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4.11 Soils and Geology 

A. INTRODUCTION 

Soils and geologic resources in the project area have been inventoried and evaluated relative to their 
physical characteristics and geotechnical capability to accommodate Build Alternative tunnels, structures, 
embankments and other project elements.  For analysis purposes, an area extending approximately 200 to 
250 feet from both sides of each affected rail line has been considered, although a more general 
geographic area has also been applied when discussing distribution and characteristics of major soil and 
rock units.  

This section also describes future conditions with the No Build Alternative and potential long-term 
impacts of the Build Alternative.  Potential impacts have been evaluated with respect to geologic structure 
and faults, seismicity, slope stability, and unique geologic features, based on available soils and geologic 
data.   

B. EXISTING CONDITIONS 

NEW JERSEY 
GEOLOGY 
The New Jersey portion of the project area is located within the Piedmont physiographic province, a 
broad lowland interrupted by long, northeast-trending ridges and uplands.  The most prominent 
physiographic feature in the eastern part of the province is the Palisades, a striking north-south 
topographic ridge near the Hudson River that rises above the surrounding lowlands of the Meadowlands.  

As shown on the bedrock geologic map (see Figure 4.11-1), most of the project area is underlain by rocks 
of the Newark Basin, a northeast-trending Late Triassic-Early Jurassic rift basin filled with a thick 
sequence of sedimentary rocks and intrusive and extrusive igneous rocks (Drake et al., 1996).  The 
topography of the bedrock surface shows two narrow, deep, glacially scoured troughs, one on either side 
of the NJ Meadowlands.  Along the eastern margin of the Newark Basin, Triassic sedimentary rocks 
overlie the older metamorphic rocks of the Manhattan Prong.   

Metamorphic rocks in the project area occur only along the Hudson River waterfront in Hoboken and 
Jersey City.  Serpentinite is exposed along the Hudson River waterfront at Castle Point in Hoboken and is 
believed to extend south into Jersey City.  The serpentinite is rich in naturally occurring asbestiform 
minerals.    

Sedimentary rocks in the project area are stratigraphically within the Newark Group and include the 
Stockton, Lockatong, and Passaic Formations.  The Stockton Formation is an arkosic sandstone forming 
the basal beds of the Newark Basin.  It is mapped in a narrow band along the Hudson River.  The 
Lockatong Formation consists of siltstones and argillite, and in the project area, also includes a unit of 
arkosic sandstone.  It is mapped on either side of the Palisades ridge.  The Passaic Formation is 
predominantly sandy mudstone and siltstone.  It is the rock unit underlying the Hackensack and lower 
Passaic River basins. 
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Figure 4.11-1
Bedrock Geology
New Jersey Source: Drake, Avery Ala, Jr., Richard A. Volkert, Donald H. Monteverde, Gregory C. Herman, 

Hugh F. Houghton, Ronald A. Parker, and Richard Dalton, 1996. Bedrock Geologic Map 
of Northern New Jersey, U.S. Geological Survey, Miscellaneous Investigations Series, 
Map I 2540-A.
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The igneous rock unit in the project area is the Palisades diabase.  It is the dense, resistant rock that 
underlies the topographically prominent Palisades ridge along the Hudson River, as well as Laurel Hill 
and Little Snake Hill near the Hackensack River.  The Lockatong Formation was locally thermally 
metamorphosed where intruded by the Palisades diabase sill.  

Several faults have been mapped, most of which are steeply dipping and strike north of northeast (Drake 
et al., 1996; Baskerville, 1994).  A major fault with a mapped trace length of about 14 miles, 
predominantly within the diabase and parallel to its contact with the sedimentary rocks on either side, 
extends from near the Kill Van Kull north to near Bellmans Creek.  Kings Bluff, the section of the 
Palisades ridge in Weehawken immediately east of the Lincoln Tunnel approach helix, is a diabase fault 
block, bounded by north-striking faults about two miles long.  A 2.5-mile-long mapped fault in North 
Bergen parallels the Kings Bluff fault.  In Hoboken, the serpentinite is believed to be in thrust fault 
contact with the Manhattan Schist along a 1.5-mile-long, northeast-striking fault trace that extends 
beneath the Hudson River.  Two additional faults, each striking northwest and less than one-mile-long, 
are mapped within the metamorphic and sedimentary rocks in the project area near the Hoboken-Jersey 
City waterfront.  In Secaucus, two faults, each less than one-mile-long, have been mapped at Laurel Hill 
and nearby in Jersey City.  A north-striking fault about four-miles-long has been mapped near the 
Croxton rail yard. 

