
Town of Granby is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.

Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/87283025080?pwd=F6Ks2Ejfkn8tDfVSyRnXa59soLbsOZ.1

Meeting ID: 872 8302 5080

Passcode: 666822

CAPITAL PROGRAM PRIORITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING

MONDAY, OCTOBER 6, 2025 – 5 p.m.
TOWN HALL MEETING ROOM

5:00 P.M.

AGENDA

Pledge Of Allegiance

Minutes

Approval Of CPPAC Regular Meeting Minutes - December 2, 2024

CPPAC MINUTES 12022024.PDF

Public Comment

Appointments

None

Communications

Town Manager's 10-Year Capital Plan Report Compilation Background

Town Bonding Process Overview - Capital Thresholds And Bonding Timeframes

10 YEAR CAPITAL PLAN DOCS FOR CPPAC COMP.PDF

New Business

Board Of Education Presentation - Capital Priorities

GRANBY FIELDS MASTER BUDGET (1) COND.PDF
GRANBY TURF FIELD 2025 (1).PDF
GRANBY MEMORIAL HS - TRACK FIELD NEW OPTIONS - BUDGET.PDF
07.2025 TRACK GEOTECHNICAL REPORT.PDF

Adjournment

1.

2.

2.I.

Documents:

3.

4.

4.I.

5.

5.I.

5.II.

Documents:

6.

6.I.

Documents:

7.
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TOWN OF GRANBY 
CAPITAL PROGRAM PRIORITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES 
DECEMBER 2, 2024 

 
PRESENT: Margaret Chapple, Board of Selectmen; Kevin Hobson, Board of Finance; William 
Kennedy, Board of Finance; Heather Lombardo, Board of Education; Mark Neumann, Board of 
Selectmen and David Peling, Board of Education 
 
EX OFFICIO MEMBERS PRESENT: John Adams, Treasurer; Cheri Burke, Superintendent of 
Schools; Mark Fiorentino, First Selectman; Michael Guarco, Chairman, Board of Finance; Monica 
Logan, Chairman, Board of Education and Mike Walsh, Town Manager 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
The meeting was called to order by temporary chairman Mark Fiorentino at 5:00 p.m. 
 

II. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES FROM FEBRUARY 27, 2019, MEETING 
ON A MOTION by M. Neumann, seconded by M. Chapple, the committee voted (6-0-0) to 
approve the meeting minutes of February 27, 2019. 
 
ON A MOTION by M. Neumann, seconded by D. Peling, the committee voted (6-0-0) to 
reorder the agenda to move Business item #8 to after Business item #4. 
 

III. BUSINESS 
a. Swear in Committee Members 

The Capital Program Priority Advisory Committee members were sworn in by Town 
Clerk Scott Nolan. 
 

b. Elect A Chair, Vice-Chair and Secretary 
ON A MOTION by M. Neumann, seconded by D. Peling, the committee voted 
(6-0-0) to nominate Kevin Hobson as the Chairman of the Capital Program Priority 
Advisory Committee. 
 
ON A MOTION by M. Neumann, seconded by M. Chapple, the committee voted 
(6-0-0) to nominate William Kennedy as the Vice-Chairman of the Capital Program 
Priority Advisory Committee. 
 
ON A MOTION by K. Hobson, seconded by M. Chapple, the committee voted 
(6-0-0) to nominate Mark Neumann as the Secretary of the Capital Program Priority 
Advisory Committee. 
 

c. Adopt Roberts Rules of Order 
ON A MOTION by K. Hobson, seconded by M. Neumann, the committee voted 
(6-0-0) to adopt Robert’s Rules of Order for meetings of the Capital Program Priorities 
Advisory Committee. 
 

d. Set/Adopt Meeting Dates and Times 
The committee agreed to meet regularly on the first and fourth Mondays of each month 
from 5:0 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. 
 

e. Solar Placement on Town Buildings/Property – Identification/Selection Approval 
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12/2/24 
Page 2 
  

A presentation on the potential use of solar power in Granby was presented to the 
committee to determine if the committee supported exploring the project further 
through the Connecticut Green Bank to reduce energy costs through renewable 
energy. After discussion, the committee agreed the project should move forward to the 
next phase with a limited scope on the type and location of panels.  
 

f. Develop Definition of a Capital Improvement 
ON A MOTION by M. Neumann, seconded by W. Kennedy, the committee voted  
(6-0-0) to adopt the following criteria for items to be eligible for inclusion in the capital 
improvement program: 

1. Capital improvement items are included if the improvement cost is greater than 
$10,000 and the life of the improvement is more than five (5) years. 

2. Capital equipment items are included if the equipment cost includes items 
costing more than $5,000 in 2025. All such items are required to be inventoried 
and depreciated. 

 
The remainder of the agenda items under Business were deferred to the next meeting in the 
interest of time. 
 

IV. PUBLIC SESSION 
None 
 

V. SCHEDULE NEXT MEETING 
The next meeting of the Capital Program Priority Advisory Committee has not been scheduled. 
 

VI. ADJOURNMENT 
ON A MOTION by M. Neumann, seconded by W. Kennedy, the committee voted (6-0-0) to 
adjourn the meeting at 6:42 p.m. 

 
 
 
Respectfully submitted,  

 
Betsy Mazzotta 
Recording Secretary 















































































































PROJECT BUDGET 

GRANBY MEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL  
ATHLETIC FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS 

Date:  April 21, 2025 

Prepared For:  Karl Gates - Athletic Director & Student Activities Coordinator 

Prepared By:  Andrew Dyjak – Regional Vice President, New England 

Chris Hulk, PE – Regional Vice President, New England 

Jonathan Luster, PE – Regional Construction Manager, New England 

Address: Granby Memorial High School| 54 N Granby Rd, Granby, CT 06035 

FieldTurf pricing is based on the Capital Region Education Council (CREC) program. CREC is a member of The Association 

of Educational Purchasing Agencies (AEPA) program. The AEPA is a purchasing co-op that provides member schools with 

pre-determined preferential pricing by approved vendors. Since the product has already been bid at the national level, 

individual schools do not have to duplicate the formal bid process. AEPA IFB #024.  

 Click on the following AEPA hyperlink for more information:  AEPA IFB #24 

Master Review Approach: 

FieldTurf has reviewed each site on the campus with School and Town staff to review both existing conditions and future 
development desires. Through this process FieldTurf has become familiar with the needs and wants of the School to best 
serve the School and Town moving forward. The recommendations that are proposed below are based on hundreds of 
Connecticut installations, the design build approach that has become the preferred procurement method of many 
municipalities in the New England area and by in house professional engineering staff design. 

A conceptual layout plan has been developed for each site with associated budgets. These budgets are subject to change 
and be altered upon further refinement of scope between FieldTurf and the School/Town. FieldTurf will help develop 
the final scope of the project, then develop professionally engineered plans tailored to each site and finally assist the 
School/Town with obtaining permits.  

FieldTurf is part of Tarkett Sports and has become the industry leader in synthetic turf, design build and athletic facility 
development. Through Tarkett Sports we have in house post tension concrete court division, synthetic track divisions, 
synthetic turf divisions, long term care divisions and partnerships with various lighting companies. All of these have 
helped to develop the attached scopes and budgets.  

https://aepacoop.org/bidding-information/bid-2024/
http://www.aepacoop.org/pages/Association_of_Educational_Pur


  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

 
Overview Pricing: 

Below are suggested project scope items for each site. Full break down has been included in individual budgets 
and may contain additional options for consideration. 
 

- Track and Field  
o Option 2 Reconstruction      $ 600,000 - $750,000 
o Synthetic Turf Replacement      $ 675,000 - $750,000 
o Synthetic Track Renovation      $ 755,000 - $940,000 
o Ball Netting        $ 135,000 - $170,000 
o New Bleachers with Press Box      $ 650,000 - $ 750,000 

➢ Suggested Budget $2,815,000 - $3,360,000 
   

 
- Baseball / Softball Field 

o Field Reconstruction       $ 2,850,000 - $3,450,000 
o New Scoreboard       $ 90,000 - $ 125,000 
o Athletic Field Lighting        $ 675,000 - $ 750,000 

➢ Suggested Budget $3,615,000 - $4,325,000  
 

- Tennis Courts 
o Post Tension Concrete Courts      $ 1,200,000 - $ 1,300,000 
o Walkways and Plantings       $115,000 - $150,000 

➢ Suggested Budget $1,315,000 - $1,450,000  
 

- Field 2 
o Turf Replacement       $ 650,000 - $ 700,000 
o Improved Ball Netting       $ 45,000 - $ 85,000 
o New Scoreboard       $65,000 - $ 95,000 

➢ Suggested Budget $ 760,000 - $ 880,000  
 
 
 

- Suggested Referendum Proposal:      $8,505,000 - $10,015,000 
o The suggested referendum proposal is provided as an overall budget for the Town to procure funds for 

the overall project to be completed. FieldTurf will work with the Town to develop the final scope of the 
project to allow a firm price and project prior to development of a referendum. It is likely that the 
provided budget numbers will be revised after additional scope refinement. 
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NOTES:
1) ALL DESIGN AND EXISTING CONDITIONS MAPPING BASED

ON AVAILABLE MAPPING AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED
APPROXIMATE.

2) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND REQUIRES A CERTIFIED FIELDTURF INSTALLER AND
BUILDER TO IMPLEMENT THE PROPOSED CONDITIONS.

3) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND NO ATTEMPTS SHALL BE MADE TO DUPLICATE OR
REPLICATE WITHOUT THE PREMISSION OF FIELDTURF.
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PROJECT BUDGET 
 

GRANBY MEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL   
TRACK & FIELD IMPROVEMENTS 

 

                
                     

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

                          Existing Conditions Aerial 

 
 

 
 

Conceptual Layout  
 

Date:  April 18, 2025 

Prepared For:  Karl Gates - Athletic Director & Student Activities Coordinator              

Prepared By:  Andrew Dyjak – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Chris Hulk, PE – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Jonathan Luster, PE – Regional Construction Manager, New England 

Address: Granby Memorial High School| 54 N Granby Rd, Granby, CT 06035 

 

This budget proposal encompasses all facets of the project, with FieldTurf offering a comprehensive, turnkey solution 

that includes design, project oversight, and construction. The budget is based on current site conditions, review meeting 

with the school, and the planned construction period in spring/summer 2026.  

FieldTurf pricing is based on the Capital Region Education Council (CREC) program. CREC is a member of The Association 

of Educational Purchasing Agencies (AEPA) program. The AEPA is a purchasing co-op that provides member schools with 

pre-determined preferential pricing by approved vendors. Since the product has already been bid at the national level, 

individual schools do not have to duplicate the formal bid process. AEPA IFB #024.  

 

 

      Click on the following AEPA hyperlink for more information:  AEPA IFB #24 

 

Below is a detailed cost breakdown for site construction, turf installation and overall implementation of the project. 

 

 

https://aepacoop.org/bidding-information/bid-2024/
http://www.aepacoop.org/pages/Association_of_Educational_Pur


  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

Project Description: 

The existing track and field at Granby Memorial High School is in need of remediation efforts from sinks holes that have 

developed along the eastern side of the track / field. Based on geotechnical information provided by the Town, it 

appears that organic material has decayed below the eastern side of the track / field. The depths of this material are 

present up to 10’ below existing grade.  

Several options for remediation efforts have been developed with associated budgets. Final scope will require additional 

discussion and planning with the School and Town. FieldTurf has developed each option as a stand-alone project and 

also included several alternatives for consideration. For example, as part of Option 2, various areas of the track and field 

will need to be removed and based on the age and amount of removal it would be prudent to replace the full extent of 

the track surfacing and turf surfacing to begin new warranty period. Lastly, alternates have been included for site 

improvements such as LED lighting, press box, ball netting, etc…  

Depending on final scope, the project is anticipated to be constructed in a ±3-4-month timeframe. It is also anticipated 

that access and staging areas will be available nearby. This budget is intended to assist the school in preparing for this 

project. Additional discussions, review and programming will be required to refine the scope and budget prior to 

construction.  

