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April 24, 2017

Karl Keel

City of Bloomington

1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, MN 55431

RE: NMCWD Permit 2017-28: Hennepin County South Suburban Court - 1800 West
Old Shakopee Road: Bloomington

Dear Mr. Keel:
On Wednesday, April 19, 2017, the Nine Mile Creek Watershed District Board of
Managers reviewed and approved the permit application for the construction of the
Hennepin County South Suburban Court and associated parking to be located at 1800
West Old Shakopee Road in Bloomington. The NMCWD permit was approved but not
valid and issued until compliance with the following conditions:

1. General Conditions.

2. A storm water maintenance agreement prepared and submitted in
accordance with Rule 4.3.3,

By accepting the permit, when issued, the applicant agrees to the following stipulations:

1. PerRule 4.5.6, an as-built drawing of the storm water facilities conforming to
the design specifications as approved by the District must be submitted.

The Nine Mile Creek Watershed District will hold the permit until item 2 is received by the
District. Please contact me at (952) 835-2078 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Randy Anhorn
District Administrator

c: Mandy Backstrom, Anderson~-Johnson




Permit #: 2017-28
Project Name:  Hennepin County South Suburban Court — 1800 West Old Shakopee Road: Bloomington
Approval Date:  April 19, 2017

General Provisions

1.

10.

All temporary erosion control measures shown on the erosion and sedimentation control plans must
be installed prior to commencement of surface or vegetation alteration and be maintained until
completion of construction and vegetation is established as determined by NMCWD.

If silt fence is used, the bottom flap must be buried and the maximum allowable spacing between
posts is 4-foot on center. All posts must be either 2-inch x 2-inch pine, hardwood, or steel fence
posts. If hay bales are used, all bales must be staked in place and reinforced on the downstream side
with snow fence.

All areas altered because of construction must be restored with seed and disced mulch, sod, wood
fiber blanket, or be hard surfaced within two weeks after completion of land alteration and no later
than the end of the permit period.

Upon final stabilization, the permit applicant is responsible for the removal of all erosion control
measures installed throughout the project site.

At the entryway onto the site, a rock filter dike being a minimum of two feet in height and having
maximum side slopes of 4:1 must be constructed. This rock filter dike will enable construction traffic
to enter the site and also provide an erosion control facility.

If dewatering is required and sump pumps are used, all pumped water must be discharged through an
erosion control facility prior to leaving the construction site. Proper energy dissipation must be
provided at the outlet of the pump system.

The NMCWD must be notified a minimum of 48 hours prior to commencement of construction.

The NMCWD, its officers, employees and agents review, comment upon, and approve plans and
specifications prepared by permit applicants and their consultants for the limited administrative
purpose of determining whether there is reasonable assurance that the proposed project will comply
with the regulations and criteria of the NMCWD. The determination of the NMCWD that issuance of
this permit is appropriate was made in reliance on the information provided by the applicant.

The grant of this permit shall not in any way relieve the permittee, its engineer, or other professional
consultants of responsibility, nor shall it make the NMCWD responsible for the technical adequacy of
the engineer’s or consultant’s work. The grant of this permit shall not relieve the permittee from
complying with all conditions and requirements of the permit which shall be retained by the permittee
with the permit.

The issue of this permit does not convey any property rights in either real or personal property, or any
exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize any injury to private property or any invasion of personal
rights, nor any infringement of federal, state, or local laws or regulations.

This permit is permissive only. No liability shall be imposed upon the NMCWD or any of its
officers, agents or employees, officially or personally, on account of the granting of this permit or on
account of any damage to any person or property resulting from any act or omission of the permittee
or any of its agents, employees, or contractors.



11.

13,

14,

15.

In all cases where the doing by the permittee of anything authorized by this permit shall involve the
taking, using, or damaging of any property, rights or interests of any other person or persons, or of
any publicly-owned lands or improvements or interests, the permittee, before proceeding therewith,
shall obtain the written consent of all persons, agencies, or authorities concerned, and shall acquire all
necessary property, rights, and interest.

. The permit is transferable only with the approval of the NMCWD (see NMCWD Rule 1.0). The

permittee shall make no changes, without written permission previously obtained from the NMCWD,
in the dimensions, capacity, or location of any items of work authorized by this permit.

The permittee shall grant access to the site at all reasonable times during and after construction to
authorized representatives of the NMCWD for inspection of the work authorized by this permit.

This permit may be terminated by the NMCWD at any time deemed necessary in the interest of
public health and welfare, or for violation of any of the provisions of this permit.

Construction work authorized under this permit shall be completed on or before date specified above.
The permittee may, in writing, request that the NMCWD extend the time to complete the project in
accordance with NMCWD Rule 1.0.

[a)
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Civil Engineer's Certification

I hereby certify that this plan, specification, or report was prepared by me or under my direct
supervision and that I am a duly Licensed Professional Engineer under the laws of the State of
Minnesota.

Doy

David A. Rey, PE \ Registration No. 40180 March 17,2017




DESIGN NARRATIVE

Hennepin County is proposing to construct a building addition to the existing Bloomington Civic Plaza that
will house a new courthouse and secure garage for prisoner transfer. The project address is 1800 W Old
Shakopee Road in Bloomington. This property is enclosed between Logan Avenue South, West 98™ Street,
and West Old Shakopee Road. Improvements include a multi-story building addition and drive and parking
lot reconstruction.

Within the existing city property, the total area is 15.571 acres. Approximately 9.554 acres consist of
impervious surfaces, 5.296 acres consists of pervious surfaces, and 0.721 acres for the existing stormwater
pond.

The area of disturbance for the proposed project is approximately 1.913 acres. There is 0.382 acres of
additional impervious surface proposed for the site. The total post construction impervious surface amount
within the proposed disturbance limits will be approximately 1.670 acres.

As aresult, the design includes treatment for all impervious areas within the disturbance limits.

This design narrative will address each of the design aspects related to storm water management as required
by Nine Mile Creek Watershed District.

Narrative for Proposed Design Features

The requirements for storm water management are found in Rule 04 which are summarized as follows:

1. Rule 4.2.1, Regulation - Storm water management features have been designed for all impervious
arcas on site.

2. Rule 4.3.1a, Onsite retention of one inch of runoff from the new impervious surfaces.

3. Rule 4.3.1b, Limit peak runoff rates for the 2, 10, and 100 year storm events to existing conditions.

4. Rule 4.3.1¢, Provide 60% removal of phosphorous, and 90% removal of suspended solids.

RULE 4.2.1, REGULATION

The project will disturb more than 50 cubic yards of earth. The project will disturb more 5,000 square feet
of surface area. Therefore, watershed district rules apply to this project and the enclosed calculations are
based on all impervious surfaces within the limits of construction.



RULE 4.3.1A, ONSITE RETENTION

Existing soils vary across the site. In general, however, the soils consist mainly of SP or SP-SM sands.
There are areas of the site where clay soils and fill soils exist. Soil boring logs and map are included at the
end of this report.

The existing site has one primary drainage area. There is currently a 36" RCP storm sewer that runs along
the west side of the building which captures the runoff from the proposed disturbance area. This pipe also
collects runoff from the majority of the parking lots on the west and south sides of the property, and then
routes northeast to discharge into an existing stormwater pond on the property. In the proposed project area,
the grades slope away from Logan Ave South and towards the existing building.

Once existing site conditions were analyzed, the concept of using the existing pond on the property for
treatment was discussed. Upon discovering that the existing pond is lined, it was decided that the existing
pond would not meet the necessary water quality requirements for the proposed project.

As there is little room for a surface feature on this part of the property, it was decided that an underground
storage system would be the optimum solution. A raised outlet at the underground storage area will allow
for water retention and subsequent infiltration. The existing soils in the location where the underground
storage system is proposed consist of SP sands and will provide true infiltration to meet the water quality
requirements.

Infiltration rates used for the calculations are taken from the Minnesota Stormwater Manual. For the native
SP sands on the site, 0.80 in/hour has been used. In-situ infiltration tests have not been performed. Based
on this infiltration rate, the area has been designed to drain within 48 hours.

RULE 4.3.1B, LIMIT PEAK RUNOFF RATES
Peak runoff rates have been limited to the existing conditions model for the 2, 10, and 100-year storm events.
The underground retention and infiltration facilities provide for rate control. As the existing sutface soils

consist primarily of various fills and clays, a classification of C type soils was used for the rate control
calculations.

RULEA4.3.1C,PROVIDE 60% REMOVAL OF PHOSPHOROUS, AND 90% REMOVAL OF SUSPENDED
SOLIDS
Phosphorous (TP) and total suspended solids (TSS) removal was analyzed using P8.

TP removal exceeds watershed district minimum requirement of 60%. TSS removal for this site is in excess
of 90%.



DRAINAGE SUMMARY

Existing
Inflow Outflow
Event Peak Flow Elevation Peak Flow
(cfs) (ft) (cfs)
2Yr 9.14 N/A 9.14
10 Yr 14.81 N/A 14.81
100 Yr 27.85 N/A 27.85

Proposed
Inflow Outflow
Event Peak Flow Elevation Peak Flow
(cfs) (ft) (cfs)
2Yr 3.54 N/A 3.54
10 Yr 9.40 N/A 9.40
100 Yr 24.05 N/A 24.05

Design OK?

YES
YES
YES
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HydroCAD® Calculations

Existing Conditions



HC SOUTH SUBURBAN COURTS

EXISTING CONDITIONS - DRAINAGE AREAS

AREA PERVIOUS IMPERVIOUS TOTAL
E1 0.914 acres 2.700 acres 3.613 acres
TOTAL 0.914 acres 2.700 acres 3.613 acres
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Reach

TO EXISTING POND

Routing Diagram for Existing
Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc., Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC




Existing Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 2

Summary for Subcatchment E1:

Runoff = 914 cfs @ 12.07 hrs, Volume= 0.605 af, Depth= 2.01"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Area (ac) CN Description

0.914 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
2.700 98 Paved parking, HSG C

3.614 92 Weighted Average

0.914 25.29% Pervious Area

2.700 74.71% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,




Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Existing

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017

HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/nh 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 3
Summary for Link P: TO EXISTING POND

Inflow Area = 3.614 ac, 74.71% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 2.01" for 2 YR Atlas 14 event

Inflow = 9.14 cfs @ 12.07 hrs, Volume= 0.605 af

Primary = 914 cfs @ 12.07 hrs, Volume= 0.605 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.0 min

Primary outflow = Inflow, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs



Existing Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 ® 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 4

Summary for Subcatchment E1:

Runoff = 14.81 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.006 af, Depth= 3.34"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Area (ac) CN Description

0.914 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
2.700 98 Paved parking, HSG C

3.614 92 Weighted Average

0.914 25.29% Pervious Area

2.700 74.71% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,




Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Existing

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017

HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 5
Summary for Link P: TO EXISTING POND

Inflow Area = 3.614 ac, 74.71% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 3.34" for 10 YR Atlas 14 event

Inflow = 14.81 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.006 af

Primary = 14.81 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.006 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.0 min

Primary outflow = Inflow, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs



Existing Type Il 24-hr 100 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=7.47"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 6

Summary for Subcatchment E1:

Runoff = 27.85cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.963 af, Depth= 6.52"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 100 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=7.47"

Area (ac) CN Description

0.914 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
2.700 98 Paved parking, HSG C

3.614 92 Weighted Average

0.914 25.29% Pervious Area

2.700 74.71% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,




Type Il 24-hr 100 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=7.47"

Existing

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017

HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 7
Summary for Link P: TO EXISTING POND

Inflow Area = 3.614 ac, 74.71% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 6.52" for 100 YR Atlas 14 event

Inflow = 27.85cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.963 af

Primary = 27.85cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.963 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.0 min

Primary outflow = Inflow, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
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HC SOUTH SUBURBAN COURTS

PROPOSED CONDITIONS - DRAINAGE AREAS

AREA PERVIOUS IMPERVIOUS TOTAL
P1 0.410 acres 1.937 acres 2.346 acres
P2 0.176 acres 1.091 acres 1.267 acres
TOTAL 0.410 acres | 3.028 acres | 3.613 acres

DIFFERENCE

| -0.504 acres | 0.328 acres | 0.000 acres
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UGS 1 TO EXISTING POND

Routing Diagram for Proposed
N Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc., Printed 3/16/2017
""""""" HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC

{ Subca} Reach




Proposed Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 2

Summary for Subcatchment P1:

Runoff = 3.54 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.242 af, Depth= 2.29"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.176 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
1.091 98 Paved parking, HSG C
1.267 95 Weighted Average
0.176 13.89% Pervious Area
1.091 86.11% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,




Proposed Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 3

Summary for Subcatchment P2:

Runoff = 6.36 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.429 af, Depth= 2.20"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.410 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
1.937 98 Paved parking, HSG C
2.347 94 Weighted Average
0.410 17.47% Pervious Area
1.937 82.53% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,




Proposed Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 ® 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 4

Summary for Pond UGS: UGS 1

Inflow Area = 2.347 ac, 82.53% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 2.20" for 2 YR Atlas 14 event
Inflow = 6.36 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.429 af
Outflow = 144 cfs @ 12.39 hrs, Volume= 0.429 af, Atten=77%, Lag= 19.7 min
Discarded = 0.11cfs @ 10.40 hrs, Volume= 0.288 af
Primary = 1.33cfs @ 12.39 hrs, Volume= 0.141 af

Routing by Dyn-Stor-Ind method, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Peak Elev=818.07" @ 12.39 hrs Surf.Area= 5,954 sf Storage= 8,543 cf
Flood Elev= 822.00" Surf.Area= 5,954 sf Storage= 18,100 cf

Plug-Flow detention time= {not calculated: outflow precedes inflow)
Center-of-Mass det. time= 401.1 min ( 1,197.3 - 796.2 )