The NEC is located in a moderately active seismic area subject to strong shaking from infrequent 
earthquakes.  According to the U.S. Geologic Survey National Seismic Hazard Map of New Jersey, the 
New Jersey portion of the project area is susceptible to a peak acceleration of 0.2g with a two percent 
probability of exceedance in 50 years (USGS, 2004a).  Most of the project area is relatively flat and low 
lying, with no potentially unstable slopes sensitive to disturbance.  The strength and near-vertical 
columnar jointing of the Palisades have allowed development of steep natural slope faces, but both natural 
and cut faces in the diabase are susceptible to rock falls.    

SOILS 
Thickness of surficial materials in the project area ranges from less than a few feet, in areas of rock 
outcrops at the Palisades and Laurel Hill, to greater than 150 feet at a glacially eroded bedrock trough in 
the vicinity of North Bergen.  As shown on Figure 4.11-2, surficial materials consist of deposits of 
glacial, eolian, alluvial, and marsh/estuarine origin (Stone, Stanford, and Witte, 2002).  Weathered 
bedrock is present beneath the surficial deposits in some portions of the project area.   

The Rahway till is the surficial unit directly overlying bedrock.  Its mapped exposures are in the vicinity 
of Secaucus and along the Palisades.  It is a nonstratified, compact deposit generally less than 30 feet 
thick.  Overlying the till are deposits of glacial Lake Hackensack and Lake Bayonne, which are in turn 
overlain by post-glacial tidal marsh, estuarine, and terrace deposits.  A large percentage of soils in the 
project area have been altered by excavation or filling for residential, commercial or industrial purposes.  
Earth and manmade materials that have been placed as fill include gravel, sand, silt, clay, trash, cinders, 
ash, and construction debris.  Along the Hudson River shoreline in Hoboken, large land areas were 
reclaimed by filling tidal marsh and other low-lying areas with a variety of materials, including shotrock 
from tunnel construction, construction debris, clean granular fill, cinders, ash, and garbage. 
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Figure 4.11-2
Surficial Geology 
New Jersey Source: Stone, Byron D., Scott D. Stanford, and Ron W. Witte, 2002. Surficial 

Geologic Map Northern New Jersey, U.S. Geological Survey, Miscellaneous 
Investigations Series,Map I-2540-C. 
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HUDSON RIVER 
GEOLOGY 
The Hudson River portion of the project area is located between the Piedmont physiographic province on 
the west and the Manhattan Prong of the New England Upland physiographic province on the east.  The 
Hudson River estuary system has a channel morphology that reflects the three navigational channels 
maintained by USACE: a central channel 45 feet deep from Upper New York Harbor to West 59th Street; 
a New York channel 40 feet deep through the length of the project area; and a New Jersey channel along 
the Weehawken-Edgewater waterfront 40 feet deep south of Weehawken and 30 feet deep north of 
Weehawken.  

The topography of bedrock surface underlying the Hudson River shows a narrow, deep, glacially scoured 
trough that extends to more than 300 feet below sea level (Coch and Weiss, 1989; Stanford, 1993; 1996).  
The elevation of the bottom of the bedrock trough generally rises downstream toward Upper New York 
Harbor.  Depth to rock is about 150 feet below mean low water at the New York bulkhead line at West 
28th Street in Manhattan, and about 60 feet below mean low water at the New Jersey bulkhead line in 
Hoboken.  Based on exploratory borings drilled in 1904 for the Pennsylvania Railroad Tunnel, the 
maximum depth of the bedrock trough along the existing Pennsylvania Railroad Tunnel alignment is at a 
point about 1,500 feet west of the Manhattan bulkhead line (see Figure 4.11-3).    

The eastern part of the Hudson River channel is underlain by metamorphic rocks of the Manhattan Prong, 
primarily schist.  Serpentinite is present about mid-channel.  Schist is present west of mid-channel near 
the southern limit of the project area and extends south to the Hoboken-Jersey City waterfront.  The 
western part of the Hudson River channel is underlain by northwest-dipping sedimentary rocks of the 
Stockton Formation of the Newark Group, which overlie the much older metamorphic rocks of the 
Manhattan Prong.  