FIELD REMEDIATION OPTIONS: 

➢ Option 1 $1,150,000 - $1,300,000 

• General Scope: Reconstruction of +/- 1/3 of Track/Field 
o Remove and dispose of existing track surfacing within limits shown 
o Cut and remove existing synthetic turf up to soccer field limits 
o Full depth mill of existing track pavement within limits shown 
o Excavate, remove and salvage existing field stone base and processed 

aggregate track base 
o Remove and dispose of existing turf anchor curb and track drain within limits 

shown 
o Remove and salvage existing storm drainage piping 
o Remove and dispose of existing electrical conduit and wiring within field area 
o Excavate and remove existing soils to a depth of approximately 10’ to remove 

unsuitable soils 
o Provided adequate shoring and safety measures 
o Town provided 3rd party field testing agency 
o Furnish and install new subgrade materials, compact in lifts to geotechnical 

recommendations 
o Furnish and install geogrid support mesh in 2 layers 
o Reinstall drainage piping and electrical conduits 
o Furnish and install new ACO drain and concrete turf anchor curb 
o Reinstall appropriate base materials for track and field areas 
o Install new pavement from limits of removal 
o Furnish and install new track surfacing and striping within limits shown 
o Furnish and install new synthetic turf within limits shown 

 
 

 

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

➢ Option 2 $600,000 - $750,000 

• General Scope: Extensive Exploration and Solidify 
o GPS located major sink hole areas and record for future exploration use 
o Remove and dispose of existing track surfacing within limits shown 
o Remove existing infill and roll back existing synthetic turf to soccer limits 
o Full depth mill of existing track pavement within limits shown 
o Excavate, remove and salvage existing field stone base and processed 

aggregate track base as necessary 
o Remove and dispose of existing turf anchor curb and track drain in various 

areas and install new 
o Remove and replace damaged sections of drainage piping 
o Remove and dispose of existing electrical conduit and wiring if encountered 

during exploration 
o Conduct a series of 10’ deep x 2’ diameter augur holes along eastern side of 

track / field 
o Remove and dispose of excavated material 
o Install flowable fill in all excavated holes to a depth of approximately 1’ below 

finished grade 
o Furnish and install geogrid support mesh prior to backfill 
o Town provided 3rd party field testing agency 
o Furnish and install new subgrade materials, compact in lifts to geotechnical 

recommendations 
o Reinstall drainage piping and electrical conduits as necessary 
o Furnish and install new ACO drain and concrete turf anchor curb 
o Reinstall appropriate base materials for track and field areas 
o Install new pavement from limits of removal 
o Furnish and install new track surfacing and striping within limits shown 
o Furnish and install new synthetic turf within limits shown 

 

 

SYNTHETIC TURF IMPROVEMENTS 

➢ Synthetic Turf Installation  $675,000 - $750,000 

• Remove and recycle existing synthetic turf carpet and infill 

• Laser grade base stone and supplement base stone as needed in order to achieve 
planarity prior to turf installation 

• Furnish and install synthetic turf for field 

• Synthetic turf with SBR rubber and sand infill  

• Colored end zone 

• Alternating turf panels 

• Post installation GMAX field testing 
 

 

➢ End Zone Letters $15,000 - $28,000 

• “GRANBY” end zone lettering  

➢ Midfield Logo $15,000 - $20,000 

• Midfield Grizzly Style Logo  

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

TRACK IMPROVEMENTS 

➢ Track Base Reconstruction $375,000 - $450,000 

• Remove and dispose of existing rubberized track surface 

• Mill and dispose of existing asphalt base (Top 1.5”) 

• Pave 1.5” asphalt base  
o Match grades to existing perimeter trench drain which is to remain 

 

 

➢ Track Surfacing BSS-100 $350,000 - $450,000 

• Supply and install Beynon BSS-100 polyurethane track surfacing 
o Base color: Beynon red 

• Perform track striping 
                                                                               OR 

 

➢ Track Surfacing BSS-300 $580,000 - $650,000 

• Supply and install Beynon BSS-300 polyurethane track surfacing 
o Base color: Beynon red 

• Perform track striping 

 

 

➢ Colored Exchange Zones $30,000 - $40,000 

• (3) colored exchange zones  

 

SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

➢ New Perimeter Chain Link Fencing (1500 L.F.) $70,000 - $80,000 

• Existing foundations and poles to remain and be painted 

• Supply and install new 4’ height chain link mesh, top and bottom rails, and hardware 

 

 

➢ 20’ Height Ball Safety Netting  $80,000 - $95,000 

• Supply and install 20-foot-high ball safety netting in D-Zones, including foundations, 
sleeves, poles, netting, and hardware along the field end lines 

 

 

➢ 10’ Height Ball Safety Netting $55,000 - $75,000 

• Supply and install 10-foot-high ball safety netting in corners of field up to 20 yard line, 
including foundations, sleeves, poles, netting, and hardware along the field end lines 

 

 

➢ Press Box     $175,000 - $225,000 

• Furnish and install new press box behind existing bleachers 

• Includes new foundation and support structure 

• ADA access lift listed as separate item if needed 
 

 

➢ ADA Lift $95,000 - $125,000 

• Furnish and install new ADA accessible lift to press box 

• Includes foundation and installation 

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

 

➢ Retrofit of Existing Athletic Lighting  $200,000 - $250,000 

• Remove and dispose of existing light fixtures and replace with LED fixtures 

• Poles to remain 

 

 

➢ New Bleachers with Press Box  $650,000 - $750,000 

• Furnish and install new double sided bleachers to service both fields (+/- 400 seats) 

• Furnish and install press box between fields for use for both fields 

• Furnish and install concrete slab for  bleachers 

• Provide power supply 

 

 

 

 

 

EXCLUSIONS 

➢ Any costs associated with necessary charges 
relating to the delineation of the field 

➢ The supply of manholes or clean-outs or grates, 
or supply of the manhole covers 

➢ Any alteration or deviation from specifications 
involving extra costs, which alteration or 
deviation will be provided only upon executed 
change orders, and will become an extra charge 
over and above the offered price 

➢ Soil stabilization or remediation of any type 
➢ Mass Excavation as required to achieve 

subgrade  
➢ Rock excavation 
➢ Offsite disposal of generated spoils  

➢ Excavation or disposal of unsuitable or 
contaminated soils 

➢ Site security  
➢ Once subgrade has been established, a proof 

roll will be performed to ensure structural 
stability of the soils; in the event that unsuitable 
soils are encountered, a price to remedy these 
areas can be negotiated based on 
recommended methods per project Engineer 

➢ Testing or Inspection Fees 
➢ Site restoration, sodding, landscaping or grow-

in beyond disturbed areas 
➢ Repair or resurfacing existing asphalt parking 

lot if damaged by truck traffic 
➢ Bond fees and non-local permits 

 
 

Please feel free to reach out to any member of our project team with questions about our offer: 
 

Andrew Dyjak 
Regional Vice President 
(860) 333-7839 

Andrew.Dyjak@Fieldturf.com
 
  

Chris Hulk 
Regional Vice President 
203-676-4445 
christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com  
 
 
 

Jonathan Luster, PE 
Regional Construction Manager 
(860) 227-4915 
Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com 

 

mailto:christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com
mailto:Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com
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FURNISH AND INSTALL NEW PRESS BOX

REMEDIATION AREA OPTIONS:
1) OPTION 1: LIMITED WORK
- CUT AND REMOVE TRACK SURFACING WITHIN

LIMITS
- REMOVE TURF INFILL AND PULL BACK CARPET
- REMOVE EXISTING CONCRETE CURBING,

PAVEMENT, STORM PIPING AND ELECTRICAL
PIPING

- EXCAVATE TO A DEPTH OF APPROXIMATELY 10' TO
REMOVE UNSUITABLE SOILS

- BACKFILL IN LIFTS TO PROPERLY COMPACT
- RE-INSTALL DRAINAGE PIPING, ELECTRICAL AND

CONCRETE TURF ANCHOR CURB
- RE-PAVE TRACK WITHIN DISTURBED LIMITS
- INSTALL NEW TRACK SURFACING AND REINSTALL

TURF

2) OPTION 2: FULL UPDATE
- REMOVE AND DISPOSE OF TRACK SURFACING
- REMOVE AND RECYCLE EXISTING SYNTHETIC TURF
- CONDUCT A SERIES OF APPROXIMATELY (30)

12"-16" DIAMETER AUGURED HOLES TO DEPTHS
ASSUMED TO BE 8'-10' TO IDENTIFY OVERALL
EXTENT OF UNSUITABLE SOILS

-- REMOVE AND DISPOSE OF EXCAVATED
MATERIALS

-- BACKFILL WITH FLOWABLE FILL TO A DEPTH
OF 1' BELOW FINISHED GRADE

-- INSTALL APPROPRIATE BASE MATERIALS

- REMOVE AND REPLACE PORTIONS OF EXISTING
CONCRETE CURBING, PAVEMENT, STORM PIPING
AND ELECTRICAL PIPING

- BACKFILL IN LIFTS TO PROPERLY COMPACT
- FULL DEPTH MILL AND REPAVE TRACK IN LIMITS

SHOWN
- RESURFACE NEW BSS-100 OR BSS-300 TRACK

SURFACING ON FULL TRACK
- FINE GRADE EXISTING STONE BASE AND

SUPPLEMENT AS NEEDED
- INSTALL NEW SYNTHETIC TURF ON FULL FIELD

NOTES:
1) ALL DESIGN AND EXISTING CONDITIONS MAPPING BASED

ON AVAILABLE MAPPING AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED
APPROXIMATE.

2) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND REQUIRES A CERTIFIED FIELDTURF INSTALLER AND
BUILDER TO IMPLEMENT THE PROPOSED CONDITIONS.

3) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND NO ATTEMPTS SHALL BE MADE TO DUPLICATE OR
REPLICATE WITHOUT THE PREMISSION OF FIELDTURF.

FULLY PROGRAMMABLE
SCOREBOARD

NEW GATES AT KEY LOCATIONS

REMOVE AND REPLACE TRACK
SURFACING

REMOVE AND REPLACE
SYNTHETIC TURF

DUAL SIDED BLEACHERS WITH
PRESS BOX

RETROFIT EXISTING LIGHTING SYSTEM TO
BE LED

BALL SAFETY NETTING SYSTEM



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

GRANBY MEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL   
BASEBALL & SOFTBALL IMPROVEMENTS 

 

                
                     

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

                    Existing Conditions Aerial 

 
 
 
 

Conceptual Layout  
 

Date:  April 21, 2025 

Prepared For:  Karl Gates - Athletic Director & Student Activities Coordinator              

Prepared By:  Andrew Dyjak – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Chris Hulk, PE – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Jonathan Luster, PE – Regional Construction Manager, New England 

Address: Granby Memorial High School| 54 N Granby Rd, Granby, CT 06035 

 

This budget proposal encompasses all facets of the project, with FieldTurf offering a comprehensive, turnkey solution 

that includes design, project oversight, and construction. The budget is based on current site conditions, review meeting 

with the school, and the planned construction period in spring/summer 2026.  

FieldTurf pricing is based on the Capital Region Education Council (CREC) program. CREC is a member of The Association 

of Educational Purchasing Agencies (AEPA) program. The AEPA is a purchasing co-op that provides member schools with 

pre-determined preferential pricing by approved vendors. Since the product has already been bid at the national level, 

individual schools do not have to duplicate the formal bid process. AEPA IFB #024.  

 

 

      Click on the following AEPA hyperlink for more information:  AEPA IFB #24 

 

Below is a detailed cost breakdown for site construction, turf installation and overall implementation of the project. 

 

 

https://aepacoop.org/bidding-information/bid-2024/
http://www.aepacoop.org/pages/Association_of_Educational_Pur


  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

Project Description: 

This project proposes to reconstruct the existing baseball to a new all-weather synthetic turf field with baseball, softball 

and overlay fields.  

 

The existing field will have all fencing, topsoil, irrigation, and clay removed. Earthmoving activities will be conducted to 

achieve proposed grades. The field will then have the concrete turf anchor curbing, stone base, and drainage system 

installed. Fencing of various heights and sizes will be installed and be integral to the concrete turf anchor curb. 

Additionally, a tension netting backstop system extending from one dugout to the other is proposed. Additional scope 

items such as new dugouts, new LED light fixtures, bleachers, and walkways have been added as alternates to the base 

bid. 

 

Depending on final scope, the project is anticipated to be constructed in a ± 4-month timeframe. It is also anticipated 

that access and staging areas will be available nearby. This budget is intended to assist the town in preparing for this 

project. Additional discussions, review, and programming will be required to refine the scope and budget prior to 

construction. 

➢ Note: All plans will be developed by FieldTurf in house licensed professionally engineering staff 
 

➢ Site Civil Construction    
o Install Sediment and Erosion Controls Including Construction Entrance Pad 
o Remove Existing Topsoil, Irrigation, And Fencing 

• Topsoil To Be Removed from Site 
o Import / Export General Fill to Meet Proposed Field Grades 
o Cut And Cap Existing Irrigation System 

• Install Turf Box with Quick Coupler Connection 
o Furnish And Install All Concrete Turf Anchor Curbing 
o Furnish And Install Fencing and Netting as Applicable  
o Furnish And Install Storm Drainage Piping and Flat Panel Drains 
o Installation Of Dynamic Stone Base Layers and Storm Drainage Overflow 
o Furnish And Install Concrete Pads and Walkways 
o Furnish And Install Tension Netting Backstop  
o Furnish And Install Batting Cage/ Bullpen Area 
o Fine Grade Field in Preparation of Synthetic Turf 
o Furnish And Install Concrete Slab for Dugouts and Portable Bleachers  
o Improve Paved Access to Field 
o Install Finish Materials and Restore Site to Pre-Construction Conditions 

 
➢ Synthetic Turf   

o Furnish And Install Synthetic Turf for Field 
o Synthetic Turf with SBR Rubber and Sand Infill  
o Colors And Field Markings as Shown on Rendering 
o No logos or specialize lettering 
o Post Installation GMAX Field Testing  

 

 
SUGGESTED PROJECT BUDGET  $ 2,900,000– $ 350,000 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

 
➢ Contingency        

o A typical project of this type and scope we would suggest a contingency for design, general 
conditions, and construction of 8% - 10%. This contingency would provide the School / Town level 
of safety for unknown site conditions such as rock removal, unsuitable soils, etc. 

 
➢ Alternate: New Scoreboard                                 $90,000 - $125,000 

o Furnish And Install Multi-Use Scoreboard 
o Assumed Programmable Boards with Display/Naming Panel Above Board 
o Scoreboard (8’H X 25’W) 

 
➢ Alternate: New LED Lighting Fixtures                            $675,000 - $750,000 

o Furnish And Install New LED Light Fixtures on Existing Poles 
o Assumed 8 Pole System 
o New Power Supply within 100’ of Field 

 

 

EXCLUSIONS 

➢ Any costs associated with necessary charges 
relating to the delineation of the field 

➢ The supply of manholes or clean-outs or grates, 
or supply of the manhole covers 

➢ Any alteration or deviation from specifications 
involving extra costs, which alteration or 
deviation will be provided only upon executed 
change orders, and will become an extra charge 
over and above the offered price 

➢ Soil stabilization or remediation of any type 
➢ Mass Excavation as required to achieve 

subgrade  
➢ Rock excavation or ledge removal 
➢ Offsite disposal of generated spoils  

➢ Excavation or disposal of unsuitable or 
contaminated soils 

➢ Site security  
➢ Once subgrade has been established, a proof 

roll will be performed to ensure structural 
stability of the soils; in the event that unsuitable 
soils are encountered, a price to remedy these 
areas can be negotiated based on 
recommended methods per project Engineer 

➢ Testing or Inspection Fees 
➢ Site restoration, sodding, landscaping or grow-

in beyond disturbed areas 
➢ Repair or resurfacing existing asphalt parking 

lot if damaged by truck traffic 
➢ Bond fees and non-local permits 

 
 

Please feel free to reach out to any member of our project team with questions about our offer: 
 

Andrew Dyjak 
Regional Vice President 
(860) 333-7839 

Andrew.Dyjak@Fieldturf.com
 
  

Chris Hulk 
Regional Vice President 
203-676-4445 
christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com  
 
 
 

Jonathan Luster, PE 
Regional Construction Manager 
(860) 227-4915 
Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com 

 

mailto:christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com
mailto:Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com
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NOTES:
1) ALL DESIGN AND EXISTING CONDITIONS MAPPING BASED

ON AVAILABLE MAPPING AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED
APPROXIMATE.

2) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND REQUIRES A CERTIFIED FIELDTURF INSTALLER AND
BUILDER TO IMPLEMENT THE PROPOSED CONDITIONS.

3) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND NO ATTEMPTS SHALL BE MADE TO DUPLICATE OR
REPLICATE WITHOUT THE PREMISSION OF FIELDTURF.

DUAL BULLPEN

SYNTHETIC TURF FIELD
±140,000 S.F.

BASEBALL 310' L, 330'R, 490' C
 SOCCER 330'x195'

SOFTBALL: 210' RADIUS

FOUL POLE INTEGRAL TO FENCE
LINE

DUAL BATTING CAGES FOR BOTH
SOFTBALL AND BASEBALL

GAME SHADE STRUCTURE DUGOUT WITH
FENCE SURROUND ON CONCRETE PAD
(TYPICAL)

CONCRETE PAD AND ACCESS FOR
PORTABLE BLEACHERS

VISITING BULLPEN

POTENTIAL BLEACHER PAD

BACKSTOP WITH TENSION NETTING
AND WALL SYSTEM

ATHLETIC FIELD LIGHTING
(TYPICAL)

IMPROVED FIELD ACCESS

30' HT. TENSION NETTING
BACKSTOP

PORTABLE FENCING

FULLY PROGRAMMABLE
SCOREBOARD



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

GRANBY MEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL   
TENNIS COURT IMPROVEMENTS  

                
                     

  

 
 
 
 

Existing Conditions Aerial 

 
 
 
 

                                     Conceptual Layout  
 

Date:  April 18, 2025 

Prepared For:  Karl Gates - Athletic Director & Student Activities Coordinator              

Prepared By:  Andrew Dyjak – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Chris Hulk, PE – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Jonathan Luster, PE – Regional Construction Manager, New England 

Address: Granby Memorial High School| 54 N Granby Rd, Granby, CT 06035 

 

This budget proposal encompasses all facets of the project, with FieldTurf offering a comprehensive, turnkey solution 

that includes design, project oversight, and construction. The budget is based on current site conditions, review meeting 

with the school, and the planned construction period in spring/summer 2026.  

FieldTurf pricing is based on the Capital Region Education Council (CREC) program. CREC is a member of The Association 

of Educational Purchasing Agencies (AEPA) program. The AEPA is a purchasing co-op that provides member schools with 

pre-determined preferential pricing by approved vendors. Since the product has already been bid at the national level, 

individual schools do not have to duplicate the formal bid process. AEPA IFB #024.  

 

 

      Click on the following AEPA hyperlink for more information:  AEPA IFB #24 

 

Below is a detailed cost breakdown for site construction, court installation and overall implementation of the project. 

 

 

https://aepacoop.org/bidding-information/bid-2024/
http://www.aepacoop.org/pages/Association_of_Educational_Pur


  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

Project Description: 

This project proposes to reconstruct the existing tennis courts to new post tension concrete courts. The existing tennis 

courts will be reclaimed in place and regrade to meet current standards. All existing vegetation, fencing, pavement and 

netting will be removed and disposed of. The reconstruction will also include all new post tension concrete courts, 

fencing, netting and court surfacing. Additionally, alternates have been added to the areas outside of the courts for new 

plantings, walkways, lighting, etc… 

 

The project is expected to be completed in  +/- 3 months. The courts will be constructed in two separate slabs to 

accommodate the grade changes and court layout. It is anticipated that access and staging areas will be available 

nearby. This budget is intended to assist the school in preparing for this project. Additional discussions, review and 

programming will be required to refine the scope and budget prior to construction.  

 

➢ Note: All plans will be developed by FieldTurf in house licensed professionally engineering staff 
 

➢ TENNIS COURT RECONSTRUCTION  $1,200,000 - $1,300,000 

• Tennis Court Reconstruction                    
o Install Sediment & Erosion Controls 
o Remove Existing Site Features  
o Reclaim Existing Pavement In Place 
o Perform Mass Earthwork Operations 
o Cuts And Fills to Meet Proposed Subgrade 
o Laser Grade Subgrade and Compact 
o Furnish And Install Gravel Base and Processed Aggregate Base Materials 
o Furnish And Install New Net Footings, Posts, Nets and Center Straps 
o Furnish And Install 5-1/2” Post Tensioned Concrete Court Slab 

• Structural Warranty of 50 years is included 
o Furnish And Install Black Vinyl Coated Chain Link Fence and Gates 
o Surface Courts With Up To 2 Colors 
o Furnish And Install All Court Striping 

 

  
 

➢ Alternate 1: Walkways and Planting                                             $115,000 - $150,000 
o Furnish and install new concrete walkways 
o Furnish and install area for gazebo style covered area 
o Furnish and install plantings 

 

 

➢ Alternate 2: Court Lighting                                             $250,000 - $350,000 
o Furnish and install new LED court lighting on 6 courts 
o Supply power from nearby source within 100’ of site 
o Supply digital control system for access via phone or internet for light 

controls 
 

 

 

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

EXCLUSIONS 

➢ Any costs associated with necessary charges 
relating to the delineation of the field 

➢ The supply of manholes or clean-outs or grates, 
or supply of the manhole covers 

➢ Any alteration or deviation from specifications 
involving extra costs, which alteration or 
deviation will be provided only upon executed 
change orders, and will become an extra charge 
over and above the offered price 

➢ Soil stabilization or remediation of any type 
➢ Mass Excavation as required to achieve 

subgrade  
➢ Rock excavation 
➢ Offsite disposal of generated spoils  

➢ Excavation or disposal of unsuitable or 
contaminated soils 

➢ Site security  
➢ Once subgrade has been established, a proof 

roll will be performed to ensure structural 
stability of the soils; in the event that unsuitable 
soils are encountered, a price to remedy these 
areas can be negotiated based on 
recommended methods per project Engineer 

➢ Testing or Inspection Fees 
➢ Site restoration, sodding, landscaping or grow-

in beyond disturbed areas 
➢ Repair or resurfacing existing asphalt parking 

lot if damaged by truck traffic 
➢ Bond fees and non-local permits 

 
 

Please feel free to reach out to any member of our project team with questions about our offer: 
 

Andrew Dyjak 
Regional Vice President 
(860) 333-7839 

Andrew.Dyjak@Fieldturf.com
 
  

Chris Hulk 
Regional Vice President 
203-676-4445 
christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com  
 
 
 

Jonathan Luster, PE 
Regional Construction Manager 
(860) 227-4915 
Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com 

 

mailto:christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com
mailto:Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com


GRANBY MEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL
TENNIS FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS

PLEASANT STREET
GRANBY, CONNECTICUT APRIL 14, 2025

TENNIS

D
ra

w
in

g:
 C

:\U
SE

R
S\

T0
17

22
4\

D
ES

KT
O

P\
FI

EL
D

TU
R

F\
G

R
AN

BY
\G

R
AN

BY
 H

S 
C

O
N

C
EP

TS
.D

W
G

 L
ay

ou
t T

ab
:T

EN
N

IS
Pl

ot
te

d 
by

: T
01

72
24

   
 O

n 
th

is
 d

at
e:

 T
ue

, 2
02

5 
Ap

ril
 1

5 
- 7

:0
5a

m

0' 15' 30'

SCALE: 1"=30'

60'

NOTES:
1) ALL DESIGN AND EXISTING CONDITIONS MAPPING BASED

ON AVAILABLE MAPPING AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED
APPROXIMATE.

2) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND REQUIRES A CERTIFIED FIELDTURF INSTALLER AND
BUILDER TO IMPLEMENT THE PROPOSED CONDITIONS.

3) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND NO ATTEMPTS SHALL BE MADE TO DUPLICATE OR
REPLICATE WITHOUT THE PREMISSION OF FIELDTURF.

POST TENSION CONCRETE
TENNIS COURTS

ATHLETIC LIGHTING

POTENTIAL COVERED PAVILION

CONCRETE WALKWAY AND
ACCESS PATH

POTENTIAL BENCH SEATING

PLANTINGS



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

GRANBY MEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL   
FIELD 2 IMPROVEMENTS 

 

                
                     

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

                          Existing Conditions Aerial 

 
 

 
 

Conceptual Layout  
 

Date:  April 21, 2025 

Prepared For:  Karl Gates - Athletic Director & Student Activities Coordinator              

Prepared By:  Andrew Dyjak – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Chris Hulk, PE – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Jonathan Luster, PE – Regional Construction Manager, New England 

Address: Granby Memorial High School| 54 N Granby Rd, Granby, CT 06035 

 

This budget proposal encompasses all facets of the project, with FieldTurf offering a comprehensive, turnkey solution 

that includes design, project oversight, and construction. The budget is based on current site conditions, review meeting 

with the school, and the planned construction period in spring/summer 2026.  

FieldTurf pricing is based on the Capital Region Education Council (CREC) program. CREC is a member of The Association 

of Educational Purchasing Agencies (AEPA) program. The AEPA is a purchasing co-op that provides member schools with 

pre-determined preferential pricing by approved vendors. Since the product has already been bid at the national level, 

individual schools do not have to duplicate the formal bid process. AEPA IFB #024.  

 

 

      Click on the following AEPA hyperlink for more information:  AEPA IFB #24 

 

Below is a detailed cost breakdown for site construction, turf installation and overall implementation of the project. 

 

 

https://aepacoop.org/bidding-information/bid-2024/
http://www.aepacoop.org/pages/Association_of_Educational_Pur


  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

Project Description: 

The project proposes to replace the existing synthetic turf carpet with new synthetic turf. The existing turf will be cut 

into sections, rolled up, and removed from the field. The existing infill will either be placed in sacks for reuse or removed 

from the field and brought to a recycling facility. The field will then be laser graded to achieve planarity before the new 

turf is laid down and installed on the field. If additional topping stone is needed to achieve planarity, more stone will be 

brought in. Additional scope items such as new LED lighting pole and fixtures, ball safety netting, and walkways have 

been added to the budget below as well.  

Depending on final scope, the project is anticipated to be constructed in a ±2-3 month timeframe. It is also anticipated 

that access and staging areas will be available nearby. This budget is intended to assist the school in preparing for this 

project. Additional discussions, review and programming will be required to refine the scope and budget prior to 

construction.  

SYNTHETIC TURF IMPROVEMENTS 

➢ Synthetic Turf Installation  $650,000 - $700,000 

• Remove And Recycle Existing Synthetic Turf Carpet And Infill 

• Laser Grade Base Stone And Supplement Base Stone As Needed In Order To Achieve 
Planarity Prior To Turf Installation 

• Furnish And Install Synthetic Turf For Field 

• Synthetic Turf With SBR Rubber And Sand Infill  

• Colors And Logos Per Rendering 

• Post Installation GMAX Field Testing 

 

 

➢ Alternate: Midfield Logo                                $15,000 - $20,000 

• Midfield Grizzly Style Bear 
 

 

➢ Alternate: Improved Ball Netting                                 $45,000 - $85,000 
o Remove Existing Ball Netting 
o Furnish And Install New Ball Netting 
o Final Size And Location T.B.D. 

 
➢ Alternate: New Scoreboard                                 $65,000 - $95,000 

o Furnish And Install Multi-Use Scoreboard 
o Assumed Programmable Boards With Display/Naming Panel Above Board 
o Scoreboard (8’h X 25’w) 

 
➢ Alternate 5: New Led Lighting Fixtures                            $475,000 - $550,000 

o Furnish And Install New Led Light Fixtures On Existing Poles 
o Assumed 4 Pole System 
o New Power Supply Within 100’ Of Field 

 

 

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

EXCLUSIONS 

➢ Any costs associated with necessary charges 
relating to the delineation of the field 

➢ The supply of manholes or clean-outs or grates, 
or supply of the manhole covers 

➢ Any alteration or deviation from specifications 
involving extra costs, which alteration or 
deviation will be provided only upon executed 
change orders, and will become an extra charge 
over and above the offered price 

➢ Soil stabilization or remediation of any type 
➢ Mass Excavation as required to achieve 

subgrade  
➢ Rock excavation 
➢ Offsite disposal of generated spoils  

➢ Excavation or disposal of unsuitable or 
contaminated soils 

➢ Site security  
➢ Once subgrade has been established, a proof 

roll will be performed to ensure structural 
stability of the soils; in the event that unsuitable 
soils are encountered, a price to remedy these 
areas can be negotiated based on 
recommended methods per project Engineer 

➢ Testing or Inspection Fees 
➢ Site restoration, sodding, landscaping or grow-

in beyond disturbed areas 
➢ Repair or resurfacing existing asphalt parking 

lot if damaged by truck traffic 
➢ Bond fees and non-local permits 

 
 

Please feel free to reach out to any member of our project team with questions about our offer: 
 

Andrew Dyjak 
Regional Vice President 
(860) 333-7839 

Andrew.Dyjak@Fieldturf.com
 
  

Chris Hulk 
Regional Vice President 
203-676-4445 
christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com  
 
 
 

Jonathan Luster, PE 
Regional Construction Manager 
(860) 227-4915 
Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com 

 

mailto:christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com
mailto:Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com
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NOTES:
1) ALL DESIGN AND EXISTING CONDITIONS MAPPING BASED

ON AVAILABLE MAPPING AND SHOULD BE CONSIDERED
APPROXIMATE.

2) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND REQUIRES A CERTIFIED FIELDTURF INSTALLER AND
BUILDER TO IMPLEMENT THE PROPOSED CONDITIONS.

