Section Il
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Campbell County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dominant soil condition but does not eliminate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest layer are for the thickest layer above
and excluding the bottom layer. The numbers in the value columns range from 0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottom layer or thickest layer of the soil is

a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

[ ] I
Map symbol Pct.| Potent!al source of | Potential source of | Potential source of

and soll name | of | reclamation material | roadfill | topsoil
map |
unit| | |
I |
Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value
limiting features | | limiting features | | limiting features |
I I I I I
[ [ [ I
||

1A: (I [ I
Bowbells———————————— | 85 |Fair | |Poor | |Good |
Water erosion ]0.99 | Low strength  |0.00 | |
Shrink-swell  |0.87 |

2

Grall | | 85 Pocl)r | | |P|oo | |Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
Water erosion ]0.99 | Shrlnk| swell ]0.43 | |

4: | | | | ]

Grassna————————————— | 85 |Good | |Poor | |Good |

| | Low strength  |0.00 |

i | | ||

Williams———————————-— | 45 |Fair | |Poor | |Good |
Low content of |0.50 | Low strength  |0.00 | |
organic matter |
Water erosion 10.99 | Shrink—swell [0.87 | |

Noonan—-————————————— | 30 |Fair | |Poor |Fair |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | Sodium content |0.60
organic matter |
Sodium content ]0.22 | Shrink—-swell  [0.87 | Salinity |0.88
Carbonate content|0.92 | | | Carbonate content|0.92
Water erosion ]0.99 | | | |

A | | | .

Hamerly—-———————————- | 85 |Fair |  |Fair | [|Fair |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength ]|0.22 | Depth to |0.91
organic matter | | | | saturated zone |
Carbonate content|0.80 | Shrink—swell |0.89 | Carbonate content|0.92
Water erosion 10.99 | Depth to |0.91 | |

| saturated zone | |

7B: | ]

Hamerly————————————- | 90 |Fair |  |Fair | [|Fair |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength |0.22 | Depth to |0.91
organic matter | | | | saturated zone |
Carbonate content|0.80 | Shrink—swell |0.89 | Carbonate content|0.92
Water erosion 10.99 | Depth to |0.91 | |

| saturated Izomla | |
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
9C:
Ser oco—————————————— 90 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.43
9E:
Ser oco—————————————— 45 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0.92 Too sandy 0. 00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.43
Dune Land-——--—-—-————- 35 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
10:
Capa 85 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 00
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
11:
Capa 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0. 00
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Slickspots, Dry———- 35 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
13A
Tally 90 |Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.88
organic matter

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002



Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Canpbel |

County,

Sout h Dakot a

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
13B:
Tally 85 |Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
Tonka 3 Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.25
13C:
Tally 85 |Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
15:
Harri et -——————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
organic natter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.83 Car bonate content| 0. 46
Salinity 0. 88 Too C ayey 0.55
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
WAt er erosion 0.99
16:
Egas 90 |Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Too O ayey 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
17:
Hecl a 85 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel |

County,

Sout h Dakot a

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
8:
Par shal | ~—————=—————= 85 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
19:
Hei | 95 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
20D
Sul l'y 85 |Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90
21A:
Li nton————————————- 40 | Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
G assna————————————-— 35 | Good Poor Good
Low strength 0. 00
21B:
Li nton———————————- 85 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
21¢C
Li nton-———————————- 50 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Sutl ey———————---—- 35 [Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.50 Car bonat e content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
21D
Sul l'y 45 (Fair Fair Poor
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Sl ope 0.92
Zahl 40 | Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Sl ope 0.92
22B:
Li nton————————————- 45 | Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Sutl ey—————————-—- 30 (Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.50 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
22¢C
Li nton———————————- 85 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
24A:
Yecr oss————————————— 85 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0.97
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.82
24¢C:
Yecr oss————————————— 85 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0.63
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0. 82 Rock fragnents 0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
27B:
Maddock ————————————— 90 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.97
27¢C
Maddock ————————————— 85 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Sl ope 0.63
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.97
28:
Wndmer e———————————— 90 |Fair Fair Fair
Carbonate content| 0. 68 Depth to 0.91 Carbonate content| 0. 68
saturated zone
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
29:
Val | ers———————————— 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
30:
Parnel | ~———————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.00
31E:
Li hen 85 [ Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0.98 Too sandy 0. 00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.94