Similar to adjacent areas in New York and New Jersey, the Hudson River portion of the project area is 
located in a moderately active seismic area subject to strong shaking from infrequent earthquakes.  
According to the U.S. Geologic Survey National Seismic Hazard Map of New York, this portion of the 
project area is susceptible to a peak acceleration of 0.2g, with a two percent probability of exceedance in 
50 years (USGS, 2004a; 2004b). 

SOILS 
Based on borings drilled for the Pennsylvania Railroad for construction of the existing North River 
Tunnels (circa 1906), the maximum thickness of surficial materials overlying bedrock of the Hudson 
River in the project area is about 300 feet, with a complex stratigraphy of glacial, fluvial, lacustrine, and 
estuarine deposits (see Figure 4.11-3).  The uppermost surficial material in the Hudson River through 
much of the project area is a thick sequence of post-glacial estuarine deposits of gray, organic silty clay 
and clayey silt with traces of fine sand and shells (Coch and Weiss, 1989; Stanford, 1993; 1996; Stanford 
and Harper, 1991).  
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Figure 4.11-3
Cross Section of the Hudson Valley at the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Tunnel (Circa 1906)

Source: Sanborn, James F., 1950. “Engineering Geology in the
Design and Construction of Tunnels,” in Application of Geology
to Engineering Practice (Berkey Volume), Sidney Paige, 
Chairman, Geological Society of America, New York, pp. 45-81.
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NEW YORK 
GEOLOGY  
The New York portion of the project area is located within the Manhattan Prong of the New England 
Upland physiographic province.  As shown on Figure 4.11-4, most of the area is underlain by schist of 
the Hartland Formation.  A granitic intrusion has been mapped between Ninth and Twelfth Avenues 
between West 31st Street and West 40th Street.  Serpentinite has been reported between Tenth and 
Eleventh Avenues at the northern part of the project area, and at scattered locations as far south as West 
26th Street.  The serpentinite is believed to contain naturally occurring asbestiform minerals, which if 
disturbed, could pose potential inhalation hazards during construction.  Measures to protect workers, as 
well as to minimize any environmental hazardous associated with spoils removal are further described in 
Section 5.12. 

The project area is located in a moderately active seismic zone subject to strong shaking from infrequent 
earthquakes.  According to the U.S. Geologic Survey National Seismic Hazard Map of New York, the 
project area is susceptible to a peak acceleration of 0.2g, with a two percent probability of exceedance in 
50 years (USGS, 2004b).   

SOILS 
Thickness of surficial materials is variable, but is generally less than 50 feet, except for filled areas 
adjacent to the Hudson River where the rock surface drops off steeply (Baskerville, 1994).  Most of the 
surface soils have been altered by excavation, filling, or paving for residential, commercial, or industrial 
purposes. 

Historical records indicate that areas along the Hudson River extend beyond the original mid-19th Century 
shoreline.  Filled for urban development, these areas are typically former bays or tidal marshes with 
organic deposits beneath the fill.  The entire length of the Hudson River waterfront in the project area is 
reclaimed, except for a section from about West 44th Street to West 52nd Street.  The original western 
Manhattan shoreline extended inland as far as Tenth Avenue at West 24th Street.   

C. FUTURE NO BUILD CONDITIONS 

NEW JERSEY 
Maintenance and development activities for existing and proposed facilities, such as site excavation, site 
clearing, and landscaping, within and surrounding the project area would be expected to continue, and 
would create changes in the built environment, but would not adversely impact soils and geologic 
conditions within which the Build Alternative would be constructed.  Normal geologic processes, such as 
erosion and sedimentation, would also continue.  No specific impacts with respect to soils or geology 
would be anticipated.   

HUDSON RIVER 
Maintenance activities, such as dredging within the Hudson River, would be expected to continue, but 
would not adversely impact soils and geologic conditions within which the Build Alternative would be 
constructed.  Normal geologic processes, such as erosion and sedimentation, would also continue.  No 
specific impacts with respect to soils or geology would be anticipated. 
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Figure 4.11-4
Bedrock Geology 
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NEW YORK 
Maintenance and development activities for existing and proposed facilities, such as site excavation, site 
clearing, and landscaping, within and surrounding the project area would be expected to continue and 
would create changes in the built environment, but would not adversely impact soils and geologic 
conditions within which the Build Alternative would be constructed.  Normal geologic processes, such as 
erosion and sedimentation, would also continue.  No specific impacts with respect to soils or geology 
would be anticipated. 