3) THIS DESIGN IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF FIELDTURF, USA
AND NO ATTEMPTS SHALL BE MADE TO DUPLICATE OR
REPLICATE WITHOUT THE PREMISSION OF FIELDTURF.

FULLY PROGRAMMABLE
SCOREBOARD

REMOVE AND REPLACE
SYNTHETIC TURF

DUAL SIDED BLEACHERS WITH
PRESS BOX

NEW LED FIELD LIGHTING SYSTEM

BALL SAFETY NETTING SYSTEM

IMPROVED FIELD ACCESS



 

Granby Memorial High School Turf Track and Field 

 

Priority Funding for Turf Track and Field Replacement at Granby Memorial High School 

A top priority for funding is the replacement of the turf track and field at Granby Memorial High School. 

Originally installed in 2013, the track has been meticulously maintained and serves as a source of pride and 

enjoyment for both the school district and the greater Granby community. 

The track is a vital community asset, used daily by residents for walking, running, and athletic training. Granby 

students rely on the track and field for physical education, wellness, and recreation across three seasons each year. 

Additionally, Stadium Field is an essential facility that supports not only football but also boys’ and girls’ soccer, 

lacrosse, field hockey, and cheerleading. Beyond athletics, the field hosts major events such as the annual GMHS 

graduation ceremony, Bearcats football games, and community fundraisers, including the Alzheimer’s Walk. 

Urgent Need for Repairs 

In recent years, the track and field have faced significant structural challenges, including the formation of 

sinkholes. These issues have progressed to the point where track and field meets can no longer be hosted, and 

safety concerns have led to restrictions on community access. 

Turf fields generally have a lifespan of 8–10 years, which can be extended to 10–15 years under optimal 

conditions. However, as the GMHS field enters its 12th year, it has exceeded its expected lifespan, and due to 

unique environmental factors, a full replacement is both warranted and necessary. 

Cost and Remediation Efforts 

The estimated cost to replace the track and field, including the necessary remediation to address existing structural 

challenges, exceeds $2 million. 

In 2022, the geotechnical firm Haley Aldrich conducted subsurface testing, including seven 15-foot deep geoprobe 

test holes, to investigate the cause of recurring sinkholes and surface depressions. Their analysis revealed the 



presence of air pockets and poorly graded soil beneath the track area. In 2024, GZA Geotechnical Services 

reviewed the initial findings, conducted a site visit, and confirmed the assessment. 

Both firms concluded that organic materials, such as tree stumps left unexcavated during the original construction, 

are decomposing over time, creating air pockets that cause the sand layers to sink and surface layers to depress. 

Additionally, concerns were raised about significant levels of poorly graded sand and air pockets at depths ranging 

from 1 to 10 feet in various locations. 

To ensure long-term stability, experts recommend a comprehensive remediation process, including soil removal, 

excavation, screening for organic materials, and multiple layers of soil compaction before reinstatement. Without 

these corrective measures, the risk of additional sinkhole formations in the coming years remains high. 

The following samples illustrate the existing subsurface conditions at GMHS, with each container representing 

depths of up to 15 feet. 

 

                          

                                   

 Unaffected Turf Field                                             Granby Turf Field 

                       Properly compacted soil (yellow)                                      Uncompacted soil w/ pockets of debris and air  

                                                                                                                                 (yellow) 

                       Properly compacted / installed base (yellow)               Sinking levels of subsurface (blue) 

                       Level base surface (blue)                                                      Sinking base level (white) 

                       Level turf surface (green)                                                     Uneven, depressed, and sinking turf surface (red) 

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

GRANBY MEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL   
TRACK & FIELD IMPROVEMENTS 

 

                
                     

 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

                          Existing Conditions Aerial 

 
 

 
 

Conceptual Layout  
 

Date:  October 2, 2025 

Prepared For:  Karl Gates - Athletic Director & Student Activities Coordinator              

Prepared By:  Andrew Dyjak – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Chris Hulk, PE – Regional Vice President, New England 

  Jonathan Luster, PE – Regional Construction Manager, New England 

Address: Granby Memorial High School| 54 N Granby Rd, Granby, CT 06035 

 

This budget proposal encompasses all facets of the project, with FieldTurf offering a comprehensive, turnkey solution 

that includes design, project oversight, and construction. The budget is based on current site conditions, review meeting 

with the school, and the planned construction period in spring/summer 2026.  

FieldTurf USA, Inc. is pleased to present the following proposal.  FieldTurf pricing is based on the Capital Region Education 
Council (CREC) program. CREC is a member of The Association of Educational Purchasing Agencies (AEPA) program. The 
AEPA is a purchasing co-op that provides member schools with pre-determined preferential pricing by approved vendors. 
Since the product has already been bid at the national level, individual schools do not have to duplicate the formal bid 
process. AEPA IFB #024-A. 

 
Click on the following AEPA hyperlink for more information:  AEPA IFB #24-A. 

 

Below is a detailed cost breakdown for site construction, turf installation and overall implementation of the project. 

 

 

https://aepacoop.org/bidding-information/bid-2024/#10066-10749-fieldturf-usa-inc
http://www.aepacoop.org/pages/Association_of_Educational_Pur


  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

Project Description: 

The existing track and field at Granby Memorial High School is in need of significant remediation efforts from sinks holes 

that have developed along the track / field. Based on the original geotechnical information provided by the Town, it 

appears that organic material has decayed below the eastern side of the track / field. The depths of this material are 

present up to 10’ below existing grade. The Town then expanded the geotechnical investigation, to which the report 

indicated the entirety of the track and field area should be fully removed down to a depth of 5’ and the compacted back 

in lifts. With this understanding, FieldTurf has developed two options for reconstruction.  

Option 1: 

The first option would be to complete the work as outlined in the geotechnical report. This would include removal of all 

track surfacing, removal of all synthetic turf, removal of all curbing, removal of all utilities, removal of all foundations, 

removal of all fencing and all existing subbase materials down to a depth of 5’. It is assumed that a large portion of this 

material will need to be removed from the site and supplemented with clean fill or gravel. Once the site has been 

excavated to a depth of 5’ and in some indicated areas down to 10’, the reconstruction would start to occur. Materials 

would be installed in lifts and a third party geotechnical engineer would be hired by the Town to oversee and test the 

work. The existing electrical, audio, storm and any other utilities would be replaced. The concrete turf anchor curb and 

football goal posts would be reinstalled. All new fencing and paved access paths around the site would be reconstructed. 

Finally, a new synthetic track and field would be installed on the newly reconstructed site. Several unknowns remain, 

such as if shoring is required around the existing bleachers, buildings, scoreboard and light poles given the depths of 

excavation. It is also unclear to what extent the 10’ depth of excavation will be required. Field conditions may render the 

needed area to expand. Lastly, it is unknown is rock and ledge removal will be encountered to the depths that are 

shown. Rock removal and ledge removal is always an exclusion of any contract due to its unforeseen nature. The 

warranty for construction on this option would be a 1 year workmanship warranty, 8 year warranty on synthetic turf and 

5 year warranty on track materials. With all of these considerations in mind, FieldTurf felt it was in the best interest of 

the Town to  review a second option based on its ability to self-perform post-tension concrete tracks, fields, and courts.  

Option 2: 

This preferred option of FieldTurf would reconstruct the existing track and field area with post tension concrete. 

FieldTurf has completed both post tension tracks and post tension fields throughout the New England region and 

through out the country. This technology allows the majority of materials to stay in place and be spanned by the nature 

of how post tension concrete operates. Slabs of post tension concrete are designed to span areas of unsuitable soils, 

provide high strength and long lasting base for whatever the application may be. Many other types of construction use 

this technique for bridges, parking garage slabs, balconies, overhangs and other types of applications. The last major 

benefit is that FieldTurf, as part of Tarkett Sports, is able to provide a 25+ year warranty on the structural components of 

the installation. This means that the Town would be ensured to not be left in this type of situation again. The 

reconstruction efforts of this type of system would remove the track and field areas. Remove the top 4”-5” of materials, 

compact the existing subgrade, perform 20 augured holes in areas of known settlement, install flowable fill in those 

areas and then construct a new post tension concrete track and field. Improved drainage, ball netting and football goal 

posts would be installed. Fencing would be replaced and walkway areas around the track would be renovated to meet 

new grades. All surrounding site features including lights, bleachers, buildings, scoreboards can all remain in place 

without the need for additional shoring or replacement. 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

 

Lastly, alternates have been included for site improvements such as LED lighting, press box, ball netting, etc…  

 

Depending on final Option and scope selected, the project is anticipated to be constructed in a ±4-12 month timeframe. 

It is also anticipated that access and staging areas will be available nearby. This budget is intended to assist the school in 

preparing for this project. Additional discussions, review and programming will be required to refine the scope and 

budget prior to construction.  
 

FIELD REMEDIATION OPTIONS: 

➢ Option 1 – FULL RECONSTRUCTION TO A DEPTH OF 5’ OR MORE $9,370,000 - $11,080,000 

• General Scope: Reconstruction of entire track and field area up to limit of existing pavement beyond 
the existing fence line 

o Remove and dispose of existing track surfacing  
o Remove and dispose of existing synthetic turf surfacing 
o Remove and dispose all existing utilities, including storm drainage, electrical, audio and any 

other encountered utilities 
o Mill and remove all existing pavement and base materials. Salvage processed aggregate base 

for reuse. 
o Excavate, remove and salvage existing field stone base  
o Remove and dispose of existing turf anchor curb and track drain within limits shown 
o Remove and salvage existing storm drainage piping and supplement as needed 
o Excavate and remove existing soils to a depth of approximately 5’ along the entirety of the 

facility and up 10’ in various areas to remove unsuitable soils 
o Provided shoring and safety measures around existing structures, such as light poles, bleachers, 

sheds, etc… 
o Town provided 3rd party field testing agency for full time inspection of installed materials 
o Furnish and install new subgrade materials, compact in lifts to geotechnical recommendations 
o Furnish and install geogrid support mesh in 2 layers 
o Install drainage piping  
o Furnish and install electrical conduits and electrical system 
o Furnish and install new ACO drain and concrete turf anchor curb 
o Reinstall construct track base with appropriate base materials 
o Pave new track system to a depth of 3.5” of pavement with virgin asphalt 
o Furnish and install new dynamic stone base for field system 
o Furnish and install new track surfacing and striping within limits shown 
o Furnish and install new synthetic turf within limits shown 
o Furnish and install new 4’ ht. chain link fencing 
o Furnish and install new paved access around field 

 
➢ Synthetic Turf Installation   

• Remove and recycle existing synthetic turf carpet and infill 

• Furnish and install post tension concrete field base 

• Furnish and install synthetic turf for field 

• Synthetic turf with SBR rubber and sand infill  

 

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

• Colored end zone 

• Alternating turf panels 

• Post installation GMAX field testing 
 

➢ End Zone Letters  

• “GRANBY” end zone lettering 
 

 

➢ Midfield Logo  

• Midfield Grizzly Style Logo 
 

 

➢ Track Base Reconstruction  

• Remove and dispose of existing rubberized track surface 

• Furnish and install post tension concrete track base 
o Match grades to existing perimeter trench drain which is to remain 

 

 
➢ Track Surfacing BSS-300  

• Supply and install Beynon BSS-300 polyurethane track surfacing 
o Base color: Beynon red 

• Perform track striping 

 

 
➢ Colored Exchange Zones  

• (3) colored exchange zones  

 
 
ADDITIONAL SITE IMPROVEMENTS 
 

➢ 20’ Height Ball Safety Netting  $80,000 - $95,000 

• Supply and install 20-foot-high ball safety netting in D-Zones, including 
foundations, sleeves, poles, netting, and hardware along the field end lines 

 

 
➢ 10’ Height Ball Safety Netting $55,000 - $75,000 

• Supply and install 10-foot-high ball safety netting in corners of field up to 20 yard 
line, including foundations, sleeves, poles, netting, and hardware along the field 
end lines 

 

 
➢ Press Box                                                    $175,000 - $225,000 

• Furnish and install new press box behind existing bleachers 

• Includes new foundation and support structure 

• ADA access lift listed as separate item if needed 
 

 

➢ ADA Lift $95,000 - $125,000 

• Furnish and install new ADA accessible lift to press box 

• Includes foundation and installation 

 

 
➢ Retrofit of Existing Athletic Lighting     $200,000 - $250,000 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

• Remove and dispose of existing light fixtures and replace with LED fixtures 

• Poles to remain 

 

 
➢ New Bleachers with Press Box  $650,000 - $750,000 

• Furnish and install new double sided bleachers to service both fields (+/- 400 
seats) 

• Furnish and install press box between fields for use for both fields 

• Furnish and install concrete slab for bleachers 

• Provide power supply 

 

 
POTENTIAL TOTAL OF OPTION 1 w/ ALL ALTERANTES                                                            $ 10,625,000 - $ 12,600,000 
 
EXCLUSIONS 

➢ Any costs associated with necessary charges relating to the delineation of the field 
➢ The supply of manholes or clean-outs or grates, or supply of the manhole covers 
➢ Any alteration or deviation from specifications involving extra costs, which alteration or deviation will be 

provided only upon executed change orders, and will become an extra charge over and above the offered 
price 

➢ Soil stabilization or remediation of any type beyond 5’ depth 
➢ Rock excavation and/or ledge removal 
➢ Offsite disposal of generated spoils Excavation or disposal of unsuitable or contaminated soils 
➢ Site security  
➢ Once subgrade has been established, a proof roll will be performed to ensure structural stability of the soils; 

in the event that unsuitable soils are encountered, a price to remedy these areas can be negotiated based 
on recommended methods per project Engineer 

➢ 3rd party testing or Inspection Fees 
➢ Site restoration, sodding, landscaping or grow-in beyond disturbed areas 
➢ Repair or resurfacing existing asphalt parking lot if damaged by truck traffic 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

