Cal houn and Roane Counties, Wst Virginia Print date: 01/22/2004

Table FOR 1.--Forestland Managenent

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The nunbers in the value colums range from0.01 to 1.00. The
larger the value, the greater the limtation. See text for further explanation of ratings in
this table.)
| I |
Map synbol |Pct.| Limtations affecting | Suitability for | Suitability for use of
and soil nane | of | construction of | | og | andi ngs | harvesting equi prent
| map | haul roads and | |
| uni t| | og I andi ngs | |
I | I
| | Rating class and |Value| Rating class and |Value| Rating class and | Value
| | limting features | | limting features | | limting features |
| | I | [ | |
GoF3: I I I I I I I
Glpin------------- | 50 | Severe | | Poorly suited | | Poorly suited |
| | >30% sl ope |1.00 | Slope [1.00 | >35% sl ope | 1. 00
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0.50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I | | I | I
Peabody------------- | 30 | Severe | | Poorly suited | | Poorly suited |
| | >30% sl ope |1.00 | Sl ope |1.00 | >35% sl ope | 1. 00
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0.50
I I I I I I I
GvF: I I I | I I I
Glpin------------- | 55 | Severe | | Poorly suited | | Poorly suited |
| | >30% sl ope |1.00 | Slope |1.00 | >35% s sl ope | 1. 00
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | Rock fragnents |0.23 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rock fragnents | 0.23
I I | I I | I
Pineville----------- | 35 | Severe | | Poorly suited | | Poorly suited |
| |  >30% sl ope |1.00 | Slope [1.00 | >35% sl ope | 1. 00
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | Rock fragnents [0.23 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rock fragnents | 0.23
I | I I I I I
Ha: I I I I I I I
Hackers------------- | 90 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I I I I I I
MoB: I I I I |
Monongahel a- - ------- | 80 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| I I I I I I
Me: I I I I I I I
Moshannon----------- | 95 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| |  Fl oodi ng | 0.88 | Flooding |0.88 | Strength | 0. 50
| | Strength | 0. | Strength |0.50 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | I | | | I
PVE: I I I I I I I
Pineville----------- | 80 | Moderate | | Poorly suited | | Moderately suited |
[ |  >30% sl ope [1.00 | Slope |1.00 | 20 to 35%slope |0.67
| | Strength [0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | Rock fragments |0.23 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rock fragments | 0.23
I I I I I I I
RoF3: | | | | | | |
Rock Qutcrop-------- | 40 | Not rated | | Not rated | | Not rated |
| I | I I I I
I I I I I I I
I I | | I [ I
Peabody------------- | 30 | Severe | | Poorly suited | | Poorly suited |



Table FOR 1.--Forestland Managenent --Conti nued

Map synbol |Pct.| Limtations affecting | Suitability for | Suitability for use of
and soil name | of | construction of | | og | andi ngs | harvesting equi prent
| map | haul roads and | |
| unit| | og | andi ngs | |
| | I
| | Rating class and |Value| Rating class and |Value| Rating class and | Val ue
| | limting features | | limting features | | limting features |
| | | | | | |
| | >30% sl ope |1.00 | Sl ope |1.00 | >35%sl ope | 1. 00
| | Strength |]0.50 | Strength |]0.50 | Strength | 0.50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I I I I I I
Glpin------------- | 20 | Severe | | Poorly suited | | Poorly suited |
| | >30% sl ope |1.00 | Slope [1.00 | >35% sl ope | 1. 00
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0.50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I | | | | I
Sc: I I I I I I I
Senecaville-------- | 85 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I I I I I I
Sm | | I | | | I
Senecaville--------- | 60 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Flooding | 0.88 | Flooding |0.88 | Strength | 0. 50
| | Strength |]0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I | I I I
Melvin-------------- | 35 | Severe | | Poorly suited | | Moderately suited |
| |  Flooding | 1.00 | Flooding |1.00 | Strength | 0. 50
| | Strength |0.50 | Wetness | 1. 00 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | | | Strength | 0.50 | I
I I I I I I I
Ss: | I I I I I I
Sensabaugh---------- | 75 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| |  Flooding | 0.50 | Fl ooding |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | Strength |]0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I | I I | I
TsB: I I I I I I I
Tilsit-------------- | 70 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength [0.50 | Strength [0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I I I I I I I
ud: I I I I I I I
Udorthents---------- | 100 | Not rated | | Not rated | | Not rated |
I I I I I | I
I I I I I I I
I I I I I | I
UgCa: I I I I I I
Upshur-------------- | 50 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Stickiness/slope |0.34 | Slope |0.63 | Strength | 0. 50
| | Strength |0.34 | Strength |0.50 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
I | | | | I
Glpin------------- | 40 | Moderate | | Moderately suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength |0.34 | Slope | | Strength | 0. 50
| | | | Strength | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | | | | | |
UgDs: I I I I I I I
Upshur-------------- | 50 | Moderate | | Poorly suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength |0.50 | Slope | | Strength | 0. 50
| | Stickiness/slope |0.50 | Strength | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | 15 to 30%slope |0.22 | | | 20 to 35%slope |0.01
I | | | | | I
Glpin------------- | 45 | Moder ate | | Poorly suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength |0.50 | Slope [1.00 | Strength | 0. 50
| | 15 to 30%slope |0.22 | Strength |0.50 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| | | | | | 20 to 35%slope |0.01



Table FOR 1.--Forestland Managenent --Conti nued

I
Suitability for |

I |
Map synbol |Pct.| Limtations affecting | Suitability for use of
and soil name | of | construction of | | og | andi ngs | harvesting equi prent
| map | haul roads and | |
| unit| | og | andi ngs | |
| | I I
| | Rating class and |Value| Rating class and |Value| Rating class and | Value
| | limting features | | limting features | | limting features |
| [ | | | | |
I | | | | | I
UgE3: I I I I I I I
Upshur-------------- | 45 | Moderate | | Poorly suited | | Moderately suited |
| |  >30% sl ope |1.00 | Slope |1.00 | 20 to 35%slope |0.67
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0. 50
| | Stickiness/slope |0.50 | | | Rutting hazard |0.50
I I I I I I I
Glpin------------- | 40 | Moderate | | Poorly suited | | Moderately suited |
[ |  >30% sl ope |]1.00 | Slope |1.00 | 20 to 35%slope |O0.67
| | Strength |0.50 | Strength |0.50 | Strength | 0.50
| | | | | | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| I | I I | I
Vab: I I I I I I I
Vandalia------------ | 80 | Moderate | | Poorly suited | | Moderately suited |
| | Strength |0.50 | Slope |1.00 | Strength | 0. 50
| | 15 to 30%slope |0.22 | Strength |0.50 | Rutting hazard | 0.50
| | Stickiness/slope |0.06 | | | 20 to 35%slope |0.01
I I | I I | I
VoD I | I I I I I
Vandalia------------ | 80 | Moderate | | Poorly suited | | Poorly suited |
| | Stoniness |0.50 | Slope |1.00 | Rock fragments | 1. 00
| | Strength |0.50 | Rock fragnents |1.00 | Strength | 0. 50
| 15 to 30% sl ope 0.22 | Strength |0.50 | Rutting hazard | 0. 50
| Sticki ness/ sl ope |0.06 | | | 20 to 35%slope |0.01
I I I I
w I I I
water--------------- Not Not rated | | Not rated
I |
I I
I I
| I

I
|
I
|
rated |
|
I
I
|