D. LONG-TERM IMPACTS OF THE BUILD ALTERNATIVE 

NEW JERSEY 
Soil and rock affected by the Build Alternative would be excavated and disturbed during construction.  
Once the Build Alternative is operational, no further potential long-term impacts to the underlying 
bedrock geology or soils would be expected as a result of either the proposed Build Alternative track 
improvements or new tunnels beneath the Palisades and Hoboken.  No long-term changes would be 
expected to geologic structures or faults, to bedrock, soils, or geologic stability, to seismicity, or to the 
rock and soil units surrounding excavations.  

HUDSON RIVER 
Soil and rock affected by the Build Alternative would be excavated and disturbed during construction.  
Once the Build Alternative is operational, no further potential long-term impacts to soils and geology 
would be anticipated due to the Build Alternative tunnels.  No long-term changes would be expected to 
geologic structures or faults, to bedrock, soils, or geologic stability, to seismicity, or to the rock and soil 
units surrounding excavations. 

NEW YORK 
Soil and rock affected by the Build Alternative would be excavated and disturbed during construction.  
Once the Build Alternative is operational, no further potential long-term impacts to soils and geology 
would be anticipated due to the Build Alternative tunnels and station structures.  No long-term changes 
would be expected to geologic structures or faults, to bedrock, soils, or geologic stability, to seismicity, or 
to the rock and soil units surrounding excavations. 

E. MITIGATION 

No long-term adverse impacts to soils and geology would occur with the Build Alternative; therefore, no 
mitigation will be required. 
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1. DESCRIPTION AND OBJECTIVE OF THE TASK/SUBTASK

The purpose of this report is to summarize the methodology that will be used to evaluate the ARC FEIS
long-term and construction impacts to and from soils and geologic conditions.  In addition to this
methodology, geotechnical surveys and subsurface test borings will be conducted for unusual structures
or soil conditions.

As the development of the long-term alternatives progress, this methodology may need to be adjusted or
refined, as appropriate.

2. DATA REQUIREMENTS

It is anticipated that the following types of data will be required to inventory soils and geologic conditions
to evaluate impacts of the proposed project alternatives to soils/geology:

Seismicity
Mineral resources
Slope stability
Geologic structure/faults
Stratigraphy
Unique geologic features

Geographic locations for which subsurface data are required for engineering design are:

Manhattan: West 28th  Street to West 34th Street, between Twelfth Avenue and Madison Avenue

Geographic locations for which subsurface data are required for engineering design of the Build
Alternative include the following areas of common infrastructure west of and beneath the Hudson River:

Secaucus, NJ (Track improvements along the Northeast Corridor Line west of the Hackensack
River
Secaucus,  NJ,  between  the  New  Jersey  Turnpike,  the  Hackensack  River,  and  NJ  TRANSIT’s
Main/Bergen Line (Secaucus Connection)
Secaucus, NJ, the Frank R. Lautenberg Station (Fifth Track at Frank R. Lautenberg Station)
Secaucus, Jersey City, and Hoboken, NJ (Two additional tracks on Northeast Corridor Line east of
Secaucus Junction Station)
Hoboken, NJ and Hudson River (Twin tunnels under Palisades and Hudson River beginning near
Tonnelle Avenue in North Bergen)

Depending on the location and the proposed project structures, soils/geology data will be required for the
following engineering elements:

Foundations and subsurface structures
Tunnel cross-sections and linings
Tunnel sizing, lining, and waterproofing concept
Tunnel or trench excavation methods
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Excavation geometry
Interfaces between different types of construction
Excavated tunnel material removal and disposal
Construction staging and sequencing
Number and location of fan plants/construction access shafts
Underpinning requirements and protection of structures within construction influence zones
Mitigation measures for any identified adverse impacts

The following data elements will be required to apply this methodology.