➢ Option 2 (FieldTurf Preferred Option) $5,150,000 - $5,500,000 

• General Scope: Extensive Exploration and Solidify 
o GPS located major sink hole areas and record for future exploration use 
o Remove and dispose of existing track surfacing  
o Remove and dispose of existing synthetic turf surfacing 
o Full depth mill of existing track pavement and remove 
o Excavate, remove and salvage existing field stone base and processed aggregate track base as 

necessary 
o Remove and dispose of existing turf anchor curb around track and field 
o Remove and replace football goal posts  
o Remove and replace damaged sections of drainage piping 
o Remove and dispose of existing electrical conduit and wiring if encountered during exploration 
o Replace and/or reset electrical boxes and drainage structures within field 
o Conduct a series of 10’ deep x 2’ diameter augur holes along eastern side of track / field 
o Remove and dispose of excavated material 
o Install flowable fill in all excavated holes to a depth of approximately 1’ below finished grade 
o Furnish and install geogrid support mesh prior to backfill 
o Furnish and install new subgrade materials to achieve new grades 
o Reinstall drainage piping and electrical conduits as necessary 
o Furnish and install new ACO drain and concrete turf anchor curb as required 
o Furnish and install new post tension concrete track and field 
o Furnish and install new 4’ ht. chain link fencing and gates 
o Furnish and install new access path around field 
o Furnish and install new track surfacing and striping within limits shown 
o Furnish and install new synthetic turf and shock/drainage pad within limits shown 
o Provide 25+ year structural warranty on all post tension concrete 

 

 

➢ Synthetic Turf Installation   

• Remove and recycle existing synthetic turf carpet and infill 

• Furnish and install post tension concrete field base 

• Furnish and install shock / drainage pad 

• Furnish and install synthetic turf for field 

• Synthetic turf with SBR rubber and sand infill  

• Colored end zone 

• Alternating turf panels 

• Post installation GMAX field testing 

• Annual field maintenance. 1 visit per year for 8 years 
 

 

➢ End Zone Letters  

• “GRANBY” end zone lettering 
 

 

➢ Midfield Logo  

• Midfield Grizzly Style Logo 
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➢ Track Base Reconstruction  

• Remove and dispose of existing rubberized track surface 

• Furnish and install post tension concrete track base 
o Match grades to existing perimeter trench drain which is to remain 

 

 

➢ Track Surfacing BSS-300  

• Supply and install Beynon BSS-300 polyurethane track surfacing 
o Base color: Beynon red 

• Perform track striping 

 

 

➢ Colored Exchange Zones  

• (3) colored exchange zones  

 

ADDITIONAL SITE IMPROVEMENTS 

➢ 20’ Height Ball Safety Netting  $80,000 - $95,000 

• Supply and install 20-foot-high ball safety netting in D-Zones, including foundations, 
sleeves, poles, netting, and hardware along the field end lines 

 

 

➢ 10’ Height Ball Safety Netting $55,000 - $75,000 

• Supply and install 10-foot-high ball safety netting in corners of field up to 20 yard line, 
including foundations, sleeves, poles, netting, and hardware along the field end lines 

 

 

➢ Press Box                                                         $175,000 - $225,000 

• Furnish and install new press box behind existing bleachers 

• Includes new foundation and support structure 

• ADA access lift listed as separate item if needed 
 

 

➢ ADA Lift       $95,000 - $125,000 

• Furnish and install new ADA accessible lift to press box 

• Includes foundation and installation 

 

 

➢ Retrofit of Existing Athletic Lighting     $200,000 - $250,000 

• Remove and dispose of existing light fixtures and replace with LED fixtures 

• Poles to remain 

 

 

➢ New Bleachers with Press Box  $650,000 - $750,000 

• Furnish and install new double sided bleachers to service both fields (+/- 400 seats) 

• Furnish and install press box between fields for use for both fields 

• Furnish and install concrete slab for  bleachers 

• Provide power supply 

 

 
          POTENTIAL TOTAL OF OPTION 1 w/ ALL ALTERANTES                                                            $ 6,475,000 - $ 7,100,000 

 



  

 

PROJECT BUDGET 
 

EXCLUSIONS 

➢ Any costs associated with necessary charges 
relating to the delineation of the field 

➢ The supply of manholes or clean-outs or grates, 
or supply of the manhole covers 

➢ Any alteration or deviation from specifications 
involving extra costs, which alteration or 
deviation will be provided only upon executed 
change orders, and will become an extra charge 
over and above the offered price 

➢ Soil stabilization or remediation of any type 
➢ Mass Excavation as required to achieve 

subgrade  
➢ Rock excavation 
➢ Offsite disposal of generated spoils  

➢ Excavation or disposal of unsuitable or 
contaminated soils 

➢ Site security  
➢ Once subgrade has been established, a proof 

roll will be performed to ensure structural 
stability of the soils; in the event that unsuitable 
soils are encountered, a price to remedy these 
areas can be negotiated based on 
recommended methods per project Engineer 

➢ Testing or Inspection Fees 
➢ Site restoration, sodding, landscaping or grow-

in beyond disturbed areas 
➢ Repair or resurfacing existing asphalt parking 

lot if damaged by truck traffic 
➢ Bond fees and non-local permits 

 
 

Please feel free to reach out to any member of our project team with questions about our offer: 
 

Andrew Dyjak 
Regional Vice President 
(860) 333-7839 

Andrew.Dyjak@Fieldturf.com
 
  

Chris Hulk 
Regional Vice President 
203-676-4445 
christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com  
 
 
 

Jonathan Luster, PE 
Regional Construction Manager 
(860) 227-4915 
Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com 

 

mailto:christopher.hulk@fieldturf.com
mailto:Jonathan.Luster@FieldTurf.com


 

 

HALEY & ALDRICH, INC. 
465 Medford St. 
Suite 2200 
Boston, MA  02129 
617.886.7400 
 

 www.haleyaldrich.com 

28 July 2025  
File No. 0206711-100 
 
 
Granby Public Schools 
15-B North Granby Road 
Granby, CT 06035 
 
Attention: Christopher DeGray, Director of Facilities 
 
Subject: Subsurface Conditions and Geotechnical Data Report 
  Granby Public Schools – Turf Field and Track 
  Granby, CT 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen:  
 
This Report provides a summary of the subsurface explorations conducted within the limits of the 
existing synthetic turf field and track for Granby Public Schools (the School) located at 50 North Granby 
Road in Granby, Connecticut (subject site).  The approximate location of the site is shown on Figure 1.  
 
The purpose of the subsurface investigation program conducted within the limits of the existing turf 
field and track was to obtain information on subsurface conditions encountered at the site, evaluate site 
fill thickness, and identify presence of potential void spaces within near surface soils.  The work reported 
herein was undertaken by Haley & Aldrich, Inc. (Haley & Aldrich) in accordance with our proposal dated 
30 April 2025 and your subsequent written authorization 
 
Existing Site Conditions 
 
Based on historic aerial photographs, the subject site has been used as an athletic field and track since 
at least 1992.  We understand that the current synthetic turf field and track surface was constructed 
between 2012 and 2013 and that the proposed site grade changes required for construction in the area 
of observed track settlement were not significantly greater than the existing site grades.  Existing site 
grades are approximately Elevation (El.) 220 to 225 (NAVD88)1  in the area of the track and athletic field 
surface. 
 
Settlement has been observed in various areas on the existing track surface and causes puddling after 
rain events, creating unsatisfactory performance conditions for athletics.   
 
 
 

 
1 Elevations in this report are in feet and reference the North American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD88). 
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Proposed Development 
 
The School intends to replace the existing synthetic field and track surface within the next 5 years to 
bring them to performance-level standards for Granby Athletics.  Athletic lighting structures are also 
proposed to support athletic events after sunset.   
 
Subsurface Investigation Programs 
 
PREVIOUS HALEY & ALDRICH SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION PROGRAM  
 
Haley & Aldrich previously performed a subsurface investigation program in October 2022 on the site.  
The purpose was to observe the subsurface conditions specifically underlying the inside lane track in the 
northeast corner and evaluate the presence of possible void spaces beneath the track surface resulting 
in observed surficial settlement.  On 20 October 2022, Seaboard Drilling, LLC of Chicopee, Massachusetts 
conducted a total of seven geoprobes designated HA-1 through HA-7.  The drilling of geoprobes were 
observed by Haley & Aldrich.   
 
The designation and approximate locations of the geoprobes are shown on Figure 2 and geoprobe logs 
are included in Appendix A. 
 
RECENT SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION PROGRAM  
 
The purpose of the recent subsurface investigation program was to collect data beneath the existing turf 
field and track that may indicate future areas of settlement.  Explorations were not performed to 
support the athletic lighting structures at this time. 
 
The designation and approximate location of subsurface explorations are indicated on Figure 2.  The 
recent subsurface explorations were located in the field by Haley & Aldrich personnel by measuring 
from existing site features and therefore are considered approximate.  
 
Between 23 and 25 June 2025, G&M Subsurface of North Dighton, Massachusetts conducted a total of 
twenty-seven (27) geoprobe explorations within the limits of the existing synthetic turf field and track, 
designated GP-01 through GP-27.  GeoSurfaces of Woburn, Massachusetts performed the opening and 
repair of the synthetic turf surfaces at each of the geoprobe locations on the existing field.  The 
geoprobes were drilled to depths ranging from 10 to 20 (feet) ft below ground surface (bgs) with the use 
of a track-mounted geoprobe rig and were observed by Haley & Aldrich.  Refer to the Geoprobe Logs 
included in Appendix B for additional information.  
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Subsurface Conditions 
 
SOIL CONDITIONS 
 
Subsurface soil conditions encountered in the recent subsurface exploration program consisted of the 
following generalized sequence of subsurface units, listed in descending order of occurrence below 
ground surface.  Refer to Table I – Summary of Subsurface Conditions for a summary of the explorations 
performed in 2022 and 2025.   
 

Table I: Summary of Subsurface Conditions 
Generalized Subsurface 

Stratum 
Depth Top of Stratum 

(ft) 
Stratum Thickness 

(ft) 
Fill 0.3 to 1 0.4 to 15 

Glaciofluvial Deposits 0.5 to 13 Not Determined 
 
Note: one or more of the units may be absent at any specific location and may vary in thickness across 
the subject site.  A detailed description of the units encountered is provided below.  
 
Fill - The Fill encountered generally consisted of dark to light brown, red-brown, or gray-brown poorly-
graded Sand or silty Sand with varying amounts of silt, gravel, topsoil, wood, and organic soil. At the 
recent geoprobe locations GP-03, GP-05, GP-13, GP-22, the fill noted buried wood and pockets of dark 
brown organic soil (topsoil) between 0.5 and 5 ft bgs. 
 
The Fill layer was encountered in each of the geoprobes, except for GP-01, GP-06, and GP-08, and 
ranged from 0.4 to 15 ft in thickness.  A 0.5-ft-thick layer of crushed stone was encountered at ground 
surface at the locations of geoprobes conducted within the existing synthetic turf field.  An approximate 
0.1-ft-thick layer of track rubber followed by about 0.4 to 0.5-ft-thick layer of crushed stone was 
encountered at ground surface at the locations of geoprobes conducted within the limits of the existing 
track.  
 
The Fill layer was not fully penetrated at geoprobe GP-22 and HA-5 to a depth of 10 ft and at HA-6 to a 
depth of 15 ft. 
 
Glaciofluvial Deposits - Glaciofluvial Deposits were encountered beneath the Fill at each geoprobe 
location except for geoprobes GP-01, GP-06, and GP-08 where the Glaciofluvial Deposits were 
encountered underlying the crushed stone.  Glaciofluvial Deposits generally consisted of tan to light 
brown or red-brown poorly-graded Sand.  Glaciofluvial Deposits were not fully penetrated at any of the 
geoprobe locations.  
 
  



Granby Public Schools 
28 July 2025  
Page 4 
 
 

 

GROUNDWATER LEVELS 
 
Groundwater was not encountered within the geoprobes at the time of drilling. 
 
Groundwater levels are influenced by precipitation, the presence of below-grade structures and utilities 
in the area, leakage into or out of utility pipes, the infiltration of surface water runoff, building 
underdrain systems, localized water recharging, and other factors.  Groundwater conditions 
encountered during subsequent site visits and/or during construction may differ from those reported 
herein, and as additional groundwater measurements are obtained during subsequent design phases, 
this report will be updated.  
 
Geotechnical Mitigation Considerations 
 
Since areas of settlement have been observed within the turf field, the School has been performing 
routine maintenance consisting of a subcontractor removing the turf surface and filling in localized low 
spots.  Additionally, the northeast corner of the track that was previously observed to experience 
settlement was patched and resurfaced between 2022 and 2023.  
 
Of the recent geoprobe explorations, locations GP-03, GP-05, GP-13, GP-22 encountered buried wood 
and pockets of dark brown organic soil (topsoil) between 0.5 and 5 ft bgs within the Fill layer.  These 
locations are spread out across the track and field and are not located in one central area, suggesting 
that other locations or areas between explorations may encounter similar conditions subject to future 
settlement. 
 
Full-Depth Restoration (recommended) 
 
To mitigate the risk of future settlement, we recommend that a full depth restoration of the field and 
track surface be performed prior to replacement of the surfaces.  Full depth restoration shall include: 

 
Site Preparation 
 
 Strip, remove, and dispose of existing rubber track surface and synthetic turf field and crushed 

stone subbase.   

 Excavate and remove the full depth of Fill up to a 5 ft depth beneath the track and field and 5 ft 
laterally outside the limits of the track.  Within the limits shown on Figure 2, the northeast 
corner of the track is recommended to be excavated and removed up to 10 ft due to presence of 
deeper Fill materials that are unsuitable for subbase of the track. 

 Segregate/screen/stockpile excavated Fill materials that are suitable for re-use as compacted 
granular fill beneath the track and field surface.  Remove and dispose of unsuitable Fill material 
(buried topsoil, organic materials, wood, etc).  

Reuse of any excavated soils will be dependent upon visual characterization of the materials and 
results of grain size analyses and laboratory compaction tests.  Accordingly, we recommend to 
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the extent possible that an on-site location be established for segregating, processing, and 
stockpiling excavated soils. 
 

