswalk on the south leg of the W. Oakland Park Boulevard and 8100 



Block/NW 84th Terrace intersection. The applicant’s team will make the necessary modifications to align the 
crosswalk with the existing pedestrian infrastructure. 

Fire Department comments prepared by Susie Malken, Captain/Fire Plans Examiner. Ms. Malken clarified 
Comment (A)(2) on Page 38 of 60, stating that fire truck access shall be provided around the entire daycare 
parcel. The measured distance at the first right turn from the roadway shall be shown on the plans to confirm 
that adequate clearances are maintained. 

Landscape comments prepared by Gary Worthington, the City's /Urban Forester. Mr. Worthington clarified 
Comments (5) and (6) on Page 35 of 60, stating that the Tree Disposition Plan for the entire property shall 
evaluate all existing trees, landscaping, and missing landscape areas. Deficient or missing landscape material 
shall be replaced/provided as required by Code. 

Engineering comments prepared by Guismaily Findlay, Assistant City Engineer. Referring to page 29 of 60, 
Comment (B)(3), Ms. Findlay stated that the entire property appears to be served by one master drainage 
system, which will be modified as part of the demolition scope of work. She noted that two separate systems 
shared between properties will be provided, and the maintenance responsibilities shall be clearly defined for 
each owner. Mr. Troxell explained the drainage system alterations to ensure compliance with engineering 
requirements. 

Additionally, Conceptual Engineering Plan Review comments were provided by Ms. Findlay. Mr. Troxell will 
request a continuation application meeting or call to clarify any comments, if needed. 

Planning comments were prepared by Kaitlyn Forbes, the City’s Planning Consultant, and Ana Parada, Assistant 
City Planner. At the applicant’s request, Matthue Goldstein, Planning and Zoning Manager, facilitated the 
discussion. Ms. Forbes and Ms. Parada addressed the following DRC planning comments:  

Comment (B)(3) on Page 3: Mr. Forbes requested showing the existing Baby Love store on the site plan with 
the appropriate label. Mr. Troxell confirmed the demolition has been completed. 

Comment (B)(8)(i) on Page 3: Mr. Troxell confirmed that the existing overhead wires will not be relocated 
underground. Mr. Claure indicated that the property survey and engineering drawings show and label the 
existing easements. Additionally, Scott Backman, the applicant’s attorney, confirmed that the plans will be 
revised to include all applicable on- and off-site improvements specified in the Development Agreement. 

Comment (B)(13) on Page 4: Ms. Parada corrected that the expansion of the existing sidewalk along W. Oakland 
Park, instead of W. Commercial Boulevard as indicated in the DRC report, shall be provided to a minimum width 
of seven feet. 

Comment (B)(14) on Page 4: Mr. Backman and Mr. Claure clarified the extent of the proposed modifications to 
the Lowe’s and daycare buildings, as well as associated parking facilities. The next submittal will include 
additional information regarding the daycare façade improvements and revised parking calculations for all uses. 
Ms. Parada also requested additional information on the location and design characteristics of the dumpster 
enclosures, confirming that the proposed dumpsters will meet the demand of all uses. 

Comment (C)(4)(ii)(g) on Page 6: Ms. Forbes recommended providing a separate Open Space Table confirming 
that calculations are based on the gross site area, differentiating between private and public open space, and 
identifying the area of the proposed public plaza. George O’Brien, the applicant’s consultant, agreed to revise 
the site data table to clarify the information. 



Comment (C)(4)(iv) on Page 7: Ms. Parada explained that the site data table shall include the footprint coverage 
and building square footage for all buildings on-site. Currently, only the residential structure is included. Mr. 
O’Brien confirmed that all site data computations will be revised. 

Comment (C)(15) on Page 9: Ms. Forbes recommended considering a roundabout at the intersection north of 
the residential building instead of a three-way stop to improve circulation, traffic flow, and the entry design. 
Mr. Backman stated that the Lowe’s property owner does not allow modifications to their site. 

Comment (D)(3) on Page 9: Ms. Parada indicated that color elevations and renderings shall be provided 
separately from the site plan set, along with an electronic material sample board showing the proposed colors 
and materials. The set of drawings for public hearing purposes shall be black and white to comply with ADA 
regulations. 

Comment (G)(7) on Page 13: Mr. Backman confirmed that the affordable housing units will include the same 
features as standard units, with no differentiation between them. The applicant’s Letter of Intent will be revised 
to provide additional information regarding the affordable housing units. 

Meeting ended at 11:55 a.m. 

 
 
  



 



 