Volume Invert Avail.Storage Storage Description
#1A 815.80" 6,277 cf 94.42'W x 63.06'L x 5.50'H Field A
32,747 cf Overall - 11,822 cf Embedded = 20,924 cf x 30.0% Voids
#2A 816.55' 11,822 ¢f ADS_StormTech MC-3500 d +Cap x 104 Inside #1

Effective Size= 70.4"W x 45.0"H => 15.33 sf x 7.17'L = 110.0 cf
Overall Size= 77.0"W x 45.0"H x 7.50'L with 0.33" Overlap

13 Rows of 8 Chambers

Cap Storage= +14.9 cf x 2 x 13 rows = 387.4 cf

18,100 cf Total Available Storage

Storage Group A created with Chamber Wizard

Device Routing Invert Outlet Devices
#1  Primary 817.55' 24.0" Round Pipe Out
L=10.0'" RCP, sq.cut end projecting, Ke= 0.500
Inlet / Outlet Invert= 817.55' / 817.40' S=0.0150""" Cc=0.900
n=0.013, Flow Area= 3.14 sf
#2  Discarded 815.80" 0.800 in/hr Filtration through sand media over Surface area

Discarded OutFlow Max=0.11 cfs @ 10.40 hrs HW=815.86" (Free Discharge)
2=Filtration through sand media (Exfiltration Controls 0.11 cfs)

Primary OutFlow Max=1.33 cfs @ 12.39 hrs HW=818.07' TW=0.00' (Dynamic Tailwater)
L1=Pipe Out (Barrel Controls 1.33 cfs @ 3.12 fps)



Proposed Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 ® 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 5

Stage-Area-Storage for Pond UGS: UGS 1

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (sqg-ft) (cubic-feet) (feet) (sqg-ft) (cubic-feet)
815.80 5,954 0 821.10 5,954 17,742
815.90 5,954 179 821.20 5,954 17,921
816.00 5,954 357 821.30 5,954 18,100
816.10 5,954 536 821.40 5,954 18,100
816.20 5,954 714 821.50 5,954 18,100
816.30 5,954 893 821.60 5,954 18,100
816.40 5,954 1,072 821.70 5,954 18,100
816.50 5,954 1,250 821.80 5,954 18,100
816.60 5,954 1,587 821.90 5,954 18,100
816.70 5,954 2,081 822.00 5,954 18,100
816.80 5,954 2,572
816.90 5,954 3,061
817.00 5,954 3,547
817.10 5,954 4,031
817.20 5,954 4,512
817.30 5,954 4,991
817.40 5,954 5,467
817.50 5,954 5,939
817.60 5,954 6,408
817.70 5,954 6,874
817.80 5,954 7,336
817.90 5,954 7,794
818.00 5,954 8,247
818.10 5,954 8,696
818.20 5,954 9,140
818.30 5,954 9,578
818.40 5,954 10,012
818.50 5,954 10,439
818.60 5,954 10,861
818.70 5,954 11,275
818.80 5,954 11,683
818.90 5,954 12,083
819.00 5,954 12,475
819.10 5,954 12,858
819.20 5,954 13,232
819.30 5,954 13,596
819.40 5,954 13,948
819.50 5,954 14,289
819.60 5,954 14,615
819.70 5,954 14,926
819.80 5,954 15,218
819.90 5,954 15,484
820.00 5,954 15,718
820.10 5,954 15,930
820.20 5,954 16,128
820.30 5,954 16,313
820.40 5,954 16,492
820.50 5,954 16,671
820.60 5,954 16,849
820.70 5,954 17,028
820.80 5,954 17,207
820.90 5,954 17,385
821.00 5,954 17,564




Type Il 24-hr 2 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=2.84"

Proposed

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017

HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/nh 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 6
Summary for Link P: TO EXISTING POND

Inflow Area = 3.614 ac, 83.79% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 1.27" for 2 YR Atlas 14 event

Inflow = 3.54 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.383 af

Primary = 354 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.383 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.0 min

Primary outflow = Inflow, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs



Proposed Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 ® 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 7

Summary for Subcatchment P1:

Runoff = 5.50cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.386 af, Depth= 3.66"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.176 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
1.091 98 Paved parking, HSG C
1.267 95 Weighted Average
0.176 13.89% Pervious Area
1.091 86.11% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,




Proposed Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 8

Summary for Subcatchment P2:

Runoff = 10.02 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.694 af, Depth= 3.55"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.410 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
1.937 98 Paved parking, HSG C
2.347 94 Weighted Average
0.410 17.47% Pervious Area
1.937 82.53% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,




Proposed Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"

Prepared by Anderson Johnson Associates, Inc. Printed 3/16/2017
HydroCAD® 10.00-18 s/n 01280 © 2016 HydroCAD Software Solutions LLC Page 9

Summary for Pond UGS: UGS 1

Inflow Area = 2.347 ac, 82.53% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 3.55" for 10 YR Atlas 14 event
Inflow = 10.02cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.694 af

Outflow = 570cfs @ 12.21 hrs, Volume= 0.694 af, Atten=43%, Lag= 9.0 min
Discarded = 011 cfs@ 8.75 hrs, Volume= 0.319 af

Primary = 5.59cfs @ 12.21 hrs, Volume= 0.376 af

Routing by Dyn-Stor-Ind method, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Peak Elev=818.73' @ 12.21 hrs Surf.Area= 5,954 sf Storage= 11,390 cf
Flood Elev= 822.00" Surf.Area= 5,954 sf Storage= 18,100 cf

Plug-Flow detention time= {not calculated: outflow precedes inflow)
Center-of-Mass det. time= 280.7 min ( 1,064.0 - 783.3)

Volume Invert Avail.Storage Storage Description
#1A 815.80" 6,277 cf 94.42'W x 63.06'L x 5.50'H Field A
32,747 cf Overall - 11,822 cf Embedded = 20,924 cf x 30.0% Voids
#2A 816.55' 11,822 ¢f ADS_StormTech MC-3500 d +Cap x 104 Inside #1

Effective Size= 70.4"W x 45.0"H => 15.33 sf x 7.17'L = 110.0 cf
Overall Size= 77.0"W x 45.0"H x 7.50'L with 0.33" Overlap

13 Rows of 8 Chambers

Cap Storage= +14.9 cf x 2 x 13 rows = 387.4 cf

18,100 cf Total Available Storage

Storage Group A created with Chamber Wizard

Device Routing Invert Outlet Devices
#1  Primary 817.55' 24.0" Round Pipe Out
L=10.0'" RCP, sq.cut end projecting, Ke= 0.500
Inlet / Outlet Invert= 817.55' / 817.40' S=0.0150""" Cc=0.900
n=0.013, Flow Area= 3.14 sf
#2  Discarded 815.80" 0.800 in/hr Filtration through sand media over Surface area

Discarded OutFlow Max=0.11 cfs @ 8.75 hrs HW=815.87" (Free Discharge)
2=Filtration through sand media (Exfiltration Controls 0.11 cfs)

Primary OutFlow Max=5.53 cfs @ 12.21 hrs HW=818.72' TW=0.00' (Dynamic Tailwater)
L1=Pipe Out (Barrel Controls 5.53 cfs @ 4.17 fps)
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Stage-Area-Storage for Pond UGS: UGS 1

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (sqg-ft) (cubic-feet) (feet) (sqg-ft) (cubic-feet)
815.80 5,954 0 821.10 5,954 17,742
815.90 5,954 179 821.20 5,954 17,921
816.00 5,954 357 821.30 5,954 18,100
816.10 5,954 536 821.40 5,954 18,100
816.20 5,954 714 821.50 5,954 18,100
816.30 5,954 893 821.60 5,954 18,100
816.40 5,954 1,072 821.70 5,954 18,100
816.50 5,954 1,250 821.80 5,954 18,100
816.60 5,954 1,587 821.90 5,954 18,100
816.70 5,954 2,081 822.00 5,954 18,100
816.80 5,954 2,572
816.90 5,954 3,061
817.00 5,954 3,547
817.10 5,954 4,031
817.20 5,954 4,512
817.30 5,954 4,991
817.40 5,954 5,467
817.50 5,954 5,939
817.60 5,954 6,408
817.70 5,954 6,874
817.80 5,954 7,336
817.90 5,954 7,794
818.00 5,954 8,247
818.10 5,954 8,696
818.20 5,954 9,140
818.30 5,954 9,578
818.40 5,954 10,012
818.50 5,954 10,439
818.60 5,954 10,861
818.70 5,954 11,275
818.80 5,954 11,683
818.90 5,954 12,083
819.00 5,954 12,475
819.10 5,954 12,858
819.20 5,954 13,232
819.30 5,954 13,596
819.40 5,954 13,948
819.50 5,954 14,289
819.60 5,954 14,615
819.70 5,954 14,926
819.80 5,954 15,218
819.90 5,954 15,484
820.00 5,954 15,718
820.10 5,954 15,930
820.20 5,954 16,128
820.30 5,954 16,313
820.40 5,954 16,492
820.50 5,954 16,671
820.60 5,954 16,849
820.70 5,954 17,028
820.80 5,954 17,207
820.90 5,954 17,385
821.00 5,954 17,564




Type Il 24-hr 10 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=4.23"
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Summary for Link P: TO EXISTING POND

Inflow Area = 3.614 ac, 83.79% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 2.53" for 10 YR Atlas 14 event

Inflow = 940 cfs @ 12.15 hrs, Volume= 0.762 af

Primary = 940 cfs @ 12.15 hrs, Volume= 0.762 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.0 min

Primary outflow = Inflow, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
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Summary for Subcatchment P1:

Runoff = 10.00 cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 0.726 af, Depth= 6.87"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 100 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=7.47"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.176 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
1.091 98 Paved parking, HSG C
1.267 95 Weighted Average
0.176 13.89% Pervious Area
1.091 86.11% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,
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Summary for Subcatchment P2:

Runoff = 18.39cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.321 af, Depth= 6.76"

Runoff by SCS TR-20 method, UH=SCS, Weighted-CN, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Type Il 24-hr 100 YR Atlas 14 Rainfall=7.47"

Area (ac) CN Description
0.410 74 >75% Grass cover, Good, HSG C
1.937 98 Paved parking, HSG C
2.347 94 Weighted Average
0.410 17.47% Pervious Area
1.937 82.53% Impervious Area

Tc Length Slope Velocity Capacity Description
{min) (feet) (ft/ft)  (ft/sec) (cfs)

15.0 Direct Entry,
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Summary for Pond UGS: UGS 1

Inflow Area = 2.347 ac, 82.53% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 6.76" for 100 YR Atlas 14 event
Inflow = 18.39cfs @ 12.06 hrs, Volume= 1.321 af

Outflow = 15.21cfs @ 12.14 hrs, Volume= 1.321 af, Atten=17%, Lag=4.9 min
Discarded = 011cfs@ 5.30 hrs, Volume= 0.347 af

Primary = 1510 cfs @ 12.14 hrs, Volume= 0.975 af

Routing by Dyn-Stor-Ind method, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
Peak Elev=819.79' @ 12.14 hrs Surf.Area= 5,954 sf Storage= 15,196 cf
Flood Elev= 822.00" Surf.Area= 5,954 sf Storage= 18,100 cf

Plug-Flow detention time= 173.4 min calculated for 1.320 af (100% of inflow)
Center-of-Mass det. time= 174.1 min (941.7 - 767.6 )

Volume Invert Avail.Storage Storage Description
#1A 815.80" 6,277 cf 94.42'W x 63.06'L x 5.50'H Field A
32,747 cf Overall - 11,822 cf Embedded = 20,924 cf x 30.0% Voids
#2A 816.55' 11,822 ¢f ADS_StormTech MC-3500 d +Cap x 104 Inside #1

Effective Size= 70.4"W x 45.0"H => 15.33 sf x 7.17'L = 110.0 cf
Overall Size= 77.0"W x 45.0"H x 7.50'L with 0.33" Overlap

13 Rows of 8 Chambers

Cap Storage= +14.9 cf x 2 x 13 rows = 387.4 cf

18,100 cf Total Available Storage

Storage Group A created with Chamber Wizard

Device Routing Invert Outlet Devices
#1  Primary 817.55' 24.0" Round Pipe Out
L=10.0'" RCP, sq.cut end projecting, Ke= 0.500
Inlet / Outlet Invert= 817.55' / 817.40' S=0.0150""" Cc=0.900
n=0.013, Flow Area= 3.14 sf
#2  Discarded 815.80" 0.800 in/hr Filtration through sand media over Surface area

Discarded OutFlow Max=0.11 cfs @ 5.30 hrs HW=815.87" (Free Discharge)
2=Filtration through sand media (Exfiltration Controls 0.11 cfs)

Primary OutFlow Max=14.99 cfs @ 12.14 hrs HW=819.78"' TW=0.00' (Dynamic Tailwater)
L1=Pipe Out (Barrel Controls 14.99 cfs @ 5.34 fps)
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Stage-Area-Storage for Pond UGS: UGS 1