Subgrade Preparation  
 

 After the Fill has been excavated, the subgrade shall be compacted to 95% of the material’s 
maximum dry unit weight (determined in accordance with ASTM D1557) using appropriate 
compactive efforts.  As a minimum, the subgrade should receive four complete coverages with 
suitable compaction equipment.  The excavated material may be reused after the wood or 
degradable materials are removed from the Fill material.   

 Place a woven geotextile fabric (Mirafi 600X or similar) on top of the prepared and approved 
subgrade as well as on the sides of the excavation. 

 The excavation shall be backfilled with previously excavated Fill material suitable for re-use or 
Granular Fill placed in loose lift thicknesses not exceeding 12 inches (in.), and the material shall 
be compacted to 95% of the material’s maximum dry unit weight (determined in accordance 
with ASTM D1557) using appropriate compactive efforts.  As a minimum, each layer of fill should 
receive four complete coverages with suitable compaction equipment. 
 

Following backfill and compaction to design subgrade elevation, re-construct the track and field. 
Refer to recommendations in following sections. 

 
Synthetic Turf Field  

 
 Following completion of subgrade preparation to design subgrade elevation for the new turf 

system, prepare the subgrade using a large compaction roller to prepare a firm, dry and stable 
subgrade.  If during static rolling of the subgrades pumping or weaving conditions are observed, 
alternative compaction techniques may be required and/or additional subgrade preparation 
may be recommended (e.g., removal and replacement of soft, compressible soils). 

 At all times prior to placement of the turf system, we recommend maintaining a dry and 
undisturbed design subgrade to ensure a stable working surface to receive the turf system.  
Temporary re-grading outside the limits of the new field will be required to divert surface runoff 
away from the work areas.  Construction dewatering is not anticipated; however, if it becomes 
necessary, efforts should be taken by the contractor to discharge dewatering effluent to an on-
site recharge system at distances away from the work areas so as not to disturb subgrade 
preparation. 

 For the permanent condition, the maintenance, protection and long-term performance of the 
synthetic turf field will require an effective stormwater runoff collection and management 
system.  Anticipated subsurface soils at and/or within shallow depths of the anticipated design 
subgrade level for the new synthetic turf fields are likely to consist of fine-grained sandy 
silts/silty sands that have poor drainage characteristics – vertically and laterally.  Design of any 
sub-turf drainage systems must consider the effect these impermeable subgrade soils can have 
on the field’s drainage capacity.  At a minimum, the sub-turf drainage systems must be designed 
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such that the system is entirely and at all times above groundwater level.  Design of the 
drainage system for the synthetic turf should be completed by a Civil Engineer.  For this report, 
we recommend the subgrade be pitched to direct drainage towards the sub-turf drainage 
system that would be comprised of a minimum 10 to 12-in. thick layer of double-washed, 3/4-in. 
crushed stone with perforated HDPE pipes that are sized by the Civil Engineer and embedded 
within the crushed stone so as to effectively collect and transport by gravity any accumulated 
runoff water that filters from the turf layer above to an appropriately sized on-site 
collection/groundwater recharge tank or, alternatively, direct the discharge into a permitted 
storm drain.  Prior to placing the crushed stone and perforated piping, a woven geotextile fabric 
(Mirafi 600X or similar) should be placed on top of the prepared and approved subgrade.  
Additionally, a backflow preventer at the outlet structure should be incorporated into the design 
of the drainage system. 

 3/4-in Crushed Stone shall consist of inert angular material derived from a stone quarry that is 
hard, durable, washed stone or crushed gravel, free from clay, loam, or other deleterious 
material, with a maximum size of 3/4 in, and conforming to the following: 

  

Sieve Size Percent Passing 
By Weight 

1 in. 100 
3/4 in. 90 – 100 
1/2 in. 10 – 50 
3/8 in. 0 – 20 
No. 4 0 – 5 

 
Synthetic Track  

 
 Following preparation to subgrade elevation, provide a minimum 12-in. layer of Granular Fill for 

the subbase of the asphalt.  Asphalt and rubberized track surface thickness should match 
original design drawings. 

 Granular Fill shall be obtained from off-site sources and shall consist of naturally occurring or 
processed, inert material that is hard, durable natural stone and coarse sand, free from loam, 
clay, surface coatings, and deleterious materials.   

 

Sieve Size Percent Passing 
By Weight 

3 in. 100 
No. 4 30 – 90 

No. 40 10 – 50 
No. 200 0 – 8 
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 If portions of the proposed track extend beyond the existing plan limits of the existing track, we 
recommend complete removal of the existing topsoil prior to compacting the subgrade and 
placement and compaction of a minimum 12-in. thick lift of granular fill to design subgrade 
elevation.   

 
Track and Field Surface Restoration (alternate consideration with routine maintenance) 
 
If project construction costs associated with the recommended over-excavation and backfilling are 
determined to not be acceptable to the School, the reduced scope of track and field surface restorations 
could be considered by the School as an alternate consideration that would not require the subgrade 
preparation in the full-depth restoration recommendation.  This option would not mitigate the risk of 
potential long term field performance issues due to the presence of the remaining unsuitable soils 
below the over-excavation limits but could allow the track and field to be utilized in the short term and 
would require periodic maintenance of both the synthetic turf field and track.   
 
For this consideration, the track and field surface restoration would consist of: 

 
 Remove/mill track surface down to asphalt base layer, patch observed cracks and shim 

depressions in the asphalt, and replace with new synthetic track surface/system.   

 Remove synthetic turf surface/carpet, raise grade with additional crushed stone where needed, 
and replace with new synthetic turf surface.  Prior to installing the new synthetic turf, the 
existing drainage stone should be tested to confirm design infiltration rate of the drainage layer 
is consistent with the synthetic turf field provider’s requirements.  Additionally, an inspection of 
the existing drainage piping (lateral field and perimeter drain lines) should be completed to 
confirm the drainage system is functioning as originally designed and meets stormwater 
management requirements for the new turf field system. 

 Surface track and synthetic turf surface restoration should be conducted by a specialty 
contractor familiar with the construction and repair of synthetic turf and track systems. 

 
Limitations 
 
This letter was prepared in accordance with our proposal dated 30 April 2025 and your subsequent 
written authorization. This letter has been prepared for the specific application to the Granby Public 
Schools synthetic turf field and track.  
 
The nature and extent of variations in the subsurface conditions between explorations may not become 
evident until construction, and the project design may change from our current understanding.  Any 
additional information pertaining to the project that becomes available should be provided to Haley & 
Aldrich, so that our conclusions and recommendations can be reviewed and modified, as necessary. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to provide engineering services on this project.  Please do not hesitate to 
call if you have any questions or comments. 

Sincerely yours, 
HALEY & ALDRICH, INC. 

Megan H. Carlson, PE (NY)  R. Scott Goldkamp, PE (MA/NH)
Project Manager         Principal

Attachments: 
Figure 1 – Site Locus 
Figure 2 – Site and Subsurface Exploration Location Plan 
Appendix A – Previous Geoprobe Logs 
Appendix B – Recent Geoprobe Logs 

\\haleyaldrich.com\share\CF\Projects\0206711\Granby Public Schools\Report\2025-0728-HAI-Granby Public Schools-Geotechnical Data Report-F.docx 



APPROXIMATE SCALE: 1 INCH = 2,000 FEET 

41°57'39"N, 72°47'43"W

FIGURE 1MAP SOURCE: USGS
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SITE COORDINATES:

PROJECT LOCUS

GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS - TURF FIELD AND TRACK
50 NORTH GRANBY ROAD
GRANBY, CT



FIGURE 2

SITE AND SUBSURFACE
EXPLORATION LOCATION PLAN

   SCALE: 

DESIGNATION AND APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF
GEOPROBE PERFORMED BY G&M SUBSURFACE
FROM 23 TO 25 JUNE 2025 AND OBERSVED BY
HALEY & ALDRICH, INC.

BASE PLAN OBTAINED FROM DRAWING NO. L.2.A
TITLED "SITE GRADING PLAN" PREPARED BY
CR3 LLP AND DATED 16 JANUARY 2013.

ELEVATIONS REFERENCE THE NORTH
AMERICAN VERTICAL DATUM OF 1988 (NAVD 88).

GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS - TURF FIELD AND TRACK
GRANBY, CONNECTICUT

1" = 40'
JULY 2025

NOTES
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GP-14

GP-15

GP-16

GP-17

GP-18

GP-19

GP-20

GP-21

GP-22

GP-23

GP-24

GP-25

GP-26

GP-27 DESIGNATION AND APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF
GEOPROBE PERFORMED BY SEABOARD DRILLING
ON 20 OCTOBER 2022 AND OBSERVED BY HALEY &
ALDRICH, INC.

HA-1

HA-5
HA-1

HA-6

HA-3

HA-2

HA-4

HA-7

2.

N

AREA OF ADDITIONAL
EXCAVATION
REQUIRED UP TO 10
FT DEPTH



APPENDIX A 
Previous Geoprobe Logs 



IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION OF SUBSURFACE MATERIALS 

I 

SOIL 

Soil description on logs of subsurface explorations are based on 
Standard Penetration Test results, visual-manual examination of exposed 
soil and soil samples, and the results of laboratory tests on selected 
samples. The criteria, descriptive terms and definitions are as follows: 

DENSITY OR CONSISTENCY 

Penetration Penetration 
Density of Resistance Consistency of Resistance 

Cohesionless Soils (Blows �er ft.) Cohesive Soils (Blows �er ft.) 
Very Loose 0-4 Very Soft 0-2 
Loose 5-10 Soft 3-4 
Medium 11-30 Medium 5-8 
Dense 31-50 Stiff 9-15 
Very Dense over 50 Very Stiff 16-30 

Hard over 30 

PENETRATION RESISTANCE 

Standard Penetration Test (ASTM D-1586) - Number of blows required to 
drive a standard 2 in. O.D. split spoon sampler 1 ft. with a 140 lb. weight 
falling freely through 30 in. 

COLOR: Basic colors and combinations: black, brown, gray, 
yellow-brown, etc. 

U.S. Standard Series Seive 
12" 3" 3/4" 

I
I Gravel 

Boulders Cobbles 
I I Coarse Fine 

4 

I 

I 

SUPPLEMENTAL SOIL TERMINOLOGY: 

Laminae 
Parting 
Seam 
Layer 
Stratum 
Pocket 
Lens 
Occasional 
Frequent 
I nterbedded 
Varved 
Mottled 

- 0 to 1/16 in. thick (cohesive) 
- 0 to 1/16 in. thick (granular) 
- 1/16101/2 in. thick 
- 1/2 to 12 in. thick 
- > 12 in. thick 
- Small, erratic deposit less than 12 in. size 
- Lenticular deposit larger than a pocket 
- One or less per 12 in. of thickness 
- More than one per 12 in. of thickness 
- Alternating soil layers of differing composition 
- Alternating thin seams of silt and clay 
- Variation of color 

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION 

Deposit type - GLACIAL TILL, ALLUVIUM, FILL ..... 

The natural soils are identified by criteria of Unified Soil Classification 
System (USCS), with appropriate group symbol in parenthesis for each 
soil description. Fill materials may not be classified by USCS criteria. 

Clear Square Sieve Openings 
10 40 200 

Sand I 
I I 

Silts and Clays Coarse Medium Fine I I 
l 305 mm 76 mm 19 mm 4.75 mm 2.00 mm 0.43 mm 0.074 mm 
r-:t---------------------------------------------------------------1 N 0 UNIFIED SOIL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM 
"' 

2 
1--------------------------------"Ti

----,----,1
--------------------------I 

N MAJOR DIVISIONS Group Graphic TYPICAL NAMES 
� Symbol Symbol 
z l---------,-------------r-------------..L-,--!,.-.,....,..---'--------------------------1 
0 

'3 

0:: ::::, CJ)m ::::, 

z 
0 

Coarse grained 
soils: 

more than half 
is larger 

than number 
200 sieve 

Gravels 

More than half 
of coarse 

fraction is larger 
than number 4 

sieve 

Sands 

Gravels with 
little or no fines 

Gravels with 
over 12% fines 

Sands with little 
or no fines 

Sands with over 

I 
Well graded gravels, gravel-sand mixtures 

Poorly graded gravels, gravel-sand mixtures 

Silty gravels, poorly graded gravel-sand-silt mixtures 

GC 7; Clayey gravels, poorly graded gravel-sand-clay mixtures 

SW � 

� 
Well graded sands, gravelly sands 

SP Poorly graded sands, gravelly sands 

SM I 11 I 
I 11 I Silty sands, poorly graded sand-silt mixtures 
-

o:: Clayey sands, poorly graded sand-clay mixtures 
'31---------+-----------'-----------------li--+...,,....,!---------------------------I 

More than half 
of coarse 
fraction is 

smaller than 
number 4 siev 12% fines SC �� 

'-- -

� ML I I 
Inorganic silts and very fine sands, rock flour, silly or clayey fine 

w Silts and Clays sands or clayey silts with slight plasticity 

� CL I// J Inorganic clays of low to medium plasticity, gravelly clays, sandy 

o::::::, 
Fined-grained ·II, clays, silty clays, lean clays 

soils: Liquid limit 50% or less 

� OL a Organic clays and organic silty clays of low plasticity 
CJ) more than half ui smaller than MH Inorganic silty, micaceous or diatomaceous fine sandy or silty soils, 
t'.j number 200 Silts and Clays elaStic silts 
� W, 

� 
sieve 

Liquid limit greater than 50% 
CH � Inorganic clays of high plasticity, fat clays 

...J �x w OH �X Organic clays of medium to high plasticity, organic sills 
u::1-----------'---------------------------ll--+"-,.,...,.---------------------------I 

� Highly organic soils PT � Peat and other highly organic soils 
ifil--------------------------------....ii....-.i.... ..... ---------------------------1 
...J w (.) 

::;; w 

S2 
., 

GENERAL NOTES 

1. Logs of subsurface explorations depict soil, rock and groundwater 
conditions only at the locations specified on the dates indicated. 
Subsurface conditions may vary at other locations and at other times. 

