Section Il
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codington 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| | | | |
Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value
limiting felaturels | | limiting features | | I|m||t|ng features | | |
[ ] [ [ |
Be: || | | | .
Brookings——————————-— | 90 |Fair | |Poor | [|Fair |
Low content of |0.50 | Low strength |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.98
organic matter |
Carbonate content|0.97 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | |
Too clayey 10.98 | |
Water eroslion| [0.99 | o | | |
Bh: || | | |
Brookings——————————-— | 60 |Fair | |Poor | [Fair |
Low content of |0.50 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.98
organic matter |
Carbonate content|0.97 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | |
Too clayey 10.98 | |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | |
Hidewood———————————-— | 30 |Fair | [Poor | |Poor |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | Depth to |0.00
organic matter | | | | saturated zone |
Water erosion 10.90 | Depth to |0.00 | Hard to reclaim |0.68
saturated zone |
Shrink—swell | [0.87 | | |
BmD:
Buse | 90 |Fair | |Fair | |Fair |
Low content of ]0.12 | Low strength |0.22 | Slope |0.37
organic matter |
Carbonate content|0.46 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | | |
BME: | L | || |
Buse | 90 |Fair | |Poor | |Poor |
Low content of |0.12 | Slope [0.00| Slope 10.00
organic matter |
Carbonate content|0.46 | Low strength  |0.22 | [
Water eroslion| [0.99 | Shll'inkl—swel |0.8|7| |
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elinminate 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
Bo:
Buse 90 | Poor Poor Poor
St one content 0. 00 St one content 0.00 Sl ope 0.00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Sl ope 0.18 Hard to reclaim |0.50
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Low strength 0.78 Rock fragnents 0.50
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Salinity 0. 88
Cobbl e cont ent 0.97
BpD:
Buse 60 |[Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0.37
organic natter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Poi nsett ~———————————- 25 [Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content|0.92
Car bonate content|0.92
BsD:
Buse 60 |[Fair Fai r Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0.63
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Si oux 25 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.24 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Sl ope 0.63
Bu:
Buse 60 | Poor Poor Poor
St one content 0. 00 St one content 0. 00 Sl ope 0.00
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0.18 Hard to reclaim |0.50
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Low strength 0.78 Rock fragnents 0.50
Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Salinity 0. 88
Cobbl e cont ent 0.97
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Codi ngt on 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
Si oux 25 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0.18 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic matter
Dr ought y 0.14 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Sl ope 0. 00
BvD:
Buse 60 |[Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0.63
organic natter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Wat er erosion 0.99
Vi enna—————————————- 30 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.63
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Bx:
Buse 40 | Poor Poor Fai r
St one content 0.00 St one content 0.00 Hard to reclaim |0.50
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78 Rock fragnents 0.50
organic natter
Car bonate content|0. 80 Shrink-swel | 0. 87 Sl ope 0.63
Cobbl e cont ent 0.97 Salinity 0. 88
Bar nes————————————- 30 |Fair Fai r Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.78 Sl ope 0.63
organic matter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99
Si oux 20 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.24 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Sl ope 0.63
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on 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
Cs:
Aquents, Saline———- 100 |Fair Poor Poor
Salinity 0.50 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Ef A
Egel and——————————— 90 |Fair CGood Fair
Too sandy 0. 02 Too sandy 0.02
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Ef B:
Egel and———————————— 90 |Fair CGood Fair
Too sandy 0. 02 Too sandy 0.02
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
EsA:
Estel | i ne——————————- 95 [Fair Poor Fai r
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |O0.82
EsB:
Estel | i ne——————————- 90 [Fair Poor Fai r
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.82
FdA:
Fordvil |l e-——————————- 90 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.18
organic matter
FdB:
Fordvil | e-——————————- 90 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.18
organic nmatter
Ff A
Fordvil |l e-——————————- 60 |[Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.18
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on 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
Renshaw——-————————— 30 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic matter
Dr ought y 0.71 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Ff B:
Fordvil | e-—————=————= 50 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.18
organic nmatter
Renshaw-——-—————————- 30 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.71 Hard to reclaim |0.08
FnB:
For mn-—————————————- 90 |[Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Salinity 0. 88
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Hard to reclaim |O0.88
Rock fragnents 0. 88
Car bonate content|0.97
FnC:
For mn-—————————————- 90 |[Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Salinity 0. 88
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Hard to reclaim |0.88
Rock fragnents 0. 88
Car bonate content|0.97
FnA:
For mn-————————————- 90 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Codi ngt on 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
FnB:
For mn-————————————— 90 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
FnC:
For mn-—————————————- 90 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Wat er erosion 0.99
Kr B:
Kranzbur g—————————- 90 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
La:
Lamour e-———————————— 90 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0. 88 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic natter saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Lc:
Lamour e-———————————— 90 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0. 88 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic natter saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Lp:
La Prairi e—————————- 90 [Fair Poor Good
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on 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
Ma:
Sout ham——————=————- 100 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content|0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.20 Salinity 0. 88
Ms:
Sout ham———————————- 100 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.20 Salinity 0. 88
d:
a dhamr—-———————————= 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic natter saturated zone saturated zone
Wat er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.55
Op:
a dhamr-—-——————————= 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic natter saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.55
Par nel | ~———————————— 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Oow.
a dham————————————- 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic natter saturated zone saturated zone
Wat er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.55
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on 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
Parnel | ~———————————— 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
PmA:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 90 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
PB:
Poi nsett ———————————- 90 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
PnB:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 90 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
PoC:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 50 [Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
Buse 20 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soi

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
For mn-—————————————- 20 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
PsB:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
For mn-—————————————- 25 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
PwA:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 75 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
Waubay-——---——————- 20 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.97
Rauvi | | e==—===—————= 90 |[Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 88 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 86
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on 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
RsA:
Renshaw——-—————————- 60 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.71 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Si oux 30 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.24 Hard to reclaim |0.00
RsB:
Renshaw-——-—————————- 50 [ Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.71 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Si oux 30 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.24 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Ts:
Buse 50 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0.22
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Si oux 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Dr ought y 0.10 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic natter
Sl ope 0. 00
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Codi ngt on 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
VnA:
Vi enna—————————————- 90 [Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
VnB:
Vi enna—————————————- 90 [Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Wat er erosion 0.99
VnC:
Vi ennga—————————————- 90 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
W,
Water (|l ess Than 40
Acres) ~———————————- 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
V&
Waubay-———---————————- 90 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.97
W A:
Waubay-——---———————- 60 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content| 0. 97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

(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 . Pot enti al source of Potenti al 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
For mn-—————————————- 25 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
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