Elevation Surface Storage Elevation Surface Storage
(feet) (sqg-ft) (cubic-feet) (feet) (sqg-ft) (cubic-feet)
815.80 5,954 0 821.10 5,954 17,742
815.90 5,954 179 821.20 5,954 17,921
816.00 5,954 357 821.30 5,954 18,100
816.10 5,954 536 821.40 5,954 18,100
816.20 5,954 714 821.50 5,954 18,100
816.30 5,954 893 821.60 5,954 18,100
816.40 5,954 1,072 821.70 5,954 18,100
816.50 5,954 1,250 821.80 5,954 18,100
816.60 5,954 1,587 821.90 5,954 18,100
816.70 5,954 2,081 822.00 5,954 18,100
816.80 5,954 2,572
816.90 5,954 3,061
817.00 5,954 3,547
817.10 5,954 4,031
817.20 5,954 4,512
817.30 5,954 4,991
817.40 5,954 5,467
817.50 5,954 5,939
817.60 5,954 6,408
817.70 5,954 6,874
817.80 5,954 7,336
817.90 5,954 7,794
818.00 5,954 8,247
818.10 5,954 8,696
818.20 5,954 9,140
818.30 5,954 9,578
818.40 5,954 10,012
818.50 5,954 10,439
818.60 5,954 10,861
818.70 5,954 11,275
818.80 5,954 11,683
818.90 5,954 12,083
819.00 5,954 12,475
819.10 5,954 12,858
819.20 5,954 13,232
819.30 5,954 13,596
819.40 5,954 13,948
819.50 5,954 14,289
819.60 5,954 14,615
819.70 5,954 14,926
819.80 5,954 15,218
819.90 5,954 15,484
820.00 5,954 15,718
820.10 5,954 15,930
820.20 5,954 16,128
820.30 5,954 16,313
820.40 5,954 16,492
820.50 5,954 16,671
820.60 5,954 16,849
820.70 5,954 17,028
820.80 5,954 17,207
820.90 5,954 17,385
821.00 5,954 17,564
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Summary for Link P: TO EXISTING POND

Inflow Area = 3.614 ac, 83.79% Impervious, Inflow Depth = 5.65" for 100 YR Atlas 14 event

Inflow = 2405cfs @ 12.11 hrs, Volume= 1.700 af

Primary = 24.05cfs @ 12.11 hrs, Volume= 1.700 af, Atten= 0%, Lag= 0.0 min

Primary outflow = Inflow, Time Span= 0.10-72.00 hrs, dt= 0.05 hrs
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HENNEPIN COUNTY
SOUTH SUBURBAN COURTS RELOCATION

Infiltration Area UGS 1
Calculations

Criteria:
inch of runoff from the NEW AND DISTURBED IMPERVIOUS areas must be infiltrated
I3 hour infiltration period

Required Volume

NEW AND DISTURBED Impervious Areas 1.670 acres
Runoff Factor 1.0
Depth 1.00 inch
Required Volume to Infiltrate 6070 cubic feet

Volume provided below outlet elevation
Infiltration Area properties

Surface Area Provided =
Volume Provided =

{from HydroCAD)

elevation 817.54)

For portion of the infiltration area that lies over sand soils 100%

Infiltration rate for soil = HHHHHHHHHH

Area required to infiltrate required volume over 48 hours based on assumed infiltration rate
Area = Required Volume x 12 inches / foot / 48 hours / infiltration rate = 1897 sq. ft.

Area at basin bottom = 5954 sq. ft.
Potential Volume Infiltrated = Surface Area / 12 inches / foot * 48 hours * infiltration rate =
Volume Infiltrated = 19053 cubic feet

Actual Volume infiltrated (=volume provided or sum of potential infiltrated, whichever is less) 6127 cubic feet

Design Checks

Total Volume required to be infiltrated: 6070 cubic feet

Potential Volume infiltrated, based on rate 19053 cubic feet OK
Total Volume provided 6127 cubic feet OK



P8 Urban Catchment Model, Version 3.5 Run Date

Case
Title
PrecFile
PartFile

File Directory
Case Title

Case File
Particle File
Temperature File
Storm File

Precip Scale Factor

Watersheds
Devices
Particles

WQ Components

Start Date
Keep Date
Stop Date
Storm Count
Total Hours
Wet Hours
Precip (in)
Rain (in)
Snowfall (in)
Snowmelt (in)

EvapoTran(in)

Overall TSS Removal(%)
Water Balance Error(%)
TSS Mass Balance Error (%)

Hennepin County South Suburban Courts.p8c FirstDate 10/01/78 Precip(in)

Hennepin County South Suburban Courts LastDate 09/30/79 Rain(in)

MSP_4908.pcp Events 64 Snow(in)
TotalHrs 8618 TotalYrs

P:\1projectiwold\Hennepin County South Suburban Courts\Stormwater Related\p8\
Hennepin County South Suburban Courts
Hennepin County South Suburban Courts.p8c
nurp50.p8p
MSP_4808.tmp
MSP_4908.pcp
1

~N oW

09/05/78
10/01/78
09/30/79
64
8618
909
30
23
6
6
21

03/16/17
29.5
23.22
6.29
0.98



0 l 34" [21) l l 00 0 l 560 200 1980
FEEL N aug aanin aanin 101084 800 sayaul unpael4 10j0e4 a0 sayaul unpael4
baig daamg ajeq ajeq peo Jouny abeioig Asadul| peot Jjouny sbeinyg Areduw|
doamg dojg uels radw) ssaidag radw) ssaidag

sigjaweled Buideams 1915

<—-sealy Jdemg pajaauuog Aoaig

<-—-sealy Jdemgun) pejosuueg Ajjoaig

agd-sunog ueqingng yinog Ajunog uidauuay

X E€A-8d



P8 Urban Catchment Model, Version 3.5

Case
Title
PrecFile
PartFile

Hennepin County South Suburban Courts.p8c
Hennepin County South Suburban Courts
MSP_4908.pcp

nurp50.p8p

Devices Listed in Downstream QOrder

Device:

Device:

Device:

Aguifer - Out Type:

Infilt from watershed
Infiltration Area Type:
Discharges spillway to

Runoff from watershed

Pipe Out Type:

FirstDate
LastDate
Events

TotalHrs

AQUIFER
P2

INF_BASIN
Pipe Out

P2

PIPE

10/01/78
09/30/79
64
8618

Run Date
Precip(in)
Rain(in)
Snow(in)
TotalYrs

03/16/17
29.5
23.22
6.29
0.98



P8 Urban Catchment Model, Version 3.5

Case
Title
PrecFile
PartFile

Hydraulics

Hennepin County South Suburban Courts.p8c
Hennepin County South Suburban Courts
MSP_4908.pcp

nurp50.p8p

FirstDate
LastDate
Events

TotalHrs

Sedimentation rates assume bulk density of 1 ton per cubic yard of wet sediment.

Variable

Total Inflow
Total Outflow
Mean Inflow
Mean Outflow
Max Inflow
Max Outflow
Min Elev

Max Elev

Max Velocity
Wet Period
WitrBal Error
WirBal Error%
Max Area

Mean Hyd Load
Max Hyd Load
Sed Rate Mass
Sed Rate Vol
Sed Rate Depth
Max Volume
Direct Watershed
Unit Runoff

Units Infiltration Area Pipe Out
ac-ft 2.55 0.00
ac-ft 0.00 0.00
cfs 0.00 0.00
cfs 0.00 0.00
cfs 1.37 0.00
cfs 0.00 0.00
ft 815.81 0.00

ft 816.79 0.00
ft/sec 0.00 0.00
% 1.06 0.00
ac-ft 0.00 0.00
% 0.00 0.00
acres 0.14 0.00
in/day 0.861 0.00
infhr 9.71 0.00
tons/ac-yr 2.62 0.00
yd3/yr 0.37 0.00
infyr 0.02 0.00
ac-ft 0.14 0.00
acres 1.27 0.00

inches/yr 24.52

0.00

10/01/78
09/30/79
64
8618

Run Date
Precip(in)
Rain(in)
Snow(in)
TotalYrs

03/16/17
28.5
23.22
6.29
0.28



P8 Urban Catchment Model, Version 3.5

Case Hennepin County South Suburban Courts. FirstDate
Title Hennepin County South Suburban Courts LastDate
PrecFile MSP_4908.pcp Events

PartFile nurp50.p8p TotalHrs

Watershed areas contributing surface runoff to each device

wirshd
total imperv imperv runoff
acres acres % infyr
Infiltration Area 1.27 1.09 86.10 24.52
TOTAL 1.27 1.09 86.10 24.52

Normalized device areas & volumes vs. performance (tss removal)

wi = impervious watershed area draining directly into device (acres)
wt = total watershed area draining directly into device(acres)

ap = permanent pool area (acres)

vp = permanent pool volume (ac-ft)

at = total device area (acres)

vt = total device volume (ac-ft)

imperv total

ap/wi vplwi ap/wt

device type % inches %
Infiltration Area INF_BASIN 12.83 4.58 11.05

TOTAL NONE 12.83 4.58 11.05

10/01/78
09/30/79
64
8618

permp
area

acres

0.14
0.14

vp/wt
inches
3.94
3.94

volume

ac-ft

0.42
0.42

flood p
at/wt
%
11.05
11.05

Run Date
Precip(in)
Rain(in)
Show(in)
TotalYrs

depth
ft

2.97
2.97

vtiwt
inches
3.94
3.94

03/16/17
29.5
23.22
6.29
0.98

total p
area

acres

0.14
0.14

hydraulic
load

ftiyr
18.49
18.49

volume

ac-ft

0.42
0.42

tss
removal
%

99.91
99.91

depth
ft

2.97
2.97



P8 Urban Catchment Model, Version 3.5

Case
Title
PrecFile
PartFile

Hennepin County South Suburban Courts.p8c

Hennepin County South Suburban Courts

MSP_4908.pcp
nurp50.p8p

Mass Balances by Device and Variable

Device: OVERALL

Mass Balance Term
01 watershed inflows
03 infiltrate

04 exfiltrate

05 filtered

06 normal outlet

08 sedimen + decay
09 total inflow

10 surface outflow

11 groundw outflow
12 total outflow

13 total trapped

14 storage increase
15 mass balance check
Reduction (%)

Device: OVERALL

Mass Balance Term
01 watershed inflows
03 infiltrate

04 exfiltrate

05 filtered

06 normal outlet

08 sedimen + decay
09 total inflow

10 surface outflow

11 groundw outflow
12 total outflow

13 total trapped

14 storage increase
15 mass balance check
Reduction (%)

Device: Infiltration Area

Mass Balance Term
01 watershed inflows
03 infiltrate

04 exfiltrate

05 filtered

08 sedimen + decay
09 total inflow

11 groundw outflow
12 total outflow

13 total trapped

14 storage increase

15 mass balance check

Flow_acft
2.98
2.55
2.55
0.00
0.44
0.00
2.98
0.44
2.55
2.98
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Flow_acft
2.98
2.55
2.55
0.00
0.44
0.00
2.98
0.44
2.55
2.98
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Flow_acft
2.55
2.55
2.55
0.00
0.00
2.55
2.55
2.55
0.00
0.00
0.00

Type: NONE

Flow_cfs
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Type: NONE

Flow_cfs
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Type: INF_BASIN

Flow_cfs
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Load Ibs
721.9
1211

0.0
1211
0.0
600.2
721.9
0.0
0.0
0.0
721.3
0.0
0.7
89.9

Load Ibs
2.4
1.1
0.1
1.1
0.0
1.2
24
0.0
0.1
0.1
2.3
0.0
0.0

96.5

Load Ibs
721.9
1211

0.0
1211
600.2
721.9

0.0

0.0
721.3

0.0

0.7

FirstDate
LastDate
Events
TotalHrs

Load_Ibs/yr

734.3
123.2
0.0
123.2
0.0
610.5
734.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
733.6
0.0
0.7
99.9

Load_Ibs/yr

2.4
1.2
0.1
1.1
0.0
1.2
2.4
0.0
0.1
0.1
2.3
0.0
0.0
96.5

Load_Ibs/yr

734.3
123.2
0.0
123.2
610.5
734.3
0.0
0.0
733.6
0.0
0.7

10/01/78
09/30/79
64
8618

Variable: TSS

Conc_ppm
89.03
17.50

0.00

0.00

89.03
0.00
0.00
0.00

Variable: TP

Conc_ppm
0.29
0.17
0.01

0.01

0.28
0.01
0.01
0.01

Variable: TSS

Conc_ppm
104.35
17.50

0.00

104.35
0.00
0.00

Run Date
Precip(in)
Rain(in)
Snow(in)
TotalYrs

03/16/17
29.5
23.22
6.28
0.98



Reduction (%)

Device: Infiltration Area

Mass Balance Term
01 watershed inflows
03 infiltrate

04 exfiltrate

05 filtered

08 sedimen + decay
09 total inflow

11 groundw outflow
12 total outflow

13 total trapped

14 storage increase
15 mass balance check
Reduction (%)

Device: Pipe Out

Mass Balance Term
Reduction (%)

Device: Pipe Out

Mass Balance Term
Reduction (%)

0.00

Flow_acft
2.55
2.55
2.55
0.00
0.00
2.55
2.55
2.55
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Flow_acft

0.00

Flow_acft

0.00

0.00

Type: INF_BASIN

Flow_cfs
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Type: PIPE

Flow_cfs

0.00

Type: PIPE

Flow_cfs

0.00

98.8

Load Ibs
2.4
1.1
0.1
1.1
1.2
24
0.1
0.1
2.3
0.0
0.0

97.0

Load Ibs
0.0

Load Ibs
0.0

99.9

Load_Ibs/yr
2.4
1.2
0.1
1.1
1.2
2.4
0.1
0.1
2.3
0.0
0.0

97.0

Load_Ibs/yr
0.0

Load_Ibs/yr
0.0

Variable: TP
Conc_ppm
0.34

0.17
0.01

0.34
0.01
0.01

Variable: TSS

Conc_ppm

Variable: TP

Conc_ppm
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Soils Reports

(Subsurface Exploration for Structural Properties)



Geotechnical Evaluation Report

Proposed Southdale Courts Relocation Project
County Project: 0031825
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Re: Geotechnical Evaluation Report
Proposed Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
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Dear Mr. Anderson:
We have completed the Geotechnical Evaluation Report for the proposed Courtroom addition to the
existing City Hall facility in Bloomington, Minnesota. The proposed project inciudes the construction of a

one- {o two-story addition at the southwest corner of the existing building. The addition will consist of
two courtroom facilities with associated office and public spaces.

Please see the attached report for a detsiled discussion of the field exploration results and our
recommendations. The report should be read in its entirety.