Information/Data
Required Description

Data from Academic and Research Institutions
Geologic and subsurface
information from research, theses,
and university library holdings

Soil properties, sediment properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources,
slope stability, geologic structure/faults, and unique geologic
features; project area

Geologic and subsurface
information published in peer-
reviewed technical journals

Soil properties, sediment properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources,
slope stability, geologic structure/faults, and unique geologic
features; project area

Geologic and subsurface
information from USGS

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,
stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources, slope stability, geologic
structure/faults, and unique geologic features; project area

Geologic and subsurface
information from Soil
Conservation Service

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,
stratigraphy, mineral resources, and slope stability; project area

Geologic and subsurface
information from NJDEP

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,
stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources, slope stability, geologic
structure/faults, and unique geologic features; Hudson, Bergen, and
Essex Counties, NJ

Geologic and subsurface
information from NYCDEP

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,
stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources, slope stability, geologic
structure/faults, and unique geologic features; Manhattan

Geologic and subsurface
information from NYSDEC

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,
stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources, slope stability, geologic
structure/faults, and unique geologic features; Manhattan

Geologic and subsurface
information from NJGS

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,
stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources, slope stability, geologic
structure/faults, and unique geologic features; Hudson, Bergen, and
Essex Counties, NJ

Geologic and subsurface
information from local
jurisdictions

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,
stratigraphy, seismicity, mineral resources, slope stability, geologic
structure/faults, and unique geologic features; project area
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CONSTRUCTION RECORDS

Geotechnical data as well as site plans and facility as-built records will be researched as follows:

Information/
Data Required

Description
Pre-Review: Data Type, Data Location

Data from Transportation Agencies
Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from NJ TRANSIT

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
project area

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from NJ TRANSIT, Hudson-
Bergen Light Rail (HBLRTS)

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Hudson and Bergen Counties, NJ

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from Amtrak

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
project area

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from Conrail

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
project area

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from PANYNJ

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
project area

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from NYCT

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Manhattan

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from MTA/NYCT/LIRR for
existing underground structures, No. 7 Line Extension,
Second Avenue Subway, and East Side Access Project

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Manhattan

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from NYSDOT, Westway

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Manhattan, NY, Hudson River

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from NJ Turnpike Authority

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Secaucus, NJ

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from NYCDEP, water tunnels

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Manhattan

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from other private developers
and consulting engineering firms in NYC

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Manhattan

Geologic and subsurface information, site plans, and
facility as-built records from other private developers
and consulting engineering firms in NJ

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Hudson, Bergen, and Essex Counties, NJ

Geologic and subsurface information from NYC
Department of Design and Construction

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Manhattan

Geologic and subsurface information from U.S. Army Soil properties, sediment properties, rock
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Information/
Data Required

Description
Pre-Review: Data Type, Data Location

Data from Transportation Agencies
Corps of Engineers properties, rock depth, groundwater depth,

stratigraphy, rock structure; New York Harbor,
NY/NJ

Geologic and subsurface information from USEPA Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
project area

Geologic and subsurface information from U.S. Coast
Guard

Soil properties, rock properties, rock depth,
groundwater depth, stratigraphy, rock structure;
Hudson River, NY/NJ

2. CITATIONS OF APPLICABLE GUIDELINES/REGULATIONS

The methodology was prepared in accordance with NEPA/FTA EIS guidelines requiring thorough,
detailed documentation of the material and human environment potentially affected by proposed major
transportation projects.  No specific NEPA/FTA guidelines/regulations exist for the investigation of
soils/geology.

3. PROPOSED VARIATIONS FROM FTA GUIDANCE

None

4. KEY ASSUMPTIONS

The following key assumption applies to the methodology described herein that will be used to
investigate soils/geologic conditions for the ARC FEIS improvements:

Subsurface geotechnical data collected for previous project work and for other construction in the project
area are readily accessible.

5. METHODOLOGY APPROACH

STEP 1: REVIEW OF EXISTING PROJECT DATA AND IDENTIFICATION OF ADDITIONAL
DATA NEEDS

Any soils/geology data collected for previous project studies will be reviewed and evaluated in the
context of additional FEIS data needs.

Additional data that are required to provide a complete inventory of soil and geologic conditions, to a
FEIS-level of detail, along the proposed project alignment and in adjacent geographic areas, anticipated to
impact or be impacted by the project, will be identified.
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Additional data that are required to complete engineering studies to support analyses of impacts will be
identified.

