
 

 

 

 

 
May 22, 2019 

Brandon Creagan  

LEED Green Associate, Planner 

100 North US 1 

Fort Pierce, FL 34950  

Phone: (772) 467-3742 

  

Technical Review Project Number: # 19-43900002 

Project Name: Cumberland Farms 835 Seaway Drive 

  

RE: DEVELOPMENT & DESIGN REVIEW (MAJOR AMENDMENT TO PD)  

We are pleased to provide you with our responses below in bold to address comments provided on 

April 17, 2019 for the above-mentioned project.  

 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

 

1. The project boundaries do not coincide with a recent plat submittal for subdivision of Tract 
D-1; please modify the site plan accordingly, specifically the eastern and northern property 

lines. 

Response: Boundaries have been revised to match. See Site Plan sheet 
CFG04.0 and revised survey. 

  

2. Add a note to the site plan specifying the relocation of the two (2) SR A1A streetlights and one (1) 

royal palm tree must be coordinated with the City of Fort Pierce Engineering 
Department. 

Response: Per discussion with Tracy Telle, noting these items on the plans as by 
others is sufficient to address this comment. 

 

3. Relocate all parking from within the limits of the 53.17' Access Easement in accordance 
with the requirements specified in the recorded agreement; refer to ORB 4185, Page 

1545, or provide a revised recorded Access Easement permitting parking. 

Response: Per discussion with Tracy Telle on May 21, a revised Access 
Easement Agreement will be noted as a condition of site plan approval. 

 

4. It does not appear that the appropriate landscape buffers are in place between the 
building and the proposed detention area; refer to Code of Ordinances Section 22-187(4). 

Response: Drainage plan has been revised to include a 10’ buffer between the 

building and the area designated as dry retention.   

 

5. All detention and retention areas are required to be screened with a 36" hedge per City of Fort 

Pierce Code of Ordinances Section 17-34; please revise the landscape plan 
accordingly. 

Response: Landscape plan has been revised to include hedge screening.  

  

  



 

 

 
6. The new detention area appears to encroach into the existing oak trees root system as the 

trees will be located within the detention bank; how will this be accomplished without 

damaging the root system and ultimately the trees? 
Response: The trees will be removed and replaced to just outside the top of 

bank of detention to be between the wall and detention. 
 

7. The demolition plan reflects the removal of six (6) oak trees along the southern property 
line yet the landscape plan identifies four (4) of these oak trees to remain, please identify 

the size of these trees and provide the appropriate mitigation calculations. 
Response: Landscape plans and Demolition Plan have been revised to 

match.  
  

8. The submitted traffic report inaccurately identified Seaway Drive as a four-lane roadway 

between Indian River Drive and Harbour Isle Drive (refer to Exhibits 2 thru 5). The 
applicant shall revise the exhibits and applicable roadway/intersection analysis to reflect 

Seaway Drive as a two-lane roadway east of Causeway Cove Marina located near the 
base of the bridge. 

Response: See Traffic Study Response to Comments Letter.  
 

9. Relocate the proposed site lights situated at the two driveways, from within the limits of 
the 15' Utility Easement. 

Response: Site lighting has been moved out of the easement, see CFG10.0, 
Photometric Plan. 
 

10. Remove the mitered endwalls and culvert pipe from the two driveways, as the SR A1A 

drainage system is void of roadside swales. 
Response: Culverts and mitered end sections have been removed from the 

right of way on all affected sheets.  
 

11. Add a stop sign and stop bar to the eastern driveway. 
Response: Stop bar and Stop sign have been added to the eastern driveway. 

 
12. Advisory Comment: The traffic study submitted to FDOT for pre-approval was based on 

an additional access through the Harbour Isle development. How will the elimination of 
this ingress/egress access affect the traffic flow along Seaway Drive? During review of 
the Site Work application, the applicant will be asked to provide a copy of the FDOT 
Access permit issued based on the updated traffic study 

Response:  See Traffic Study Response to Comments Letter.  
 

If you require any additional information or have any questions, please contact me at (321) 

775-6647 or Jeff.Lucas@atkinsglobal.com. We look forward to having a great project come 
to fruition.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

 

Jeff Lucas, P.E.  