Thank vou for making Braun Intertec your geotechnical consultant for this project. Iif you have questions
about this report, or if there are other services that we can provide in support of our work to date,
please call Joe Westphal at 952.995.2238 or Brad McCarter at 952.995.2310,
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A. Introduction

A.1. Project Description

This Geotechnical Evaluation Report addresses the proposed building addition and site improvements at
the current Bloomington City Hall building located at 1800 West Old Shakopee Road in Bloomington,
Minnesota. The project is still in the design phase with two options being considered for the proposed
building addition, each of which would add two courtroom facilities with associated office space for
employees, clerical, and support staff. The primary difference between the two options is the number of

stories: a two-story layout identified as “Option 1.5” or a single story layout identified as “Option 4.”

As part of this investigation, a Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment {ESA) was completed

simultaneously by Braun Intertec. The Phase Il ESA report will be provided under separate cover.
A.2. Purpose

The purpose of this geotechnical evaluation was to provide Hennepin County and their design team with
geotechnical information and recommendations regarding the desigh and construction of the proposed
addition.

A.3. Scope of Services

Our scope of services for this project was originally submitted as a Proposal for Geotechnical Evaluation
and Environmental Services, dated March 17, 2016. We received an email confirmation prior to the start
of site work and written authorization to proceed on April 6, 2016 from Mr. Lee Anderson. Tasks

performed in accordance with our authorized scope of services included:
= Staking the boring locations and determining ground surface elevations at those locations.
= Coordinating the locating of underground utilities near the boring locations.

= Performing sixteen (16) standard penetration test (SPT) borings to a nominal depths ranging

from 15 to 20 feet below grade at the requested locations.

= (Classifying samples taken from the SPT borings and preparing Log of Boring sheets.
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Performing limited laboratory testing on selected penetration test samples.

Preparing this report containing a boring location sketch, exploration logs, a summary of the
geologic materials encountered, results of laboratory tests, and our geotechnical
recommendations for structure subgrade preparation and for use in the design and

construction of foundations, floor slabs, exterior slabs, pavements, and utilities.

A.4. Background Information and Reference Documents

To facilitate our evaluation, we were provided with, or reviewed, the following information or

documents:

A soil boring diagram, prepared by Wold Architects and Engineers (Wold) and undated.

Aerial photographs of the project area using Google Earth®.

Aerial photographs from the Phase | Environmental Site Assessment Report

Surficial Geology of the Twin Cities Metropolitan Area, Minnesota map prepared by the
University of Minnesota, Minnesota Geological Survey. The map is identified as Map M-178,
compiled by Gary N. Meyer and is dated 2007.

Concept plans and layouts for “Option 1.5” and “Option 4,” prepared by Wold, dated May 10,
2016.

A.5. Site Conditions

The existing building is a multi-story, slab on grade structure supported on traditional spread footing

foundations, with a main floor elevation of 824 feet Mean Sea Level (MSL). The southwestern portion of

the existing building has a below grade parking garage with an access ramp near the proposed addition.

The proposed addition will occur in the southwest corner of the site, which is currently being used for

surficial parking and drive lanes with small landscaped areas. The paved areas consist of bituminous

pavement with concrete curb and gutter. The ground surface is relatively flat with elevations at the

boring locations ranging from about 822 1/2 to 828 feet MSL.
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B. Results

B.1. Boring Locations and Elevations

We performed 16 SPT borings (denoted as ST-1 to ST-16) for the project. The boring locations were
determined by Wold based on the proposed location of site improvements and slightly modified in the
field by Braun Intertec based on site access constraints. The SPT borings were staked by Braun Intertec
personnel and performed at the approximate locations shown on the Soil Boring Location Sketch

included in the Appendix.

Exploration locations and surface elevations at the exploration locations were determined using Global
Positioning System (GPS) technology that utilizes the Minnesota Department of Transportation’s

(MnDOT’s) permanent GPS Virtual Reference Network.
B.2. Exploration Logs

B.2.a. Log of Boring Sheets

Log of Baring sheets for our penetration test borings are included in the Appendix. The logs identify and
describe the geologic materials that were penetrated, and present the results of penetration resistance
tests performed within them, laboratory tests performed on penetration test samples retrieved from

them, and groundwater measurements.

Strata boundaries were inferred from changes in the penetration test samples and the auger cuttings.
Because sampling was not performed continuously, the strata boundary depths are only approximate.
The boundary depths likely vary away from the boring locations, and the boundaries themselves may

also occur as gradual rather than abrupt transitions.

B.2.b. Geologic Origins

Geologic aorigins assigned to the materials shown on the logs and referenced within this report were
based on: (1) a review of the background information and reference documents cited above, {2) visual
classification of the various geologic material samples retrieved during the course of our subsurface
exploration, (3) available commaon knowledge of the geologic pracesses and environments that have

impacted the site and surrounding area in the past, and (4) our experience at other sites in the area.
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B.3. Geologic Profile

B.3.a. Geologic Materials
Based on the Surficial Geology Map for Hennepin County, near surface soils are expected to consist of

sandy alluvial depasits, typically covered by artificial fill where land is developed.

The geology observed in samples retrieved from the SPT barings completed for this project was similar to
that anticipated and generally consisted of a variable existing fill layer under the surficial topsoil or
pavement that was further underlain by native alluvial soils to the boring termination depths. The

following subsections describe the observed strata in greater detail.

B.3.b. Pavement

A surficial pavement section consisting of bituminous underlain with aggregate base material was
encountered at many of the boring locations. The following Table 1 summarizes the approximate
measured bituminous and aggregate base thicknesses at the boring locations as measured to the nearest
1inch.

Table 1. Approximate Pavement Section Thicknesses

Bituminous Pavement Aggregate Base*
Boring (inches) (inches)
ST-1 4 12
ST-4 5 8
ST-6 4 8
ST-7 5 12
ST-8 4 6
ST-14 5 8
ST-15 4 8
ST-16 4 8

*Testing was not performed to evaluate whether the aggregate base complies with any regulatory specifications.
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B.3.c. Topsoil and Existing Fill
As an exception to the surficial pavements discussed above, approximately 1/2 to 1-foot of silty sand
(SM), silty clayey sand (SC-SM), or sandy lean clay (CL) existing topsoil fill was encountered at the boring

locations. The topsoil was generally dark brown to black in color.

Underlying the surficial pavement or existing topsail fill discussed above, existing fill was generally
observed in the borings to between 2 1/2 and 13 1/2 feet below grade. The existing fill generally
consisted of silty clayey sand (SC-SM), silty sand (SM), and poorly graded sand with silt (SP-SM) that
occasionally included clayey sand inclusions. The existing fill was generally dark brown in color and

contained variable amounts of gravel. The existing fill was generally observed to be in a moist condition.

Varying amounts of construction debris (predominately concrete) was encountered within the existing fill
in Borings ST-2, ST-3, ST-5, ST-9, ST-11, ST-14, and ST-16. This is relatively common at sites in developed

urban areas.

Approximately 2 1/2 to 5 feet of buried silty sand or silty clayey sand topsoil was observed beneath the
fill at Borings ST-9, ST-13, and ST-14.

B.3.d. Alluvial Deposits

Underlying the existing fill and/or buried topsoil discussed above, alluvial sand deposits were observed to
the boring termination depths. The alluvium generally included silty clayey sand, silty sand, and poorly
graded sand with silt near the overlying materials and transitioned to poorly graded sand (SP) with depth.
The native soils were generally brown to light brown in color and were judged to be in a dry to moist

condition.

B.3.e. Penetration Resistance Tests
The results of our penetration resistance testing from the borings are summarized below in Table 2.

Comments are provided to qualify the significance of the results.

Table 2. Penetration Resistance Data Summary

Range of Penetration

Geologic Material Classification Resistances Comments
Existing Fill SM, SC-SM 4 to 45 BPF* Variably Compacted and
Containing Debris
Buried Topsaoil SM, SC-SM 4to 13 BPF Slightly Organic to Organic
Native Soils SP, SP-SM, SM, SC-SM 4t0 26 BPF Locally Very Loose to Medium

Dense, Generally Loose

*BPF=blows per foot
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B.3.f. Groundwater

Groundwater was not observed as our soil borings were advanced. After the last sample was taken at
Boring ST-5, the boring was continued and blind drilled to a depth of 35 feet to check for groundwater
presence at depth. However, groundwater was not encountered. Based on the moisture contents of the
soil samples retrieved from the barings and our previous experiences in this area, we anticipate
groundwater is currently below the depths explored. Seasonal and annual groundwater fluctuations,

however, should be anticipated.
B.4. Organic Vapor Measurements

At the time they were performed, materials retrieved from the soil borings were screened with a
photoionization detector (PID) to detect volatile organic compounds {VOCs). Screening of the geologic
materials encountered by the borings did not detect organic vapor concentrations above background
levels. PID readings are shown on the right side of the Log of Boring Sheets included in the Appendix,
adjacent to the tested samples. This is for informational purposes only. Environmental considerations at

this site are addressed under separate cover.

B.5. Laboratory Test Results

We performed mechanical analyses through the #200 sieve and moisture content tests in accordance
with American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) procedures on select samples recovered from
the SPT borings to further classify the materials and help determine their engineering properties. The
laboratory test results are shown on the Log of Boring Sheets included in the Appendix, across from the

associated soil samples.

C. Basis for Recommendations

C.1. Design Details

C.1.a. Building Addition and Loads
The project is in preliminary/conceptual stages, thus, no civil or structural plans are available.
Additionally, as described in Section A.1, the project may consist of a one- or two- story layout option.

The building loads will vary with the final design layout.
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Assuming load estimations based on a two-story structure, the building addition would have maximum
individual column loads of less than 300 kips and continuous (wall) loads of less than 10 kips per lineal
foot (KLF). We have assumed interior floor slabs will support live loads of less than 150 pounds per
square foot (PSF).

These values need to be verified and re-evaluated once final design plans have been established. A taller

structure will result in higher anticipated loads.

C.1.b. Site Grading

We understand the building addition finished floor elevation (FFE) will match the existing building grade
of 824 feet MSL. Thus, earthwork cuts and fills of less than about 3 feet are anticipated across the site to
reach finished grades. However, excavations will extend deeper for soil corrections within the building

pad addition and for the buried infiltration system.

C.1.c. Pavements

Information regarding anticipated traffic intensities was not available at this time. We have assumed that
pavements at this site would be subjected to medium-duty loads from vehicle traffic and some daily
delivery/garage truck type loading. Thus, we have assumed traffic loading will be less than 100,000

equivalent 18-kip single axle loads (ESALs) over an assumed design life of 20 years.

C.1.d. Utilities

We assume existing standard below grade utilities, including storm sewer, sanitary sewer and watermain
pipes may be relocated as part of the project. Furthermore, separate water and sewer services may be
installed as part of the addition. Utility plans and invert elevations have not been provided at this time.

We have assumed utility bearing depths will be within 8 to 12 feet of existing site grades.

Based on conversations with the designh team, we understand the storm water improvements will include
a buried infiltrations system below surface parking lot(s). We understand the buried system will likely
have an invert elevation of about 815 feet MSL or about 10 feet below the ground surface, in the area of
ST-5 to ST-8, ST-15, and ST-16.

C.1l.e. Precautions Regarding Changed Information

We have attempted to describe our understanding of the proposed construction to the extent it was
reported to us by others. This is conceptual desigh information, thus, assumptions may have been made
based on our experience with similar projects. If we have not correctly recorded or interpreted the
project details, we should be notified. Additional evaluation and analysis will be necessary once final

design plans have been established.
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C.2. Considerations Impacting Design and Construction

C.2.a. Building Support

The soil boring results and our engineering analysis indicate the proposed exterior building addition can
be supported with spread footing foundations and ground supported slabs with estimated post
construction settlement amounts within typical allowable limits. However, to prepare the subgrade for
building support, soil correction excavations and backfilling will be required to remove pavements,

topsoil fill, existing utilities, undocumented fill, and buried topsaoil.

C.2.b. Building Pad Preparation

The borings encountered a layer of topsail fill and undocumented fill ranging in depth from 2 1/2 to

13 1/2 feet below existing grade over native soils. A layer of buried topsoil was encountered below the
fill in three of the soils borings, but could extend into other areas. Since the fill was either placed in
landscaped areas or as undocumented fill, there is a risk the material was not placed in a manner suitable
for building support and should be removed from below the building addition to help reduce the risk of

settlement.

After removal and replacement of the unsuitable soils, the underlying native soils are anticipated to

generally be suitable for building support.

Groundwater appears to be below the anticipated excavation depths and is not anticipated to adversely

effect on site excavations.

C.2.c. Undermining/Loading of Existing Foundations

Excavations for soil corrections of the building addition are anticipated to extend near the bearing depths
of the spread footings of the existing building, which we anticipate are suppaorted on suitable native soils
or engineered fill. During excavation and construction of the new addition, care should be taken not to
undermine the foundations of the existing building. Precautions as outlined in this report should be

followed to reduce the risk of undermining any existing footings.

Similarly, building addition foundation units are anticipated near the existing poured concrete retaining
walls associated with the access ramp for the underground parking garage. We assume the existing
retaining wall design did not account for increased loading from future structures, therefore it is critical
that the building addition foundation design does not add loads to the in-place retaining walls. Thus,

consideration should be given for the new footing to bear at the same elevation of the existing footings.
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C.2.d. Reuse of On-site Soils

A portion of the existing fill removed during soil corrections is anticipated to consist of topsoil fill or
buried topsoil (organic soils), which are not recommended for reuse as engineered fill. With the
exception of organic soils, the on-site non-organic soils (fill and native) are generally anticipated to be
suitable for reuse as engineered fill, assuming they are properly maoisture conditioned. The borings and
laboratory tests indicated the on-site soils are in a dry to maist condition and moisture conditioning

should be anticipated to properly compact the soil as fill and backfill.