It is anticipated that the engineering design elements most likely to require additional geotechnical data
collection will be related to optimization of the following critical design elements: methods for tunnel
excavation; tunnel cross sections and linings; tunnel sizing, lining, and waterproofing concept; limits of
types of construction and their transitions; excavated tunnel material removal and disposal;  construction
staging and sequencing; number and location of construction access shafts and fan plants; location of
tunnels portals; construction influence zones and underpinning requirements; and construction methods to
address environmental constraints.

STEP 2: COLLECTION OF ADDITIONAL EXISTING DATA

Based on work conducted in Step 1, additional existing geotechnical data will be collected to close the
identified data gaps to: 1) completely inventory soils/geologic conditions along the proposed project
corridor; and 2) provide geotechnical input for critical design elements to support analyses of impacts.

Existing published and unpublished soils/geologic data will be collected, including published geologic
maps and reports, as well as records generated for public and private construction.  These latter records
may include site pre-construction exploration records, site plans, and facility as-built drawings.

The records search will be conducted as appropriate to optimize results.  To ensure completeness of data
collection, in-house records will be searched first and summarized as to data location, data type, and data
availability.  Requests for information will then be submitted as necessary to appropriate public and
private organizations.   Results of each records search will be recorded, including both positive and
negative findings.

Data to be collected will be prioritized on the basis of: 1) geographic areas anticipated to impact or be
impacted by the project; 2) stratigraphy within the anticipated depth expected to impact or be impacted by
the project; and 3) occurrences of similar materials or conditions in areas adjacent to the areas or depths
of interest, which might be anticipated to extend into the project area.

STEP 3: DATA REVIEW AND EVALUATION OF DATA COMPLETENESS

Data collected in Step 2 will be reviewed and synthesized.  Data will be validated if they appear
inconsistent or if appropriate quality control procedures were not implemented during their original
generation.  Data whose validity cannot be confirmed will not be used for project work.  Review of the
collected data will be documented.   Collected data that are in electronic format will be filed in a GIS-
based database.

Data completeness will be evaluated on the basis of sufficiency to evaluate impacts of the proposed
project alternatives to soils/geology and on the basis of sufficiency for preliminary engineering of critical
design  elements.   Data  gaps  will  be  identified,  and  specific  subsurface  data  requirements  will  be
identified.

The quality and quantity of existing subsurface data will be evaluated as the preliminary subsurface
profiles along the proposed alignment(s) are developed.
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STEP 4: EVALUATION OF IMPACTS OF PROPOSED PROJECT ALTERNATIVES TO
SOILS/GEOLOGY

The collected data will be used to complete the existing inventory of soils and geologic conditions for
areas potentially impacted by the proposed project.   Potential impacts of the proposed project alternatives
within the proposed project area will be evaluated for each of the following features of the soils/geologic
environment:

Seismicity
Mineral resources
Slope stability
Geologic structure/faults
Stratigraphy
Unique geologic features

STEP 5:  INPUT TO ENGINEERING

The collected soils/geology data will be reduced and summarized.  Soil stratigraphic units will be defined
and rock formations identified. Geologic cross-sections will be prepared along the proposed project
alternatives, including, as available, soil stratigraphy, depth to top of rock, and depth to ground water.
Available relevant engineering properties data will be tabulated and summarized.

STEP 6: SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATIONS

It is anticipated that existing data will be insufficient in detail or distribution for some geographic areas or
structures and that a targeted subsurface investigation program will be required to provide the necessary
data to complete preliminary engineering.

A subsurface investigation plan will be developed to address the data gaps, if any, identified in Step 3.  It
is anticipated that a subsurface investigation would include test borings and sampling in soil and rock,
along with routine and specialized geotechnical laboratory testing, groundwater measurements and
sampling, geophysical surveys, and in-situ geotechnical  testing.  The plan will be developed in
conjunction with NJ TRANSIT.

Specifications will be developed to solicit bids from drilling firms.  Contractor-submitted bid packages
will be reviewed as requested by NJ TRANSIT.

The  subsurface  investigation  plan  will  be  implemented  as  directed  by  NJ  TRANSIT.   Specialized
geotechnical inspection and contract administration will be provided.

If required for hazardous materials investigations, borings will also be used to supplement environmental
investigations of potentially contaminated soils and ground water.

STEP 7: DOCUMENTATION

Results of Soil/Geology analysis will be incorporated into the FEIS.
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