Senior Engineer/Project Manager, Civil 



 

 

 

 

 
April 29, 2019 

Brandon Creagan  

LEED Green Associate, Planner 

100 North US 1 

Fort Pierce, FL 34950  

Phone: (772) 467-3742 

 

Technical Review Project Number: # 19-43900002 

Project Name: Cumberland Farms 835 Seaway Drive 

 

RE: DEVELOPMENT & DESIGN REVIEW (MAJOR AMENDMENT TO PD)  
We are pleased to provide you with our responses below in bold to address comments provided on 

April 17, 2019 for the above-mentioned project.  

 

GENERAL COMMENTS 
 

1. The site plan denotes a 23 foot tall sign along Seaway Drive. Per City Code 15-6(b)(3)(a), 

Sites that are less than or equal to three (3) acres shall have a maximum sign height of ten 

(10) feet. Because this project is in a Planned Development a Variance would not be 
allowed. Please adjust the height so that both the planter and sign are no more than 10 

feet combined. Please note that all signs will be approved separately under individual 
Building Permits. 

Response: Sign plan has been revised to show a 10’ max height, see Sign 

Drawing. 

  

2. Provide documentation of the proposed cross access agreement with the adjacent property 
owner. 

Response: A draft copy will be provided once it becomes available for 

review. 

 

3. A lighting plan or photometric survey that is consistent with City Code 22-60(j)(1)(a) will be 
required at the time of Building Permit. 

Response: Photometric plan and site plan details included in CFG10.0 and 

CFG10.1 respectively.  

 

4. Advisory Comment: If possible please provide trip generation numbers for the current 
Cumberland Farms Site to compare the number of trips on the current site to the number 

of anticipated trips on the proposed site. 

Response: See included traffic study by Mackenzie dated April 19, 2019. 

 

5. Provide bike parking pursuant to City Code 22-60 (f)(1)(a) 

Response: Bike parking included on site and shown on sheet CFG04.0, Site 
Plan. 

  

  

  



 

 

FORT PIERCE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 
 

1. Update the site plan to identify all property boundary dimensions and bearings. 
Response: Please see updated site plan, CFG04.0. 

 
2. The site plan shall include a legal description of the property. 

Response: Legal description provided on Cover sheet. 
  

3. The project boundaries do not coincide with a recent plat submittal for subdivision of 
Tract D-1; please modify the site plan accordingly. 

Response: Boundary callouts have been revised to be consistent with 
latest plat submission, see Sheet CFG04.0, Site Plan. 

  
4. The survey submitted was not certified nor did it identify all recorded easements situated 

within the limits of the property. Please update the survey to include project boundaries 
per the recently submitted plat documents, recorded easements, total site area, and any 
other pertinent information as specified Section 17-27 of the City of Fort Pierce Code of 
Ordinances. 

Response: Certified ALTA survey is included with this submittal. 
 

5. Update the site plan to reflect all impacted existing improvements (streetlights, palm trees, 
etc.) located with SR AIA and the proposed relocation these items. 

Response: All impacted existing improvements shown on demolition plan 
sheet CFG03.0   

 
6. Relocate the northeastern detention area to the rear of the property as specified in the 
      City of Fort Pierce Code of Ordinances Section 17-34(c). 

Response: The northeastern detention pond has been removed from the 
current plans. A conveyance swale has been added to pick up sheet flow 
and route to the rear dry detention pond. 
 

7. Relocate all parking from within the limits of the 53.17’ Access Easement in accordance 
with the requirements specified in the recorded agreement; refer to ORB 4185, Page 
1545. 

Response: The easement language will be modified to included provisions 

for this parking, or the limits of the easement will be changed. A draft 
easement will be provided when it becomes available. 

 
8. Provide a copy of the Auto-Turn analysis depicting the movements of a fuel tanker truck 

servicing the fuel tanks. 
Response: Auto turn analysis performed and provided on Turning 

Movements Plan, Sheet CFG16.0. 

 
9. Provide a copy of the traffic report supporting the specified peak hour traffic as specified 

on the submitted Transportation Analysis. The report shall include information required 
under Section 22-217 for large-scale developments. 

Response: See included traffic study by Mackenzie dated April 19, 2019. 
 

10. The site plan reflects a 15’ utility easement along the north side of the parcel; is this 
existing or proposed and to whose benefit? 

Response: The easement is existing and corresponding reference to 
Official record is included on the latest survey, included with this submittal. 
See Sheet CFG02.0, Survey. 