Concrete debris was noted throughout the fill, with lesser amounts of bituminous debris. Any concrete
debris over 3 inches should be removed, prior to reuse. Bituminous debris is not recommended below
the proposed building additions. The reuse of on-site soil assumes the soil is free of environmental
contaminates. Contamination levels and recommendations for material placement/disposal can be found
in the Phase Il ESA Report, issued under separate cover and should be considered along with the

recommendations of this report.

C.2.e. Disturbance of On-site Soils
Native silty sand (SM) and silty clayey sand {SC-SM) was encountered in the soil borings below the fill.
Silty and clayey soils have the potential to become disturbed during construction activities, especially if

they are wet. Care should be taken not to disturb previously prepared subgrades.

C.2.f. Pavement Areas

If pavements are reconstructed or new pavements added, we anticipate the non-organic existing fill soils
and alluvial soils will generally be suitable for pavement support. Subgrade preparation in the pavement
areas should be anticipated to generally consist of topsoil stripping (or removal of existing pavement),

surface compaction of the exposed subgrades, and grading as needed.

D. Recommendations

In accordance with our findings and discussions with the design team, the following sections provide our
geotechnical recommendations for subgrade preparation and for use in the design and construction of

foundations, floor slabs, exterior slabs, utilities, and pavements.

BRAUN
INTERTEC



Hennepin County Facility Service Dept.
Project B1602323

June 20, 2016

Page 10

D.1. Building Subgrade Preparation

D.1.a. Soil Correction Excavations
For building pad preparation, we recommend remaving any pavements, topsoil fill, buried topsoil, and
existing fill soils from below the building foundations, slabs and oversize area. We also recommend any

existing utilities be removed and relocated outside the building pad area.

The foundations and slabs can then be supported directly on new structural fill following the soil
correction of the building pad. However, prior to fill ar foundation placement we recommend the
excavation bottom be observed by a geotechnical engineer, or their representative, to observe that the

bottom soils are suitable for fill and/or foundation support.

Table 3 provides the anticipated soil correction depths at the soil boring locations in the area of the

proposed addition. The final amount of correction will depend on the building addition option selected.
Deeper excavations should be anticipated for removal of existing utilities and associated trench backfill.
The values reference a floor elevation of 824 feet MSL and have been rounded down to the nearest 1/2-

foot.

Table 3. Anticipated Excavation Depths for Sail Correction

Anticipated Depth Approximate Approximate
Ground Surface of Excavation Bottom Elevation Depth Below Floor
Boring Elevation (feet) {Estimated) Elevation (824)
ST-1 8235 9 8141/2 91/2
ST-2 823.9 12 8111/2 121/2
ST-3 824.2 71/2 8161/2 71/2
ST-4 824.2 41/2 8191/2 41/2
ST-5 826.4 5 821 3
ST-8 825 41/2 8201/2 31/2
ST-9 823.6 14 1/2 809 15
ST-10 823.8 11 8121/2 111/2
ST-11 823.5 131/2 810 14
ST-12 823.1 7 816 8
ST-13 823.1 91/2 8131/2 101/2
ST-14 822.7 9 8131/2 101/2
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Excavation depths will vary between the boring locations. Portions of the excavations may also be deeper
than indicated by the borings. Contractors should also be prepared to extend excavations if deeper fill is

encountered.

D.1.b. Excavation Oversizing

To provide lateral support to replacement backfill, additional required fill and the structural loads they
will support, we recommend oversizing {widening) the excavations 1 foot horizontally beyond the outer
edges of the building perimeter footings for each foot the excavations extend below bottom-of-footing

elevations (1H:1V oversizing).

D.1.c. Excavations Near Existing Foundations

While the existing foundations are anticipated to be supported on suitable native soils or engineered fill,
(a corrected pad) excavations to perform soil corrections for the building additions will extend near or
below existing footing grades. The exact depth and proximity of these excavations to the existing
footings will not be known until construction. To help prevent undermining of the existing foundations,
we recommend soil correction or other excavations within 5 feet horizontally of the existing building
footings only extend down to the tops of the existing footings. After reaching this depth, a geotechnical
engineer should then observe the excavation bottom to evaluate the suitability of the soils near the

existing foundation for support of the new floor slab and foundation.

If additional excavations are required below existing footing, we recommend they not enter the zone
extending within a 1 1/2H:1V slope outward and downward from the bottom of the existing foundation.
If this is not possible, underpinning or other methods of supporting and preventing undermining of the

existing foundation may be required.

D.1.d. Selecting Excavation Backfill and Additional Required Fill

On-site, non-arganic soils may be used as structural backfill, assuming they can be properly compacted. If
imported soils are needed, we recommend they consist of sands with less than 25 percent by weight
passing the #200 sieve for uniformity with on-site soils. Any material to be used as engineered should be

tested and approved by a geotechnical engineer prior to placement.

D.l.e. Placement and Compaction of Backfill and Fill

We recommend the backfill and fill be placed in lifts not exceeding 8 inches in thickness. We recommend
fill soils be compacted to the minimum densities summarized in Table 4, determined in accordance with
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Test Method D 698 (standard Proctor). Granular fill
classified as SP or SP-SM (with less than 12 percent by weight passing the #200 sieve) should be placed
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within 65 percent to 105 percent of its optimum moisture content as determined by the standard
Proctor. Remaining fill soils should be placed within 3 percentage points above and 1 percentage point

below its optimum maoisture content as determined by the standard Proctor.

Table 4. Compaction Recommendations Summary

Minimum Compaction
Location {Standard Proctor)
Below Foundations 98%
Below Interior and Exterior Slabs 95%
Landscape Areas 90%
Within 3 feet of Pavement 100%
Below 3 feet in Pavement Areas 95%

D.1.f. Excavation Side Slopes

Most of the on-site soils generally appear to consist of soils meeting OSHA Type C soils which require a
1 1/2H:1V slope per OSHA. An OSHA approved competent person should review the excavation
conditions in the field. If site constraints do not allow the construction of temporary slopes with these
dimensions, then temporary shoring may be required, and we should be consulted for additional

recommendations.

All excavations must comply with the requirements of OSHA 29 CFR, Part 1926, Subpart P, “Excavations
and Trenches.” This document states that excavation safety is the responsibility of the contractor.

Reference to these OSHA requirements should be included in the project specifications.
D.2. Spread Footings

D.2.a. Embedment Depth
For frost protection, we recommend embedding perimeter footings a minimum depth of 42 inches below

the lowest exterior grade. Interior footings may be placed directly below floor slabs.

We recommend embedding building footings not heated during winter construction, and other unheated
footings associated with canopies or stoops a minimum of depth 60 inches below the lowest exterior

grade.
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For new building foundations constructed adjacent to the foundations and in-place retaining walls of the
existing structures, we recommend the new foundations be constructed to bear at approximately the
same elevation as the existing foundations. Foundations constructed above existing foundations can

exert detrimental stresses on existing foundations and walls.

D.2.b. Net Allowable Bearing Pressure

We anticipate foundations for the building addition will bear on new engineered fill following soil
corrections and/or native alluvium. We recommend sizing spread footings bearing on these materials to
exert a net allowable bearing pressure of 4,000 psf, including all transient loads. This value includes a
safety factor of at least 3.0 with regard to bearing capacity failure. We recommend column footings be a

minimum of 3 feet square and strip footings at least 2 feet wide.

D.2.c. Settlement
We estimate that total and differential settlements among the new footings will amount to less than

1 and 1/2 inch, respectively, under the assumed loads.

Because the existing building will not likely settle along with the proposed addition, approximately up to
1/2-inch of differential settlement could occur between the existing building and the addition. To

accommodate this settlement, we recommend this be accounted for during design.
D.3. Interior Slabs

D.3.a. Subgrade Modulus

Anticipating slabs will be placed on native clean sands or compacted clean sand fill, we recommend using
a modulus of subgrade reaction, k, of 150 pounds per square inch per inch of deflection {pci) to design
the slabs. If 6 inches of compacted aggregate base (such as MnDOT Class 5 aggregate base) is placed
immediately below the floor slab, the k-value can be increased by 50 pounds per square inch. The clean
sands on this site will likely not be stable for support of construction equipment. The aggregate will also

help provide a more stable working surface for construction.

D.3.b. Moisture Vapor Protection

If floor coverings or coatings less permeable than the concrete slab will be used, we recommend that a
vapor retarder or vapor barrier be placed immediately beneath the slab. Floor covering manufacturers
regarding the appropriate type, use, and installation of the vapor retarder or barrier to preserve

warranty assurances.
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D.4. Rammed Aggregate Piers

Based on the anticipated depth of excavations that would be needed to remove the existing fill and
organics from the building area, it appears that conventional sail corrections would be significant. Thus,
as an alternative, subgrade improvements consisting of the installation of rammed aggregate piers could
be performed to prepare portions of the building pad. They have been used on a variety of projects in
Minnesota and throughout the Midwest, and are ideal in situations with previously placed fill or soft soils

within 20 feet of the ground surface.

A subgrade improved with rammed aggregate piers will reduce the potential for detrimental settlement
associated with the existing fill to occur, provide adequate bearing capacity, reduce potential impacts to

adjacent site features, and reduce the volume of subgrade soils disturbed at this site.

D.4.a. Typical Installation

Rammed aggregate piers are constructed by auguring a hole, removing the volume of soil from the hole,
and building a column of clean, open graded aggregate. The column is constructed with aggregate placed
in lifts using a compactor from the bottom up. The vibratory energy and ramming action causes the
aggregate to interlock, forming a stiff pier that provides soil reinforcement and increases shear
resistance. Installation of rammed aggregate piers is typically performed relatively quickly by a qualified
contractor. We recommend that rammed aggregate piers be designed by a licensed engineer and
installed by a specialty contractor with proven experience with this type of construction and in this
region. An independent testing firm should be retained to observe the installation of the rammed
aggregate piers. The observations should include installed length, consistency of soil profile with the
geotechnical evaluation confirmation of the materials, and confirmation of installation techniques.

Without field monitaring of installation we recommend that the factor of safety be increased.

We recommend rammed aggregate piers be installed under both foundations and floor slabs for the
building. The rammed aggregate piers should extend through the existing fill to bear on the underlying

alluvial soils.

D.4.b. Net Allowable Bearing Pressure
After reinforcement with Rammed Aggregate Piers, the foundations may be designed as conventional

spread footings, following the recommendations presented in section D.2.
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D.4.c. Floor Slabs

We understand there is considerable cost savings to be gained by not performing soil corrections or
installing rammed aggregate piers for support of floor slabs. In doing this there is some risk of
detrimental settlement that could occur relative to the slabs. The risks include the possibility of buried
debris, organics, poorly compacted fill, or other conditions which could allow soils to settle and lead to
slab damage. However, due to the relatively light loads that the slabs will support, we bhelieve this risk of
settlement to be minimal. The owner must be willing to accept this risk if nho corrective action is taken in

slab areas.

If the owner is willing to accept this risk, the floor slab may be a conventional concrete slab-on-grade

following recommendations in section D.3.

D.5. Exterior Slabs

Though not necessarily designed to accommodate dead and live load surcharges or vehicles, exterior
slabs can be subjected to both. Settlement of exterior slabs on poorly compacted foundation backfill,
utility backfill, and other compressible naturally deposited soils or fills can also contribute to unfavorable
surface drainage conditions and frost-related damage to the slabs and adjacent structures, including
buildings and pavements. Subgrades supporting exterior slabs should therefore be prepared in
accordance with the excavation and backfilling recommendations provided above in Section D.1. To
accommodate the potential for exterior slabs bearing unanticipated traffic loads, we recommend
compacting fill and backfill to 100 percent standard Proctor density. Below 3 feet of the exterior slab
elevation, 95 percent relative compaction is acceptable. Additional commentary on the risks associated

with frost, and recommendations for helping mitigate those risks, is provided in Section D.7.
D.6. Pavements

D.6.a. Subgrade Preparation

For construction or reconstruction of paved areas, we first recommend stripping of existing pavements
and other unsuitable or arganic soils, if encountered. After stripping, we recommend the subgrade be
surface compacted with a large self-propelled vibratory compactor. We recommend the existing
subgrade be moisture conditioned to near optimum moisture content and surface compacted to a
minimum of 100 percent of standard Proctor density if within 3 feet of the proposed pavement

subgrade. If below 3 feet, surface compaction of 95 percent should be adequate.
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If there are areas where the subgrade cannot be compacted, we recommend the upper 2 feet of the
resulting subgrade be scarified to a moisture content not more than 2 percent above optimum and
compacted to a minimum of 100 percent its standard Proctor maximum dry density. If there are areas
that still cannot be compacted, we recommend that the unstable materials be subexcavated to a depth
of 2 to 3 feet and be replaced by materials that can be compacted. However, actual subcut depths and
replacement material should be reviewed by a geotechnical engineer in the field. Depending on the
depth of the subcut and underlying material, suitable subcut backfill material could consist of MNnDOT

Granular Borrow, aggregate base, larger crushed aggregate, geogrid, or geotextile fabric.

D.6.b. Design Sections
Laboratory tests to determine an R-value for pavement design were not included in the scope of this
project. Based on the results of our borings and our experience with similar soils, we recommend an

R-value of 30 be assumed for the site.

Based upon the assumed traffic loads and an R-value of 30, we recommend that new pavement sections

include the materials and minimum thicknesses per Table 5.

Table 5. Recommended Bituminous and Concrete Pavement Sections

Thickness
Pavement Type Layer (inches) MnDOT Specification
11/2 (Wear Course)
Bituminous 2360
Flexible Pavement 2 1/2 (Base Course)
Aggregate Base 8 3138
Concrete* 5 2301
Rigid Pavement
Aggregate Base 6 3138

*Concrete designs are based on a modulus of subgrade reaction (k) of 150 pci. Concrete at entrance canopies or other areas
exposed to high volume turning should be reinforced.