2. Water levels noted on the logs were measured at the times and under the 
conditions indicated. During test borings, these water levels could have been 
affected by the introduction of water into the borehole, extraction of tools on other 
procedures and thus may not reflect actual groundwater level at the test boring 
location. Groundwater level fluctuations may also occur as a result of variations in 
precipitation, temperature, season, tides, adjacent construction activities and 
pumping of water supply wells and construction dewatering systems. 

ROCK 

Rock descriptions noted on logs of subsurface explorations are based on 
visual-manual examination of exposed rock outcrops and core samples. 
The criteria, descriptive terms and definitions used are as follows: 

FIELD HARDNESS: A measure of resistance to scratching. 
Very Hard Cannot be scratched with a knife point 

or sharp pick. 
Hard Can be scratched with a knife point or 

sharp pick, only with difficulty. 
Moderately Hard Can be readily scratched with a knife 

point or pick. 
Medium Hard Can be grooved or gouged 1/16 in. deep 

with firm pressure on a knife point or 
sharp pick. 

Soft Can be grooved or gouged easily with a 
knife point or pick. 

Very Soft Can be carved with a knife and excavated 
with a pick point. 

WEATHERING: The action of organic and inorganic and chemical 
and physical processes resulting in alteration of 
color, texture and composition. 

Fresh-FR 

Slight-SL 

Moderate-MOD 

High-HIGH 

No visible sign of alteration, except 
perhaps slight discoloration on major 
discontinuity surfaces. 

Discoloration of rock material and 
discontinuity surfaces. All rock may be 
discolored and/or somewhat weaker 
than in its fresh condition. 

Less than half the rock material is decomposed 
and/or disintegrated to a soil. Some fresh or 
discolored rock is present as either a continuous 
framework or as corestones. 

More than half the rock material is 
decomposed and/or disintegrated to a soil. 
Fresh or discolored rock is present as either 
a discontinuous framework or as corestones. 

Complete-COMP All rock material is decomposed and/or 
disintegrated to soil. The original mass 
structure is largely intact. 

Residual Soil All rock material is converted to soil. The mass 
structure and material fabric are destroyed. 
There has been a large change of volume, but 
the material has not been significantly 
transported. 

COLOR: Basic colors and combinations: gray, light gray, brown, 
red-brown. 

TEXTURE: Size, shape and arrangements of constituents. 

Term Size 
Igneous 

>5 mm 

1 - 5  mm 
< 1 mm 

Sedimentary 

>2 mm 

0.625 - 2  mm 
< 0.625 mm 

Coarse-grained 

Medium-grained 

Fine-grained 
Aphanitic Individual grains invisible to the unaided eye. 

LITHOLOGY: Rock classification and modifiers; 
accepted formation names. 

DISCONTINUITIES: 

� 
Joint 

Definition 

Shear 

Fault 

Shear or Fault 
Zone 

A natural fracture along which no 
displacement has occurred. May occur 
in parallel groups called sets. 

A natural fracture along which 
displacement has occurred. Surface 
may be slickensided or striated. 
A natural fracture along which 
displacement has occurred. Usually 
lined with gouge and slickensides. 

Zone of fractured rock and gouge 
bordering the displacement plane. 

ORIENTATION/ATTITUDE: 
Term 
Horizontal 

Angle (degrees) 
0-5 

Low Angle 
Moderately Dipping 
High Angle 

6-35 
36-55 
56-85 

Vertical 

SPACING: 
Discontinuity Term 
Extremely Close 
Very Close 
Close 
Moderate 
Wide 
Very Wide 
Extremely Wide 

Bedding Term 
Extremely Thin 
Very Thin 
Thin 
Medium 
Thick 
Very Thick 
Extremely Thick 

86-100 

Inches 
< 3/4 
3/4 - 2.5 
2.5 - 8  
8 - 24 
24 - 80 
80 - 240 
> 240

PERSISTENCE/CONTINUITY: APERTURE/GAP: 
Term 
Very Low 
Low 
Medium 
High 
Very High 

POROSITY: 
� 
Primary: 

Feet 
0-3 
3-10
10-35 
35-65 
> 65 

Term 
Very Tight 
Tight 
Partly Open 
Open 
Moderately Wide 
Wide 
Very Wide 
Extremely Wide 
Cavernous 

Distance 
<0.1mm 
0.1 mm-0.25mm 
0.25mm-0.5mm 
0.5mm-2.5mm 
2.5mm-1cm 
>1cm 
1cm-10cm 
10cm-1m 
> 1m 

Pre-depositional and depositional inter- and intra- granular, particle, or 
crystalline pores. 

Secondary: 
Solution features including pits, vugs, caverns, molds, and channels. 
Fracture features including joints, shears, faults, shrinkage and breccia fabrics. 

Term 
Micro 
Meso 
Mega 

Size 
< 0.0625 mm 
0.0625-4.0 mm 
4.0-256 mm 

SUBSURFACE EXPLORATION KEY 



 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1
42

G2
36

G3
36

221.9
0.1

221.4
0.6

211.0
11.0

207.0
15.0

SW
SP

SM

SM

SP

-TRACK RUBBER-

-ASPHALT-

Gray to gray-brown well-graded SAND with gravel (SW), no structure, no
odor, dry

 - FILL -
Light red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor,
moist, trace organics

Light brown to tan SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, wet, wood fragments,
trace organics

Gray to gray-brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, moist, trace
wood fragments, trace organics

Light brown to tan poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure, no
odor, wet

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

5

5

10
15

10

10

10

10
10

10

15

10

20
15

20

20

20

55
60

45

30

55

15

25

Elevation

Location

Time (hr.)

HA-1

Inside Diameter  (in.)

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

J. Shaw

G3

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 6620G

S - Splitspoon Sample

Finish

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

1

H&A Rep.

0.0

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples

Datum

Type

Barrel

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

Drilling Equipment and Procedures

Start

15.0

Boring No.

-

G - Geoprobe

of Hole

None

Summary

Field Tests:

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -Auto

1of

M. Kern

HA-1

Bit Type:

Bottom

-   Automatic Hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon

Elapsed

222.0  (est.)

File No.
Sheet No.

0206711-000

Driller

Riser Pipe

See Plan
NAVD88

October 20, 2022
October 20, 2022

Client
Contractor Sea Board Drilling

Project
R.A.D. SPORTS
GRANBY HIGH SCHOOL TRACK, 54 N GRANBY RD, GRANBY CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Density/consistency, color, GROUP NAME & SYMBOL,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

Gravel Sand Field Test

%
 F

in
e

%
 C

oa
rs

e

%
 M

ed
iu

m

%
 F

in
e

%
 F

in
es

D
ila

ta
nc

y

%
 C

oa
rs

e

T
ou

gh
ne

ss

P
la

st
ic

ity

S
tr

en
g

th

Field Test



 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1
42

G2
24

G3
42

221.9
0.1

221.4
0.6

212.0
10.0

207.0
15.0

SW
SP

CL

SP

SP

SP

-TRACK RUBBER-

-ASPHALT-

Gray to gray-brown well-graded SAND with gravel (SW), no structure, no
odor, dry
Light brown to tan poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure, no
odor, dry

Gray-brown sandy lean CLAY (CL), no structure, no odor, moist, trace
organics, trace wood, appears disturbed
Red-brown to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor,
dry

Note: Upon advancing geoprobe sleeve, observed little to no resistance
between 5.4 to 5.8 ft.

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Light brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist

-GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS-

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

5 10
15

10

10

10

10
10

15

15

15

20
15

10

20

20

30

55
60

20

55

55

45

70

Elevation

Location

Time (hr.)

HA-2

Inside Diameter  (in.)

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

J. Shaw

G3

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 6620G

S - Splitspoon Sample

Finish

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

1

H&A Rep.

0.0

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples

Datum

Type

Barrel

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

Drilling Equipment and Procedures

Start

15.0

Boring No.

-

G - Geoprobe

of Hole

None

Summary

Field Tests:

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -Auto

1of

M. Kern

HA-2

Bit Type:

Bottom

-   Automatic Hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon

Elapsed

222.0  (est.)

File No.
Sheet No.

0206711-000

Driller

Riser Pipe

See Plan
NAVD88

October 20, 2022
October 20, 2022

Client
Contractor Sea Board Drilling

Project
R.A.D. SPORTS
GRANBY HIGH SCHOOL TRACK, 54 N GRANBY RD, GRANBY CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Density/consistency, color, GROUP NAME & SYMBOL,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

Gravel Sand Field Test
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1
36

G2
36

G3
36

221.9
0.1

221.4
0.6

212.5
9.5

212.0
10.0

207.0
15.0

SW
SP

SP

SP

SM

SP

-TRACK RUBBER-

-ASPHALT-

Gray to gray-brown well-graded SAND with gravel (SW), no structure, no
odor, dry
Light brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Light brown to brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

-FILL-

Light brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, dry

Light brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

5 10
10

10

10

10
15

15

15

15

20
20

20

20

20

30

55
55

55

55

40

55

40

Elevation

Location

Time (hr.)

HA-3

Inside Diameter  (in.)

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

J. Shaw

G3

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 6620G

S - Splitspoon Sample

Finish

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

1

H&A Rep.

0.0

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples

Datum

Type

Barrel

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

Drilling Equipment and Procedures

Start

15.0

Boring No.

-

G - Geoprobe

of Hole

None

Summary

Field Tests:

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -Auto

1of

M. Kern

HA-3

Bit Type:

Bottom

-   Automatic Hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon

Elapsed

222.0  (est.)

File No.
Sheet No.

0206711-000

Driller

Riser Pipe

See Plan
NAVD88

October 20, 2022
October 20, 2022

Client
Contractor Sea Board Drilling

Project
R.A.D. SPORTS
GRANBY HIGH SCHOOL TRACK, 54 N GRANBY RD, GRANBY CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Density/consistency, color, GROUP NAME & SYMBOL,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

Gravel Sand Field Test
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1
30

G2
12

G3
42

221.9
0.1

221.4
0.6

209.0
13.0

207.0
15.0

SW
SP

SP

SP

SP

SM

-TRACK RUBBER-

-ASPHALT-

Gray to gray-brown well-graded SAND with gravel (SW), no structure, no
odor, dry
Light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Light brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor,
dry

Note: Upon advancing geoprobe sleeve, observed little to no resistance
between 5.4 to 5.8 ft.

 - FILL -

Light red-brown poorly graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry,
pockets of dark brown organics, occasional brick specks, appears
disturbed

Light brown poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure, no odor,
dry

Light brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

5

5

10
10

10

10
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15

15
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15

20
20

20

20

20

20

55
55

55

70

50

40 40

Elevation

Location

Time (hr.)

HA-4

Inside Diameter  (in.)

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

J. Shaw

G3

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 6620G

S - Splitspoon Sample

Finish

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

1

H&A Rep.

0.0

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples

Datum

Type

Barrel

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

Drilling Equipment and Procedures

Start

15.0

Boring No.

-

G - Geoprobe

of Hole

None

Summary

Field Tests:

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -Auto

1of

M. Kern

HA-4

Bit Type:

Bottom

-   Automatic Hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon

Elapsed

222.0  (est.)

File No.
Sheet No.

0206711-000

Driller

Riser Pipe

See Plan
NAVD88

October 20, 2022
October 20, 2022

Client
Contractor Sea Board Drilling

Project
R.A.D. SPORTS
GRANBY HIGH SCHOOL TRACK, 54 N GRANBY RD, GRANBY CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Density/consistency, color, GROUP NAME & SYMBOL,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

Gravel Sand Field Test
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G1
36

G2
24

221.9
0.1

221.4
0.6

212.0
10.0

SW
SP

SP

SM

-TRACK RUBBER-

-ASPHALT-

Gray to gray-brown well-graded SAND with gravel (SW), no structure, no
odor, dry
Light brown poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure, no odor,
moist

Note: Upon advancing geoprobe sleeve, observed little to no resistance
between 2.4 to 2.6 ft.

-FILL-

Light brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor,
moist

Brown poorly-graded SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, moist, bottom 2 in.
wood, dark lenses of organics, possible former Topsoil/Loess horizon,
disturbed

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

5
5

10
10

10

10
15

15

10

20
20

20

10

55
50

55

50 30

Elevation

Location

Time (hr.)

HA-5

Inside Diameter  (in.)

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

J. Shaw

G2

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 6620G

S - Splitspoon Sample

Finish

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

1

H&A Rep.

0.0

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples

Datum

Type

Barrel

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

Drilling Equipment and Procedures

Start

15.0

Boring No.

-

G - Geoprobe

of Hole

None

Summary

Field Tests:

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -Auto

1of

M. Kern

HA-5

Bit Type:

Bottom

-   Automatic Hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon

Elapsed

222.0  (est.)

File No.
Sheet No.

0206711-000

Driller

Riser Pipe

See Plan
NAVD88

October 20, 2022
October 20, 2022

Client
Contractor Sea Board Drilling

Project
R.A.D. SPORTS
GRANBY HIGH SCHOOL TRACK, 54 N GRANBY RD, GRANBY CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Density/consistency, color, GROUP NAME & SYMBOL,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

Gravel Sand Field Test
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1
42

G2
36

G3
30

221.9
0.1

221.4
0.6

207.0
15.0

SW
SP

SM

SP

SP

-TRACK RUBBER-

-ASPHALT-

Gray to gray-brown well-graded SAND with gravel (SW), no structure, no
odor, dry
Light brown poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure, no odor,
dry

Light brown to tan silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, moist,
occasional dark brown organic lenses

Brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist,
bottom 5 in. wood

 - FILL-

Light brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist,
trace organic lenses, trace brick particles, block of wood (3 in. length) in
middle of sample

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

5
5
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10

10

10

10

10
15

15

15

15

20
20

20

20

20

55
50

25

50

55

30

5

Elevation

Location

Time (hr.)

HA-6

Inside Diameter  (in.)

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

J. Shaw

G3

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 6620G

S - Splitspoon Sample

Finish

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

1

H&A Rep.