  



 

 

FORT PIERCE POLICE DEPARTMENT  
 

1. Please consider moving the outdoor seating area further out (sliding the entire area 

towards the front of the building) to maximize the opportunity for natural surveillance of 
the fuel pumping area and general parking area by the users of that outdoor space. 

Response: Surveillance will be provided inside and outside the store with 

equipment for constant monitoring to minimize blind spots where criminal 
activity could occur. Please see included security camera exhibit.   

 

FORT PIERCE UTILITIES AUTHORITY 

 
1. FPUA W/WW Engineering: Approved 

Response: Thank you.  

 
2. FPUA Electric & Gas Engineering: Approved - Both electric and fiber optic services are 

available to the site. Utility easement will be required for the propose FPUA facilities. 
Response: A utility easement will be prepared after utilities installation and 
provided prior to certificate of completion. 

 

ST  LUCIE COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
 
1. Please provide a Traffic Impact Report for the proposed development, inclusive of driveway 

analysis. Based upon the projected trip generation, access points, roadway level of set 
vice, turn lanes may be recommended. In review of the project size and type, ITE Use 
Code 960, Super Convenience Market/Gas Station, based upon the independent review 
variable of 1,000 sq. ft. GFA, the project is estimated to generate 4707 AADT, whereas 
much may be pass-by, however such analysis should be conducted. Based upon the 
proposed traffic generation, greater capacity for vehicle stacking (in an organized 
fashion) is encouraged to avoid back-up into Seaway Drive. 

Response: See included traffic study by Mackenzie dated April 19, 2019. 

 

2. The City of Fort Pierce in encouraged to conduct driveway analysis of the proposed 
adjustment, and corresponding adjustment pending to the west, including proposed 
driveway location(s), internal stacking/turn lanes, proximity of the cross access driveway 
to the eastern parcel to the property line, future driveway location foe the par eel to the west. 
Restoration of internal connection would provide HI residents access without placing an 
external trip onto the  roadway. 

Response: See included traffic study by Mackenzie dated April 19, 2019. 

 

3. What are the proposed hours of operation for this establishment? The previously 
approved project encompassed a neighborhood commercial use, whereas the proposal 
appears to be a general commercial use, increase intensity for the Planned Development, 
with adjacent residences. The original plan adopted placed the commercial building 
towards the right-of-way to provide enhancement urban design, as well as greater 
separation of the commercial operation from adjacent residential units. Limiting hours of 
operation may improve compatibility, especially with the relocated building(s). 

Response: The Cumberland Farms will be open 24 hours to the public. 

 

  



 

 

4. Please consider a pedestrian connection between the proposed establishment and the 
development considered to the west. 

Response: Acknowledged. 

 

5. Is the applicant providing a loading space/zone for deliveries of stock or fuel? The loading 
area is encouraged to be located outside of the front yard, but in an area which may 
minimize impacts to the adjacent residences. 

Response: Comment noted.  

 

6. The proposed parallel parking spaces (27-30) appear’ to conflict with the adjacent two-
way driveway which reduces to a one-way exit, at the adjacent driveway. The spaces 
would cause movements against interior traffic flow. 

Response: Acknowledged.   

 

7. The alignment of the project’s drive-aisle approaching the joint drive and adjacent 

project’s northern most row of parking appear to cause an unsafe condition, if vehicles 
seek to traverse across this full access driveway to enter the western project: 

Response: Acknowledged. The condition has been relayed to the adjacent 

developer for consideration. 

 

8. The applicant is proposing a reduction in vehicular use area landscaping based upon 
“preserved trees” which were planted (required) as part of the PD. The trees are required 
and not pre-existing to the Planned Development, therefore should not be eligible. The 
landscape plan should be amended to reflect the required interior vehicular use area 
landscaping. 

Response: Landscape plan has been revised to exclude these preservation 

trees as part of that calculation. Required Vehicular use landscaping is now 
provided, see Landscape Plan, Sheet CFG08.0. 

 

9. Please review clear vision areas as it pertains to proposed driveways, landscaping, etc. 
Response: Acknowledged. 

 

 

If you require any additional information or have any questions, please contact me at (321) 
775-6647 or Jeff.Lucas@atkinsglobal.com. We look forward to having a great project come 

to fruition.  

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

 

Jeff Lucas, P.E.  

Senior Engineer/Project Manager, Civil 