The above pavement designs are based upon a 20-year performance life. This is the amount of time
before major reconstruction is anticipated. This performance life assumes maintenance, such as seal
coating and crack sealing, is routinely performed. The actual pavement life will vary depending on

variations in weather, traffic conditions, and maintenance.
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D.6.c. Materials

We recommend that the bituminous wear and base courses meet the requirements of Specification
2360, Type SP. We recommend the aggregate gradations for the asphalt mixes meet Gradation B for the
base course and Gradation A for the surface course. We recommend the Perfarmance Graded Asphalt
cement be a PG 64-28.

In accordance with the above recommendations, we recommend specifying the follow mixes:

= Base Course: SPNWB330E
= Wear Course: SPWEA340E

We recommend the aggregate base be compacted to a minimum of 100 percent of its maximum
standard Proctor dry density. We recommend that the bituminous pavement be compacted to at least

92 percent of the maximum theoretical Rice density.

We recommend specifying concrete for pavements that has a minimum 28-day compressive strength of
4,000 psi, and a modulus of rupture {Mr) of at least 600 psi. We also recommend Type | cement meeting
the requirements of ASTM C 150. We recommend specifying 5 to 7 percent entrained air for exposed

concrete to provide resistance to freeze-thaw deterioration. We also recommend using a water/cement

ratio of 0.45 or less for concrete exposed to deicers.

D.6.d. Subgrade Drainage
We recommend installing perforated drainpipes throughout pavement areas at low points and about
catch basins. The drainpipes should be placed in small trenches extended at least 8 inches below the

aggregate base material.
D.7. Frost Protection

Much of the exterior slabs and pavements will likely be underlain with sandy soils that are considered to
be nan- to slightly-frost susceptible. However, existing silty sand fill soils with clayey lenses and existing
silty clayey sand fill were also observed near the ground surface. Soils of these types can retain moisture
or heave upon freezing. However, once frozen, any excess water that drains to this soil will not infiltrate.
If this water is not properly drained from the site, this undrained water will freeze and unfavorable
amounts of general and isolated heaving of the related surface features could also develop. This type of
heaving could impact design drainage patterns and the performance of the paved areas or exterior slabs.
To address most of the heave related issues, we recommend the general site grades and grades for
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surface features be set to direct surface drainage away from buildings, across large paved areas and
away from walkways to limit the potential for saturation of the subgrade and any subsequent heaving.
General grades should also have enough “slope” shown to tolerate potential larger areas of heave which
may not fully settle when thawed.

Even small amounts of frost-related differential movement at walkway joints or cracks can create
tripping hazards. Several subgrade improvement options can be explored to address this condition. The
most conservative and potentially most costly subgrade improvement option to help limit the potential
for heaving, but not eliminate it, would be to remove any frost-susceptible soils present below the
exterior slabs “footprint” down to the bottom-of-footing grades or to a maximum depth of 4 feet below
subgrade elevations, whichever is less. We recommend the resulting excavation then be refilled with
sand or sandy gravel having less than 50 percent of the particles, by weight, passing the #40 sieve and
less than 5 percent of the particles, by weight, passing a #200 sieve. We anticipate such soils will be
available on site.

An important geometric aspect of the excavation and replacement approach described above is sloping
the banks of the excavations to create a more gradual transition between the unexcavated soils
considered to be frost-susceptible and the excavation backfill which is not, to attenuate differential
movement that may occur along the excavation boundary. We recommend 3H:1V banks along

transitions between frost-susceptible and non-frost-susceptible soils.

Another option is to only protect critical areas, such as doorways and entrances, via stoops or localized
excavations with sloped transitions between frost-susceptible and non-frost-susceptible soils as

described above.

Regardless of what is done to the subgrade, it will be critical the end-user develop a detailed
maintenance program to seal and/or fill any cracks and joints that may develop during the useful life of
the various surface features. Concrete will experience episodes of normal thermo-expansion and thermo-
contraction during its useful life. During this time, cracks may develop and joints may open up, which will
expose the subgrade and allow any water flowing overland to enter the subgrade and either saturate the
subgrade soils or to become perched atop it. This occurrence increases the potential for heave due to
freezing conditions in the general vicinity of the crack or joint. This type of heave has the potential to
become excessive if not addressed as part of a maintenance program. Special attention should be paid to
areas where dissimilar materials abut one another, where construction joints occur, and where shrinkage

cracks develop.
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D.8. Utilities

D.8.a. Subgrade Stabilization

The soils encountered at typical utility invert elevations generally appear suitable for pipe support and
we anticipate that utilities can be installed per the manufacturer’s bedding requirements. However, if
unstable or organic soils are encountered at pipe invert elevations, they should be subcut and replaced
with crushed aggregate. Typical subcut depths below pipe invert grades are 1 to 2 feet, depending on the
geologic conditions and proposed construction. We recommend a geatechnical engineer observe any

utility trench excavations.

D.8.b. Excavation Side Slopes
We recommend excavation side slopes be constructed in accordance with the recommendations

provided in Section D.1.f. or trench boxes may be needed.

D.8.c. Selection, Placement, and Compaction of Backfill

Utility backfill may consist of non-organic on-site soils that are readily compactable. The clayey or silty
soils removed from the utility trenches will likely need to be moisture conditioned to allow for proper
compaction as backfill or may need to be replaced with sails that can be properly compacted. Organic

soils should not be used as trench backfill below structures or pavements.

We recommend placing and compacting utility backfill in accordance with the recommendations

provided above in Section D.1.e. depending on what overlies the trench.
D.9. Stormwater Improvements

We understand the project will require stormwater infiltration to meet requirements of the Nine Mile
Creek watershed district. The buried infiltration system will likely infiltrate at a depth of about 10 feet
below the ground surface in the area of ST-5 to ST-8, ST-15, and ST-16. Select samples from these soil
borings were tested for grain size analysis and each was classified as SP or SP-SM soil. The results of the

grain size analysis tests are attached in the appendix of this report.

We recommend using the infiltration rates presented in Table 6 below, which were obtained from Table
12.Bl0.8 of the “Minnesota Storm Water Manual”, Revised December 16, 2013, for infiltration basin
design in conjunction with our opinion of expected levels. The rates below are based on soil classification

and assume the soils are not saturated (i.e. above the local groundwater table).
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Table 6. Design Infiltration Rates
Design Infiltration Rate
In Place Soil Types Soil Description {in/hr)
SP or SP-SM Poorly Graded Sand or Poorly Graded Sand with Silt 0.8
SM Silty Sand 0.45
SC or SC-SM Clayey Sand or Silty Clayey Sand 0.06

T The Minnesota Storm Water Manual does not provide an infiltration rate for soil meeting the ASTM Classification SP-SM,
the provided rate represents our estimate.

It should be noted that soils meeting the ASTM Classification SP and SP-SM typically have higher
infiltration rates than the values presented in the Minnesota Stormwater Manual. The accumulation of
fine grained soils {silts and clays), topsoil or organic matter mixed into or washed onto the granular sail,
will dramatically lower the permeability. These areas should be maintained and protected during
construction. Additionally, when the system comes into use, organic matter and silt washed into the
system can, over time, fill the soil pores and further reduce soil permeability. Proper maintenance is

important for long term performance of infiltration systems.

If verification of the actual, in-place hydraulic conductivity/infiltration rate used for desigh is desired
during or after construction, we recommend the testing of the hydraulic conductivity/infiltration rate be
performed with a double ring Infiltrometer in accordance with ASTM D 3385 “Standard Test Method for
Infiltration Rate of Sails in Field Using Double-Ring Infiltrometers”. We would be pleased to provide these
services if required or requested. The tests should be performed directly on the planned infiltration basin

subgrade.
D.10. Construction Quality Control

D.10.a.Special Inspection and Testing of Soils

We recommend having the excavation and placement of fill within the building pad be placed under the
direction of Special Inspections as provided in Chapter 17, Section 1704.7 of the International Building
Code. This requires the observation of soil or bedrock conditions below fill or footings, to evaluate if
excavations extend to the anticipated soils and if fill material meets requirements for type of fill and
compaction condition of fill. This wark should include evaluation of the subgrade, note the preparation of
the subgrade such as surface compaction, excavation oversizing, placement procedures and matetrials

used for fill, and compaction testing of the fill.
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This work should be carried out under the direction of a licensed geotechnical engineer. The purpose of
these special inspections is to evaluate whether the work is being carried out in accordance with the

approved Geotechnical Report for the project.

D.10.b.Excavation Observations

We recommend having a geotechnical engineer observe any excavations related to subgrade preparation
and spread footing, slab, and pavement construction. The purpose of the observations is to evaluate the
competence of the geologic materials exposed in the excavations, and the adequacy of required

excavation oversizing.

D.10.c. Materials Testing
We recommend density tests be taken in excavation backfill and additional required fill placed below
spread foatings, slab construction, beside foundation walls, behind basement walls, and below

pavements.

D.10.d.Pavement Subgrade Proofroll

Prior to placing granular subbase and aggregate base material, we recommend proofrolling pavement
subgrades to determine if the subgrade materials are loose, soft, or weak, and in need of further
stabilization, compaction or subexcavation and recompaction, or replacement. Additional proofrolls
should be performed after the granular subbase and aggregate base material is in place and prior to

placing bituminous or concrete pavement.

We recommend that proofrolling of the pavement subgrades be observed by a geotechnical engineer to
determine if the results of the procedure meet project specifications, or delineate the extent of

additional pavement subgrade preparation wark.

D.10.e.Cold Weather Precautions
If site grading and construction is anticipated during cold weather, all snow and ice should be removed
from cut and fill areas prior to additional grading. No fill should be placed on frozen subgrades. No frozen

soils should be used as fill.
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E. Procedures

E.1. Penetration Test Borings

The penetration test borings were drilled with a truck-mounted core auger drill equipped with hollow-
stem auger. The borings were performed in accordance with ASTM D 1586. Penetration test samples
were taken at 2 1/2- or 5-foot intervals. Actual sample intervals and corresponding depths are shown on

the boring logs.
E.2. Material Classification and Testing

E.2.a. Visual and Manual Classification
The geologic materials encountered were visually and manually classified in accordance with ASTM Test
Method D 2488. A chart explaining the classification system is attached. Samples were sealed in jars and

returned to our facility for review and storage.

E.2.b. Laboratory Testing
The results of the laboratory tests performed on geologic material samples are noted on or follow the
appropriate attached exploration logs. The tests were performed in accordance with ASTM procedures.

E.3. Groundwater Measurements

The drillers checked for groundwater as the penetration test borings were advanced, and again after

auger withdrawal. The boreholes were then backfilled as noted on the boring logs.

F. Qualifications

F.1. Variations in Subsurface Conditions

F.1.a. Material Strata

Our evaluation, analyses, and recommendations were developed from a limited amount of site and
subsurface information. It is not standard engineering practice to retrieve material samples from
exploration locations continuously with depth, and therefore strata boundaries and thicknesses must be
inferred to some extent. Strata boundaries may also be gradual transitions, and can be expected to vary

in depth, elevation, and thickness away from the exploration locations.
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Variations in subsurface conditions present between exploration locations may not be revealed until
additional exploration work is completed, or construction commences. If any such variations are
revealed, our recommendations should be re-evaluated. Such variations could increase construction

costs, and a contingency should be provided to accommodate them.

F.1.b. Groundwater Levels

Groundwater measurements were made under the conditions reported herein and shown on the
exploration logs, and interpreted in the text of this report. It should be noted that the observation
periods were relatively short, and groundwater can be expected to fluctuate in response to rainfall,
flooding, irrigation, seasonal freezing and thawing, surface drainage modifications, and other seasonal
and annual factors.

F.2. Continuity of Professional Responsibility

F.2.a. Plan Review

This report is based on a limited amount of information, and a number of assumptions were necessary to
help us develop our recommendations. It is recommended that our firm review the geotechnical aspects
of the designs and specifications, and evaluate whether the design is as expected, if any design changes
have affected the validity of our recommendations, and if our recommendations have been correctly
interpreted and implemented in the designs and specifications.

F.2.b. Construction Observations and Testing

It is recommended that we be retained to perform observations and tests during construction. This will
allow correlation of the subsurface conditions encountered during construction with those encountered
by the borings, and provide continuity of professional responsibility.

F.3. Use of Report

This report is for the exclusive use of the parties to which it has been addressed. Without written
approval, we assume no responsibility to other parties regarding this report. Our evaluation, analyses,
and recommendations may not be appropriate for other parties or projects.

F.4. Standard of Care

In performing its services, Braun Intertec used that degree of care and skill ordinarily exercised under
similar circumstances by reputable members of its profession currently practicing in the same locality.

No warranty, express or implied, is made.
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LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323 BORING:

GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

ST-1

LOCATION: See attached sketch.
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Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-2
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUAT.ION . LOCATION: See attached sketch.
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g Bloomington, Minnesota
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O
2
20 No recovery.
811.9 12.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
_ light brown, moist, loose to medium dense. _X 10 0.0
(Alluvium)
o _X 12 0.0
|
: 26 No recovery.
802.9 21.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-2 page 1 of
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LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-3

GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

=
foul
.2
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/29/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
@I 824.2 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
3 8235 0.6 | FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, with roots
I FILL and fibers, dark brown, moist.
= (Topsail Fill)
‘g}‘s - FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, with Gravel,
= B dark brown to brown, moist. _X 43 0.0
= Concrete and bituminous debris noted from
é _ approximately 2 1/2 to 5 feet. -
g _
2 X 21 0.0
|
2l- —
g
ol — _
2 816.7 7.5
% _ SILTY CLAYEY SAND, brown, moist, loose. M 8 17 1 0.0
K (Alluvium)
~ 8147 9.5 i
POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to
medium-grained, brown, moist, loose. 10 0.0
— (Alluvium) _
812.2 12.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
_ light brown, moist, very loose to medium dense. _X 5 0.0
(Alluvium)
o _X 4 0.0
|
' With Gravel at about 20 feet. 18 0.0
803.2 21.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-3 page 1 of
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AU N

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323 BORING:

GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

ST-4

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

B
foul
.2
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autochammer DATE: 3/31/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
"él 824.2 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
3 PAV 5 inches of bituminous over 8 inches of aggregate
3|_ 823.1 1.1 base. _
k= FILL FILL: Silty Clayey Sand, trace Gravel, dark brown,
‘g}‘s — moist. -
Wl _X 18 0.0
3
0O
2~ 8197 7
% _ SILTY SAND, fine-grained, brown, moist, loose. _ |
= (Alluvium) X 7 11 | 0.0
2l- -
3l
5|__817.2
B POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
- light brown, moist, loose to medium dense. _X 8 0.0
& (Alluvium)
7 0.0
_ _X 12 5 | 0.0 | P200=4%
o _X 10 0.0
|
' With Gravel at about 20 feet. 19 0.0
803.2
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-4 page 1 of
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AU N

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

BORING:

ST-5

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

805.4 21.0

Blind drilled to 35 feet to check for groundwater. No
sampling performed.