0.0

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples

Datum

Type

Barrel

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

Drilling Equipment and Procedures

Start

10.0

Boring No.

-

G - Geoprobe

of Hole

None

Summary

Field Tests:

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -Auto

1of

M. Kern

HA-6

Bit Type:

Bottom

-   Automatic Hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon

Elapsed

222.0  (est.)

File No.
Sheet No.

0206711-000

Driller

Riser Pipe

See Plan
NAVD88

October 20, 2022
October 20, 2022

Client
Contractor Sea Board Drilling

Project
R.A.D. SPORTS
GRANBY HIGH SCHOOL TRACK, 54 N GRANBY RD, GRANBY CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Density/consistency, color, GROUP NAME & SYMBOL,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

Gravel Sand Field Test
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1
42

G2
36

G3
42

221.9
0.1

221.4
0.6

221.0
1.0

215.0
7.0

207.0
15.0

SW

SP

SP

SP

-TRACK RUBBER-

-ASPHALT-

Gray to gray-brown well-graded SAND with gravel (SW), no structure, no
odor, dry

 - FILL -

Light brown to brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry,
trace brick

 - FILL -

Tan to light red-brown poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure,
no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Light red-brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

5

5

10
10

10

10
15

20
20

20

55
55

65

100

Elevation

Location

Time (hr.)

HA-7

Inside Diameter  (in.)

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

J. Shaw

G3

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 6620G

S - Splitspoon Sample

Finish

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

1

H&A Rep.

0.0

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples

Datum

Type

Barrel

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

Drilling Equipment and Procedures

Start

15.0

Boring No.

-

G - Geoprobe

of Hole

None

Summary

Field Tests:

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -Auto

1of

M. Kern

HA-7

Bit Type:

Bottom

-   Automatic Hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon

Elapsed

222.0  (est.)

File No.
Sheet No.

0206711-000

Driller

Riser Pipe

See Plan
NAVD88

October 20, 2022
October 20, 2022

Client
Contractor Sea Board Drilling

Project
R.A.D. SPORTS
GRANBY HIGH SCHOOL TRACK, 54 N GRANBY RD, GRANBY CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Density/consistency, color, GROUP NAME & SYMBOL,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

Gravel Sand Field Test

%
 F

in
e

%
 C

oa
rs

e

%
 M

ed
iu

m

%
 F

in
e

%
 F

in
es

D
ila

ta
nc

y

%
 C

oa
rs

e

T
ou

gh
ne

ss

P
la

st
ic

ity

S
tr

en
g

th

Field Test



APPENDIX B 
Recent Geoprobe Logs 



 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
44

G-2
30

-CRUSHED STONE-

Light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

- GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

222.5
0.5

213.0
10.0

SP

SP

5

5

20

5

50

30

20

55

5

5

C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-01

Time (hr.)

GP-01

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
38

G-2
33

-CRUSHED STONE-

Dark brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-02

Time (hr.)

GP-02

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.5  (est.)
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Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE
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GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
40

G-2
60

-CRUSHED STONE-

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND with silt (SP-SM), no structure, no
odor, dry

-FILL-

Light brown sandy SILT (ML), no structure, no odor, dry, occasional dark
soil lense, appears to be fill or former topsoil/loess soil horizon

-GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS-

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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218.0
5.0

215.5
7.5

213.0
10.0

SP-
SM

ML
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-03

Time (hr.)

GP-03

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
38

G-2
40

-CRUSHED STONE-

Dark brown silty SAND with gravel (SM), no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-04

Time (hr.)

GP-04

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
39

G2
40

-CRUSHED STONE-

Dark brown silty SAND with gravel (SM), no structure, no odor, dry, trace
organic wood material

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-05

Time (hr.)

GP-05

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
39

G-2
35

-CRUSHED STONE-

Light brown poorly-graded SAND with silt (SP-SM), no structure, no odor,
dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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10.0

SP-
SM

SP
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-06

Time (hr.)

GP-06

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)
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Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
34

G-2
60

-CRUSHED STONE-

Dark brown silty SAND with gravel (SM), no structure, no odor, dry
 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-07

Time (hr.)

GP-07

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
36

G-2
30

-CRUSHED STONE-

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

222.5
0.5

213.0
10.0

SP

SP

5 5

5

55

45

30

50

5

C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-08

Time (hr.)

GP-08

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
41

G-2
33

-CRUSHED STONE-

Dark brown silty SAND with gravel (SM), no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-09

Time (hr.)

GP-09

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

23 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

23 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.5  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
41

G-2
55

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray to gray-brown silty SAND with gravel (SM), no structure, no odor, dry
 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

222.9
0.1

222.5
0.5

222.0
1.0

213.0
10.0

SM

SP

SP
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-10

Time (hr.)

GP-10

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
40

G-2
50

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM), no
structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Red to red-brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.9
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0.5

221.0
1.0

212.0
10.0

SP-
SM

SP

SP
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-11

Time (hr.)

GP-11

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

S
tr

at
u

m
C

ha
ng

e
E

le
v/

D
ep

th
 (

ft)

U
S

C
S

 S
ym

bo
l

Gravel Sand Field Test

%
 F

in
e

%
 C

oa
rs

e

%
 M

ed
iu

m

%
 F

in
e

%
 F

in
es

D
ila

ta
nc

y

%
 C

oa
rs

e

T
ou

gh
ne

ss

P
la

st
ic

ity

S
tr

en
g

th

Field Test



 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
45

G-2
41

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM), no
structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.9
0.1
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0.5

220.0
2.0

212.0
10.0

SP-
SM
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-12

Time (hr.)

GP-12

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)
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Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G-1
46

G-2
38

G-3
42

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM), no
structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light-brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, dry, frequent
pockets of dark brown organic soil

-FILL-

Brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, moist

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist

-GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS-

Brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, moist

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

222.5
0.5

222.0
1.0

218.0
5.0

213.0
10.0

210.0
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14.0

208.0
15.0
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

15.0

Elevation

Location

GP-13

Time (hr.)

GP-13

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G3

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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 - FILL -
Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

-FILL-



 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
43

G-2
40

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure, no
odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Brown silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, moist

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, moist

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-14

Time (hr.)

GP-14

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

224.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
44

G-2
39

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray-brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

223.9
0.1

223.5
0.5

220.0
4.0

214.0
10.0

SP-
SM

SP

SP
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-15

Time (hr.)

GP-15

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

224.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G-1
43

G-2
42

G-3
45

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray-brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

223.4
0.1

223.0
0.5

219.5
4.0

208.5
15.0

SP-
SM

SP

SP

SP
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

15.0

Elevation

Location

GP-16

Time (hr.)

GP-16

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G3

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.5  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
40

G-2
35

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray-brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

223.4
0.1

223.0
0.5

219.5
4.0

213.5
10.0

SP-
SM

SP

SP
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-17

Time (hr.)

GP-17

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.5  (est.)
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Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE
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GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
40

G-2
42

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray-brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.9
0.1

221.5
0.5

218.0
4.0
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10.0

SP-
SM
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-18

Time (hr.)

GP-18

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)

S
tr

at
u

m
C

ha
ng

e
E

le
v/

D
ep

th
 (

ft)

U
S

C
S

 S
ym

bo
l

Gravel Sand Field Test

%
 F

in
e

%
 C

oa
rs

e

%
 M

ed
iu

m

%
 F

in
e

%
 F

in
es

D
ila

ta
nc

y

%
 C

oa
rs

e

T
ou

gh
ne

ss

P
la

st
ic

ity

S
tr

en
g

th

Field Test



 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G-1
46

G-2
40

- TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT -

-CRUSHED STONE-

Gray-brown to red-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

Tan to light brown poorly-graded SAND (SP), no structure, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

222.9
0.1

222.5
0.5

219.0
4.0

213.0
10.0

SP-
SM

SP

SP
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C. Cravinho

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-19

Time (hr.)

GP-19

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

24 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

24 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

223.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

 15.0
20.0

G1

G2

G3

G4

-TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT-

Dark gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor
Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), bedded, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Dark brown silty SAND with gravel (SM), no structure, no odor, dry,
occasional irregular dark brown sandy SILT pocket (fill)

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), bedded, no odor, dry, trace
clayey sand

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Tan silty SAND (SM), no structure, no odor, moist

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 20.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.7
0.3
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

20.0

Elevation

Location

GP-20

Time (hr.)

GP-20

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G4

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions
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U
S
H

 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G1

G2

-TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT-

Dark gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor

 - FILL -

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), bedded, no odor, dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.6
0.4

221.2
0.8

212.0
10.0

SP-
SM

SP
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-21

Time (hr.)

GP-21

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions
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S
H

 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G1

G2

-TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT-

Dark gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor
Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), bedded, no odor, dry

 - FILL -

Dark brown sandy SILT (ML) with dark brown organic soil pockets,
occasional wood pieces (from tree?)

-FILL-

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.6
0.4

217.0
5.0

212.0
10.0

SP-
SM
SP

ML
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-22

Time (hr.)

GP-22

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT
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H

 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G1

G2

-TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT-

Dark gray and gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (GW-
GC), no structure, no odor

 - FILL -

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), bedded, no odor,
dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.7
0.3

221.0
1.0

212.0
10.0

GW-
GC

SP
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-23

Time (hr.)

GP-23

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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H
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U
S
H

P
U
S
H

 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1

G2

G3

-TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT-

Dark gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor

 - FILL -

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), bedded, no odor,
dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Red to red-brown poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), no structure, no
odor, dry

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

222.1
0.4

221.5
1.0

207.5
15.0

SP-
SM

SP

SP
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

15.0

Elevation

Location

GP-24

Time (hr.)

GP-24

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G3

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.5  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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P
U
S
H

P
U
S
H

P
U
S
H

 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

 10.0
15.0

G1

G2

G3

-TRACK RUBBER AND ASPHALT-

Dark gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor

 - FILL -

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), bedded, no odor, dry, trace
clayey sand, graded bedding coarse to fine sand

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 15.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

222.2
0.3

221.5
1.0

207.5
15.0

SP-
SM

SP
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

15.0

Elevation

Location

GP-25

Time (hr.)

GP-25

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G3

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.5  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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P
U
S
H

P
U
S
H

 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G1

G2

Dark gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor

 - FILL -

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), bedded, no odor, dry, trace
clayey sand, graded beds, coarse grain on top of fine grain

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.5
1.0

212.5
10.0

SP-
SM

SP
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-26

Time (hr.)

GP-26

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.5  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT

S
am

pl
er

 B
lo

w
s

pe
r 

6 
in

.

S
am

pl
e

D
ep

th
 (

ft)

H
&

A
-G

E
O

P
R

O
B

E
-0

9 
  

 P
LO

G
-H

A
-L

IB
09

-B
O

S
 S

T
A

N
D

A
R

D
 O

N
LY

-M
A

R
C

H
 2

02
4.

G
LB

  
  

H
A

-T
B

+
C

O
R

E
+

W
E

LL
-0

7-
1.

G
D

T
  

  
 \

\H
A

LE
Y

A
LD

R
IC

H
.C

O
M

\S
H

A
R

E
\C

F
\P

R
O

JE
C

T
S

\0
20

67
11

\G
IN

T
\2

02
5\

02
06

71
1-

G
P

.G
P

J 
  

  
  

 1
8 

Ju
l 2

5

D
ep

th
 (

ft)

0

5

10

S
am

pl
e 

N
o.

&
 R

ec
. (

in
.) VISUAL-MANUAL IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION

(Color, GROUP NAME, max. particle size†,
structure, odor, moisture, optional descriptions

GEOLOGIC INTERPRETATION)
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P
U
S
H

P
U
S
H

 0.0
5.0

 5.0
10.0

G1

G2

Dark gray to gray-brown poorly-graded SAND with silt and gravel (SP-SM),
no structure, no odor

 - FILL -

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND with gravel (SP), bedded, no odor,
dry

 - GLACIOFLUVIAL DEPOSITS -

Red-brown to tan poorly-graded SAND (SP), bedded, no odor, dry, trace
clayey sand

BOTTOM OF EXPLORATION 10.0 FT

Note: Exploration backfilled upon completion.

221.0
1.0

212.0
10.0

SP-
SM

SP

SP
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E. Robinson

Casing

Casing:

PID Make & Model:
Hoist/Hammer:

Depth  (ft) to:

Sampler

Overburden  (ft)

Rock Cored  (ft)

of

Rig Make & Model:

Grout

Screen

Well Diagram

Geoprobe 7822DTG

Sheet No.

S - Splitspoon Sample

O - Open End Rod
T - Thin Wall Tube
U - Undisturbed Sample

File No.

10.0

Elevation

Location

GP-27

Time (hr.)

GP-27

Inside Diameter  (in.)

H&A Rep.

Plasticity:   N - Nonplastic   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High
Dry Strength:  N - None   L - Low   M - Medium   H - High   V - Very High

NAVD88

-

Date

Push

Bottom
Filter Sand

Dilatancy:  R - Rapid   S - Slow   N - None
Toughness:  L - Low   M - Medium   H - High

Cuttings

Not used

Samples G2

Datum

Type

Barrel

-

Water

Concrete

Hammer Fall  (in.)

Bentonite Seal

0.0

Finish
Drilling Equipment and Procedures

25 June 2025

- - -

-

G - Geoprobe

25 June 2025

of Hole

None

Boring No.

Driller

Summary

Field Tests:

1

Drill Mud:
Hammer Weight  (lb) -AUTO- See Plan

B. Wilson

Start
1

Bit Type:

Bottom

Winch   Automatic hammer

Time

Water Level Data

Note:   Soil identification based on visual-manual methods of the USCS as practiced by Haley & Aldrich, Inc.

Sample ID

1.5

of Casing

Boring No.

Geoprobe Spoon
-

Elapsed

0206711-001

Riser Pipe

† Note:  Maximum particle size is determined by direct observation within the limitations of sampler size.

222.0  (est.)

Client
Contractor G&M SUBSURFACE

Project
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GRANBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS- TURF FIELD AND TRACK, GRANBY, CT

GEOPROBE REPORT
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