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002



Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
32F:
Fl asher ~———————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
W nd erosion 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00
Low content of 0.12
organic natter
34A:
Bowdl e—————————————- 85 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.82
organic nmatter
34B:
Bowdl e—————————————- 85 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.82
organic nmatter
36B:
Lehr 55 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 37 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
Wabek 35 |Fair Good Poor
Dr ought y 0. 02 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic natter
Bowbel | s—————=—————= 4 Fai r Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
38:
Par nel | ~———————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.00
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Canpbel |

County,

Sout h Dakot a

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
39E:
Sansar c————————————— 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr oughty 0.00 Sl ope 0.00 Too Cl ay e% 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Low content of 0. 60 Shri nk-swel | 0.01
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Opal 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 03 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ay e% 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99 Sl ope 0.50
408B:
Opal 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay e%/) 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 03 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
40C:
Opal 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay eg 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 03 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
40D:
Opal 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 03 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 37
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99
Sansar c————————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too O ay eg 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock | 0.00
Depth to bedrock |0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.01 Sl ope 0.63
Low content of 0. 60
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
41A:
Prom se-——————————— 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
41B:
Prom se-————————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
41C
Prom se-———————————— 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Opal 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Too C aye% 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 03 Shri nk-swel | 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
51:
Tonka 85 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.25
52A:
Lehr 90 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 37 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
52B:
Lehr 85 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 37 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
53D
Wabek 50 [Fair Good Poor
Dr ought y 0. 02 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
Sl ope 0.63
Lehr 40 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Dr ought y 0. 37 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
53E:
Wabek 85 [Fair Fai r Poor
Dr ought y 0. 02 Sl ope 0.92 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter
Sl ope 0. 00
54:
D vi de-—————————————- 85 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0.91 Hard to reclaim |0.18
organic nmatter saturated zone
Car bonate content|0.32 Car bonate content| 0. 32
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Rock fragnents 0.97
56:
Regan 85 |Fair Poor Poor
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
57A:
WIlianmg-———————————= 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Bowbel | s—————=—————= 35 | Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
57B:
WIlianmg-———————————- 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Bowbel | s—————=—————= 35 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
57C.
WIlianmg-———————————- 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Vi da 35 |Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
58B:
WIlianmg-———————————- 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Vi da 35 |Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
59D:
Vi da 55 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.78 Sl ope 0.37
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Zahl 35 |Fair Poor Fair
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
61E:
Zahl 45 | Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99 Sl ope 0.50
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Vi da 40 | Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0.50 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0.78
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
62:
Vi da 85 [Fair Fai r Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78 Sl ope 0. 96
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
65B:
Bryant ~———————————— 55 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Sutl ey—————————--——- 30 (Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.50 Car bonat e content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
65C:
Bryant ~————————————- 45 [Fair Poor CGood
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Sutl ey————————-—-—- 40 (Fair CGood Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic natter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
65D:
Sutl ey——————————-—- 45 [Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.50 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
Li nton-———————————- 40 | Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
66:
Arveson————————————— 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Too sandy 0.50 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Carbonate content| 0. 80 Too sandy 0.50
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
67A:
Far nuf ~———————————— 85 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
67B:
Far nuf -———————————— 85 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00
organic matter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Canpbel |

County,

Sout h Dakot a

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
68A:
Bryant ~————————————- 45 [Fair Poor CGood
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
G assna————————————— 40 | Good Poor Good
Low strength 0. 00
68B:
Bryant ~————————————- 90 |Fair Poor CGood
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
68C:
Bryant ~————————————- 85 |Fair Poor CGood
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
71:
Ransl o—————————————- 55 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.17 Too O ayey 0.44
Too cl ayey 0.76 Depth to 0.53 Car bonate content| 0. 46
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88
Harri et ———————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.83 Car bonat e content| 0. 46
Salinity 0. 88 Too O ayey 0.55
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Canpbel | County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
72:
Straw 85 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
T4A:
Savage—————————————— 85 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Salinity 0.50
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90
74B:
Savage—————————————— 90 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Salinity 0.50
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
77:
Othents, Gavelly—| 99 [Fair Not Rat ed Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.29 Sl ope 0. 00
Hard to reclaim |0.18
80:
Ransl o—————————————- 90 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.17 Too O ayey 0.44
Too cl ayey 0.76 Depth to 0.53 Car bonate content| 0. 46
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone
Salinity 0.88
W
Wat er 100 [ Not rated Not rated Not rated
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