=
foul
9
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/31/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
@I 826.4 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
28262 034 FILL &% FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace fibers,
3|— FILL black, moist.
= (Topsail Fill)
‘g}‘s - FILL: Silty Clayey Sand, trace Gravel, gray and brown, —|
= B moist. _X 30 0.0
§ Concrete debris noted at about 2 1/2 feet.
E — _
E| 821.4 5.0
e POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to 15 0.0
99— medium-grained, brown, moist, medium dense. _
a Alluvi
2| 8194| 7.0 (Alluvium)
B POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
% _ light brown, dry to moist, loose. _X 7 3 | 0.0 |P200=4%
& (Alluvium)
8 0.0
_ _X 8 0.0
o _X 6 0.0
807.4 19.0
| POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to coarse-grained,
|— trace Gravel, brown, moist, loose.
(Alluvium) 10 0.0

B1602323

Braun Intertec Corporation

ST-5 page1of2
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AU N

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

BORING:

ST-5 (cont.)

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

D

fo
2
T

3
‘g DRILLER: R. Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3131116 SCALE: 1"=4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
EI 794.4 32.0| Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
= Blind drilled to 35 feet to check for groundwater. No

3| sampling performed. (continued) _

O
“G'J' — —
2

w|_791.4 35.0

§ END OF BORING. 0.0
' _
g Water not observed while drilling.

5 — —
: Boring immediately backfilled.
22— -
s

ol— _

&
[

=l —— —

O
2

|

|- _

B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-5 page2of2



BRAUN" LOG OF BORING

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-6
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUAT.ION . LOCATION: See attached sketch.
~| Southdale Courts Relocation Project
5| 1800 West Old Shakopee Road
g Bloomington, Minnesota
o
‘g DRILLER: R. Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/31/116 SCALE: 1"=4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
EI 827.9 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
3 PAV 4 inches of bituminous over 8 inches of aggregate
é 826.9 1.0 base.
K<) FILL FIL_L: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, brown,
§_ 825.4 25 moist. 1
@l _ POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to V) 13 0.0
§ medium-grained, brown, moi_st, medium dense.
|~ 8234| 45 (Alluvium) 7
% _ POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained, __|
[ light brown, dry to moist, loose. 9 0.0
2l- (Alluvium) _
s
ol— _
g
e I N 9 0.0
O
2
5 3 | 0.0 |P200=2%
_ — See Grain Size
Accumulation
_ — Curve.
_ I\ 6 0.0
813.9 14.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to coarse-grained,
_ trace Gravel, brown, moist, medium dense. _|
(Alluvium) 12 0.0
811.9 16.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
|
|— —
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-6 page 1 of




B IR

AU N

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

BORING:

ST-7

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

B
foul
.2
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autochammer DATE: 3/29/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
EI 827.0 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
%:1 PAV 5 inches of bituminous over 12 inches of aggregate
o~ 825.6 1.4 base. .
bt I FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, dark brown |
§ to brown, moist.
ol M 25 0.0
3
is)
g~ 7
g _
2 9 8 |00
|
21— _
al
Bl Trace concrete debris noted at about 7 feet. _
2 819.5 7.5
% _ POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained, _\\| 6 0.0
K light brown, dry, loose.
—1— (Alluvium) _
6 2 |00
_ M 6 0.0
813.5 13.5
_ POORLY GRADED SAND, medium- to _
coarse-grained, trace Gravel, brown, moist, loose.
— (Alluvium) _
7 0.0
811.0 16.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
|
|— _
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-7 page 1 of
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AU N

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

BORING:

ST-8

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

=
foul
8
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autochammer DATE: 3/29/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
@I 825.0 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
3 8242 0.8 PAV 4 inches of bituminous over 6 inches of aggregate
=" ~[FILL base. A
L FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace
‘g}‘s - Gravel, dark brown to brown, moist. —
Wl _X 11 0.0
3
9
2~ 8205 4.5 7
% _ POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to |
[ medium-grained, brown, moist, loose. X 10 0.0
2l- (Alluvium) _
g
% _ _
= _X 8 6 | 0.0 |P200=6%
K See Grain Size
1- - Accumulation
815.5 9.5 _ _ _ Curve.
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
light brown, moist, loose. 8 0.0
— (Alluvium) _
_ _X 10 0.0
— 8105 14.5 i
_ POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to coarse-grained,
trace Gravel, brown, moist, loose to medium dense. X 10 0.0
— (Alluvium) _
|
' 14 0.0
804.0 21.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-8 page 1 of




BRAUN" LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-9
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUAT.ION . LOCATION: See attached sketch.
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

(See Descriptive Terminology sheet for explanation of abbreviations)

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/29/16 SCALE: 1" =4
Elev. | Depth
feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC |PID| Tests or Notes
| 823.6 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
823 1 05| FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine-grained, with roots and fibers,
— FILL dark brown, moist.
(Topsail Fill)
- FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace —
Gravel, brownish gray to dark brown, moist. X 45 0.0
8181 55 _X 22 10 | 0.0
_ FILL FILL: Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine- to _

medium-grained, brown, moist.

_ Concrete debris noted at about 9 1/2 feet.
814.1 9.5

TS “—7’ SILTY CLAYEY SAND, fine-grained, black to dark
v, w4 brown, moist. 4 0.0
(Buried Topsoil) —

~ 809.1 14.5

POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained, __|
brown, moist, loose. 7 0.0
(Alluvium) _

802.6 21.0

END OF BORING.
Water not observed while drilling.

Boring immediately backfilled.

B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-9 page 1 of
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AU N

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

BORING: ST-10

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

B
foul
.2
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autochammer DATE: 3/29/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
EI 823.8 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
2|_8233 05| FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, with roots
3 FILL and fibers, black, moist.
= (Topsail Fill)
‘g}‘s - FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, brown to —
= B dark brown, moist. _X 24 8 oo
3
is)
g~ 7
g _
2 X 15 0.0
|
2l- —
3l
'5|__816.8 7.0
B FILL FILL: Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine- to
% _ medium-grained, with clayey layers, brown, moist. _X 16 0.0
&
16 8 | 0.0
812.8 11.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
_ light brown, moist, medium dense to loose. |
(Alluvium)
_ _X 15 0.0
o _X 9 0.0
|
' 6 0.0
802.8 21.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-10 page 1 of 1



BRAUN"

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323

BORING: ST-11

GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4"HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/30/16 SCALE: 1"=4
Elev. | Depth
feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC |PID| Tests or Notes
| 8235 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm

(See Descriptive Terminology sheet for explanation of abbreviations)

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

— FILL and fibers, dark brown, moist.
(Topsoil Fill)

8232 034 FILL & FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, with roots /[

- FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace

B Gravel, dark brown, moist. _X 20 0.0
~819.0 4.5 B
_ FILL FILL: Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine- to _ |
medium-grained, trace Gravel, brown, moist. X 22 0.0
B Concrete debris noted at about 5 feet. ]
816.5 7.0
FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace
_ Gravel, brown, moist. _X 26 8 | 0.0
19 0.0
_ M 5 0.0
810.0 13.5
_ POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained, _|
trace Gravel, light brown, moist, medium dense.
— (Alluvium) _
X 17 0.0
804.5 19.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, medium- to
- coarse-grained, brown, moist, medium dense.
{(Alluvium) 13 0.0

802.5 21.0

END OF BORING.
Water not observed while drilling.

Boring immediately backfilled.

B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation

8T-11 page 1 of 1



BRAUN" LOG OF BORING

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-12
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUAT.ION . LOCATION: See attached sketch.
~| Southdale Courts Relocation Project
5| 1800 West Old Shakopee Road
g Bloomington, Minnesota
o
g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4"HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/30/16 SCALE: 1"=4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
EI 823.1 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
28229 034 FILL &% FILL: Silty Clayey Sand, fine- to medium-grained, roots
i FILL and fibers, dark brown, moist.
5 (Topsoil Fill)
‘g}‘s - FILL: Silty Clayey Sand, trace Gravel, dark brown. -
K
@ _ _X 15 0.0
=
3
2|~ 8186| 45 7
% _ FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, brown, _ |
- moist. X 24 7 |00
3~ ;
3l
2| 816.1 7.0 4
B SC- / ﬁ.;A SILTY CLAYEY SAND, brown, moist, medium dense.
ol_ SM g (Alluvium) _X 13 0.0
& ol
~813.6| 9.5 Al 5
POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to
medium-grained, brown, moist, loose. 7 0.0
— (Alluvium) _
811.1 12.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
_ light brown, moist, loose to medium dense. _X 9 0.0
(Alluvium)
o _X 13 0.0
|
' 25 0.0
802.1 21.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation 8T-12 page 1 of 1



BRAUN" LOG OF BORING

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-13
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUAT.ION . LOCATION: See attached sketch.
~| Southdale Courts Relocation Project
5| 1800 West Old Shakopee Road
g Bloomington, Minnesota
|
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autochammer DATE: 3/31/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
EI 823.1 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
2|_8225 05| FILL FILL: Sandy Lean Clay, trace roots, dark brown, moist.
3| FILL (Topsoil Fill) i
L FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace
‘g}‘s - bituminous, dark brown, moist. -
& M 14 0.0
3
g__819.1 4.0
£ FILL FILL: Poorly Graded Sand with Silt, fine- to
% _ medium-grained, with Gravel, brown, moist. _|
(ot 36 0.0
|
2l- —
3l
5|__816.1 7.0
B TS i SILTY SAND, fine- to medium-grained, black to dark
- /¥4 brown, moist. M s 0.0
S S (Buried Topsoil)
~ B813.6 9.5 B
SILTY SAND, fine-grained, brown, moist, loose.
(Alluvium) 7 12 | 0.0
811.1 12.0
POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to
_ medium-grained, brown, moist, loose. _X 8 0.0
(Alluvium)
— 808.6 14.5 B
_ POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained, __|
light brown, moist, loose to medium dense. 9 0.0
— (Alluvium) _
|
' 13 0.0
802.1 21.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation ST-13 page 1 of 1
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LOG OF BORING

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-14
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUAT.ION . LOCATION: See attached sketch.
~| Southdale Courts Relocation Project
5| 1800 West Old Shakopee Road
g Bloomington, Minnesota
|
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autochammer DATE: 3/30/16 SCALE: 1"=4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
EI 822.7 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
3 PAV 5 inches of bituminous over 8 inches of aggregate
3|_ 821.6 1.1 base.
k= FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace
‘g}‘s - Gravel, grayish brown to dark brown, moist.
& Concrete debris noted at about 2 1/2 feet. 34 1.5
E
g~ 8182 45 :
% _ TS “—” SILTY SAND, fine- to medium-grained, black to dark __|
[ i/ ¥4 brown, moist. 13 0.0
9- NS (Buried Topsoil)
al R
=B P
é i
- i ° ho
A 8137 9.0 Qi
SC- / ﬁ.;A SILTY CLAYEY SAND, dark brown to brown, moist,
— SM /// loose to medium dense.
/ 1 (Alluvium) 7 0.0
_ g
_ A 11 18 | 0.0 | P200=22%
808.7 14.0 "/
"1l POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to
_ medium-grained, brown, moist, loose. _|
(Alluvium) 8 0.0
803.7 19.0
| POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
|— light brown, moist, loose to medium dense.
(Alluvium) 7 0.0
o M 13 0.0
793.7 29.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to coarse-grained,
- trace Gravel, brown, moist, medium dense.
(Alluvium) 22 0.0
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation 8T-14 page1of 2



BRAUN"

LOG OF BORING

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

Braun Project B1602323 BORING: ST-14 (cont.)
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUAT.ION . LOCATION: See attached sketch.

~| Southdale Courts Relocation Project
5| 1800 West Old Shakopee Road
g Bloomington, Minnesota

o
5| DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/30/16 SCALE: 1"=4
5| Elev. | Depth
§| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL|MC|PID| Tests or Notes
@I 790.7 32.0| Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
= '] POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to coarse-grained,

3 trace Gravel, brown, moist, medium dense.
= (Alluvium) (continued)
“0'5 —
2

0 _ p—

= 22 0.0
9 _786.7| 36.0
E END OF BORING.
% B Water not observed while drilling.
2|
fé Boring immediately backfilled.

§ —
al

-1— —

O
2

|

-

B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation 8T-14 page2of 2
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LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

BORING:

ST-15

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

=
foul
.2
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/30/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
5| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL| MC | PID Tests or Notes
@I 824.4 0.0 (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
3 4 inches of bituminous over 8 inches of aggregate
é 823.4 1.0 base.
L FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace
‘g}‘s - Gravel, brown, moist. -
& M 17 0.0
g
is)
g~ 7
g _
2 12 0.0
|
2l- —
g
ol — _
2 816.9 7.5
% _ SILTY SAND, fine-grained, dark brown to brown, wet, _\| 5 0.0
K loose.
—1— (Alluvium) _
7 0.0
~ 8129 11.5 B
_ POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,  _|
light brown, wet, medium dense.
— (Alluvium) V12 6 | 0.0 |P200=5%
See Grain Size
— - Accumulation
Curve.
- M 13 0.0
808.4 16.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
|
|— _
B1602323 Braun Intertec Corporation 8T-15 page 1 of 1



BRAUN"

LOG OF BORING

Braun Project B1602323
GEOTECHNICAL EVALUATION
Southdale Courts Relocation Project
1800 West Old Shakopee Road
Bloomington, Minnesota

BORING:

ST-16

LOCATION: See attached sketch.

LOG OF BORING N:\GINT\PROJECTS\AX PROJECTS\2016\02323.GP) BRAUN_V8_CURRENT.GDT 6/20/16 14:03

=
foul
.2
kS|
A
‘g DRILLER: R.Hansen METHOD: 3 1/4" HSA, Autohammer DATE: 3/30/16 SCALE: 1" =4
5| Elev. | Depth
5| feet feet Description of Materials BPF |WL| MC | PID Tests or Notes
@I 825.7 0.0 Symbol (Soil-ASTM D2488 or D2487, Rock-USACE EM1110-1-2908) % |ppm
3 PAV 4 inches of bituminous over 8 inches of aggregate
é 824.7 1.0 base.
K<) FILL FILL: Silty Sand, fine- to medium-grained, trace Gravel
‘g}‘s - to with Gravel, grayish brown, moist. -
Wl M 22 0.0
§ Concrete debris noted at about 2 1/2 feet.
E — _
g _
2 17 0.0
|
2l- —
g
ol — _
2 818.2 7.5
% _ POORLY GRADED SAND with SILT, fine- to M 12 0.0
K medium-grained, light brown, moist, medium dense.
—1— (Alluvium) _
14 4 | 0.0 |P200=6%
813.7 12.0
POORLY GRADED SAND, fine- to medium-grained,
_ light brown, moist, medium dense. M 13 0.0
(Alluvium)
o M 18 0.0
809.7 16.0
END OF BORING.
B Water not observed while drilling. _
Boring immediately backfilled.
|
|— _
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INTERTEC

Descriptive Terminology of Soil

‘ M/ Standard D 2487
N “ Classification of Soils for Engineering Purposes
,,W;,?;!L!mm (Unified Soil Classification System)

- - . ‘ Spils Classification Particle Size Identification
Criteria for Assigning Group Sy and Group Boulders aver 12
n Mames Using Laboratory Tests® [ =@ o DUMIKSTS.e
Group Y Y Symbol| Group Name * CObDIES .ocorr...... 310 12"
5 Gravels Clean Gravels C zdandi=C 5 35 GW | Well-graded gravet® Gravel
" 2y " . »” "
E] ) WMore than 50% of | Less than 5% fines * a1 = G =30 GP | Poorly graded gravel® C_oarse ........... 3/4" 10 3 .
& & | rcoarse fraction ! x - - Fine.....cccoee.... No. 4 to 3/4
i % H retained on Gravels with Fines Fines classify as ML or MH el Silty gravel ¥4 Sand
'@ a; KT: Mo. 4 sieve Nore than 12% fines ® | Fines classify as Cl. or Ch Be Clayey gravel 119 Coarse ........... No. 4 to No. 10
’:&,ﬁﬁ, = Sands Clean Sands CozGandl S0, 53¢ SW | Wellgraded sand " Medium.......... No. 10 to No. 40
ﬁ Eﬁ % 50% or ;’mwf of Less than 5% fines ! (ju < & andlor 1 Cr e A ol Py mm{jgcj sand " Fine....ccocvuvenene No. 40 to No. 200
a cwarse fraction - i
§ o4 ’ Passes Sands with Fines | Fines classify as ML or MH SM | Sty sang 9" Sl i:l,,ci 200, Pl< 4 or below
|3 M. 4 siove tore than 12% Fines classify as CL or CH 8C  iCilayey sand 9" Clay <Nom2800 Pl > 4 and on
” - o or 2bove ‘A el s B . ), Pl >
" £ Silts and Clays | Inorganic Pl > 7 and plots on U':Id%"’fw A ling CL lffna:'k i‘a" or about “A” line
=9 Ligguid Hrnit P < 4 or plots below "4 line! ML Silk
o 8| less than 50 Organic | Liuid imit - ovendried —  4¢ OL | Organic ’3"33::: b Relative Density of Cohesionless Soils
BV & P - ol 0L ic sl woE
$ a2 Liquid imit - not dried Organic Sit Very Loose............. 0to 4 BPF
£ Sisande Inorganic  |-o-1ots 0n. of above 'A” ing CH | Fatclay® ' Loose 5to 10 BPF
& s and clays : — i S TIINEIERE
;Z:‘ 5 g Liquid imit P.I pl.o!ts‘ bgiww A llm”m MH Iézlaamrr; silt * ‘k"; - Medium dense ....... 11 to 30 PPF
£ 50 of more Organic Liguict lirmit - oven dried < 075 OH Organ!‘c C'?VV V ;ﬂ Dense .....coceveeenen. 31 to 50 BPF
) Liguid limit - nat drisd OH | Organic sit* ' ™ 2 Very dense............. over 50 BPF
Highly Organic Soils Primarily organic matter, dark in color and organic ndor PT Peat
Consistency of Cohesive Soils
Very soft.......cccc.. 0to 1 BPF
a. Based on the material passing the 3-inch (75mm) sieve. Soft 210 3 BPF
b. If field sample contained cobbles or boulders, or both, add “with cobbles or boulders or both” to group name. 7 T e
- - 2 Rather soft............. 4 to 5 BPF
c. C,=Dg/Dy C. = (D30) .
"DypxDm Medium................. 6 to 8 BPF
d. If soil contains 215% sand, add “with sand” to group name. Rather stiff ............. 9to 12 BPF
e. Gravels with 5 to 12% fines require dual symbols: Stiff .o 13 to 16 BPF
GW-GM well-graded gravel W?th silt Very stiff................. 17 to 30 BPF
GW-GC well-graded gravel with clay Hard oo over 30 BPF

GP-GM poorly graded gravel with silt
GP-GC poorly graded gravel with clay
f.  If fines classify as CL-ML, use dual symbol GC-GM or SC-SM.
g. Iffines are organic, add “with organic fines: to group name.
h.  If soil contains 215% gravel, add “with gravel" to group name.
i. Sand with 5to 12% fines require (Ijual .symbols: Drilling Notes
gwgi\:ﬂ x:::_g:g:g zgzg x::: iigy Standard penetration test borings were advanced by 3 1/4”
SP-SM poorly graded sand with silt or 6 1/4” ID hollow-stem augers, unless noted otherwise.
SP-SC poorly graded sand with clay Jetting water was used to clean out auger prior to sampling
j.  If Atterberg limits plot in hatched area, soil is a CL-ML, silty clay. only where indicated on logs. All samples were taken with
k. If soil contains 10 to 29% plus No. 200, add “with sand” or “with gravel” whichever is predominant. the standard 2" OD split-tube samples, except where noted.
I. If soil contains 2 30% plus No. 200, predominantly sand, add "sandy” to group name.
:. glsg'l‘c;:;a‘;?;:gr?cﬁ g:;g?ﬁ?&;remm'"a"“y gravel, add “gravelly” to group name. Power auger borings were advanced by 4” or 6" diameter
0. Pl<4or plots below "A’ line. continuous flight, solid-stern augers. Soil classifications and
p. Pl plots on or above “A” lines. strata depths were inferred from disturbed samples augered
q. Pl plots below “A” line. to the surface, and are therefore, somewhat approximate.
&0 4 Hand auger borings were advanced manually with a 1 1/2”
» / or 3 1/4” diameter auger and were limited to the depth from
sa oBh - ; P which the auger could be manually withdrawn.
i o " ‘ Ww‘z/ o ]
~ 0l 27 L m«}/ BPF: Ngmbers indicate blows p“er”foot recorded in standard
R p & 4 penetration test, also known as “N” value. The sampler was
e # @?‘w set 6” into undisturbed soil below the hollow-stem auger.
¥ it ’ Driving resistances were then counted for second and third
g e / | 6" increments, and added to get BPF. Where they differed
Z 2T e significantly, they are reported in the following form: 2/12 for
gl 20 P o the second and third 6” increments, respectively.
% Lo MH gr OH
& ol - 4 WH: WH indicates the sampl_er_ penetrated _scnl under weight
1. ML or OL of hammer and rods alone; driving not required.
& Wl .‘:m,w l
‘DU P 1% lm S y P Fr T R a—r WR: WR indicates the sampler penet.related sail unqer weight
o of rods alone; hammer weight, and driving not required.
Liguid Liml {LL)
Laboratory Tests TW: TW indicates thin-walled (undisturbed) tube sample.
DD Dry density, pcf ocC Organic content, % i i
WD Wet density, peg s Percent of saturation, % Note: All tests were run in general accordance with
MC Natural moisture content, % SG Specific gravity applicable ASTM standards.
LL Liguid limit, % c Cohesion, psf
PL Plastic limits, % g Angle of internal friction
Pl Plasticity index, % qu Unconfined compressive strength, psf
P200 % passing 200 sieve qp Pocket penetrometer strength, tsf

Rev. 9/15



GRAIN SIZE ACCUMULATION CURVE (ASTM)

0.001

> —_
< 7
[@) a
2
a
=]
- Z
cE
i
w P
Z . -
) S 9 8
= :5 =
&)
H
=
%)
= e
2hs 59
S L =R 5)
(=3 GRS
ginn
S = T
S 1d =248 TIT
- =%7 222
< O anA
£
3 €
[ua] ~|wn N
= u &
= N
ol|? ’/" %
L
w e o]
o)
L | of% o O
23 — 2 3
a
Z — £ =3
s ~ mZc g
2l o ~ NOSe
=z ME® o
a Nag3ow 5
E O 9o o 3 3
O aJ—=— 0 v S
- <@ =c .
| E: w £ £ E
o t; arsw S o
- g 3T g
o525 <
7 o= o 0
l 2 L u.:
e L 9w
o I aLwsoc o
5 9o E; .
[ £ 9
<~ = 2 0O g Z
O3S Q 0o x
S LU 000 = O
MOwn-HM &
m =
Zl 2 =
= %) =
R
= p
>l % (1] 0 )
© = ||||||||||||||% |||""" .
%1 ([T
s LLI
|||......................
s =) =) =) =) =) =) =) =) =) =) Mﬁﬂ:
S (=)} o0 ~ O ) < o o — e

ONISSVYd LN3IDH3d

€0'T 9T/2T/F LD LNIYYND BA NNVYE 1dD'€2€209TA\ITOZ\AVT 039 S1I310Ud XW\SIT14 LNID-T\EY10ID-X\SLIATOU\LNIDVN INLSY $O

Braun Intertec Corporation

B1602323



uonesodio) 221431u] uneuag

£¢E£C09149

G0y 0800=01 S'L H1dIQ 8-1S :ONI¥O8
ren L ejosauuly ‘uoisuiwoo|g 1 W m ﬂ
peoy sadoxyeys pjO 1s9M 008T = === ===
(NS-dS)ITIS %0'9 SHNIA 13(04d uonLIO|3Y SHNO) 3epyinos = =
WM ANVS QIAVED ATI00d %076 anvs NOILYNTVAI T¥IINHIIL0ID we W |
‘NOLLVOHISSVIO %0°0 THAVED €7€209149 “_.UU_.OLn_ uneug - -
ww ‘43LIAVIA ITIILYVd
100°0 100 10 01 .
01
0z
o€
(.
m
P
(9]
m
3
05
>
()]
@
P4
09 ®
0L
08
f 06
53715 ISl | | ° 001
00z 0oL 09 ¥ 0c al ¥ WBIE T WPIE Wb >
AVID LTS ANId [ e | gsdv0D ANId HSAVO0D
SHNI aNvs THAVYD

(INLSV) AAMND NOLLVTINNNDDV AZIS NIVID

€0'T 9T/2T/F LD LNIYYND BA NNVYE 1dD'€2€209TA\ITOZ\AVT 039 S1I310Ud XW\SIT14 LNID-T\EY10ID-X\SLIATOU\LNIDVN INLSY $O



uonesodio) 221431u] uneuag

£¢E£C09149

71=0) T91°0=01a S'TT tH1d3a  ST-LS ‘ONI¥Og
re e e e30sauulA ‘uoiSuiwoolg =l W ml ﬂ
peoy aadoyeys p|o 159M 008T === === T
(NS-dS)ITIS %0°S SANIL 393(0ud uoileI0[3y SMNO) 3|epyinos = =
T ANVS QHAVID ATIO0d %0°56 ANV NOILVNTVA3 T¥JINHIILO3ID s Wm |
‘NOLLYOIIISSYTO %0°0 THAVED €7€209149 “_.UU_.OLn_ uneug o o
ww ‘YI1IAVIA TTIILHYd
100°0 100 10 01 .
\ 0T
/ 0T
0¢g
0y =
m
)
O
m
, :
s
>
w
1)
z
09 &
08
06
N
$37I1S 3A3IS SN T —— 00T
00z 0oL 09 oy 0z ol v BIE WL YIS b “£
AVTD LTIS ANILL _ INNIAIN | dS¥vV0D ANIA ASMVOD
SHNIA aNvs TAAVED

(INLSV) AAMND NOLLVTINNNDDV AZIS NIVID

€0'T 9T/2T/F LD LNIYYND BA NNVYE 1dD'€2€209TA\ITOZ\AVT 039 S1I310Ud XW\SIT14 LNID-T\EY10ID-X\SLIATOU\LNIDVN INLSY $O



