Section Il
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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 | | | Iimilting features | | |
[ [ [ |
Ba: | | |
Badus | 90 |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 | Too Clayey |0.89
saturated zone
Too clayey ||0.98 | Shrink—lswell |O.49| | |
BC: || | | |
Baltic-————————————— | 90 |Poor | |Poor | [Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Depth to 0.00 | Depth to |0.00
saturated zone | saturated zone |
Water erosion 0.99 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
Shrink-swell  |0.14 | |
BdA: I || |
Beadle | 85 [Poor |  |Poor |Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
Water erosion ]0.99 | Shrink—swell [0.12 | |
BdB: I || |
Beadle | 90 [Poor |  |Poor |Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
Water erosion 10.99 | Shrink—swell [0.12 | |
BdC: I || |
Beadle | 90 [Poor |  |Poor |Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
Water erosion| [0.99 | Shrink—swell ]0.12 | |
CaA: |
Clarno—————————————-— | 90 |Fair | |Poor | |Fair |
Low content of ]0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | Salinity 10.88
organic matter |
Water eroslion| 10.99 | Shrinkl—swel |0.8|7| |
CaB: | |
Clarno——————=——————-— | 90 |Fair | |Poor | |Fair |
Low content of ]0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | Salinity 10.88
organic matter |
Water eroslion| 10.99 | Shll'inkl—swel |0.8|7| |
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
CaC
d arno—————————————- 85 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 88
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
CeB:
d arno—————————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 88
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Et han 25 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
CeC:
d arno—————————————— 55 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0.88
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Et han 30 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
CeD:
d arno—————————————— 50 [Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.16
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Salinity 0. 88
Et han 35 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.16
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
Da:
Davi s 90 | Good Poor Good
Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.99
DeB:
Del mont ————————————- 50 | 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 0.78 Hard to reclaim |0.32
Tal no 35 |Fair Good Poor
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.24 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Too sandy 0. 30 Too sandy 0. 30
DeC:
Del mont ~———————————— 45 | 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 0.78 Hard to reclaim |0.32
Tal no 35 |Fair Good Poor
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.24 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Too sandy 0. 30 Too sandy 0. 30
DmA:
Denpst er ———————————— 85 |Fair Fair Fair
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.02
organic nmatter
DB:
Denpst er ——————————— 85 |Fair Fair Fair
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.02
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
DpC:
Denpst er ——————————— 60 |Fair Fair Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.02
organic nmatter
Del mont ~————————————- 25 | 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 0.78 Hard to reclaim |0.32
EaC:
Egan 80 |Fair Poor CGood
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
EbA:
Egan 60 |Fair Poor CGood
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Wat er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Beadl e-————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
EbB:
Egan 60 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Beadl e-————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
EbC:
Egan 55 | Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
Beadl e-————————————- 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
EeB:
Egan 50 |Fair Poor CGood
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Et han 40 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
EeC2:
Egan 45 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Et han 40 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
EgA:
Egan 60 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Vi bor g————————————- 30 (Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
EhB:
Egan 50 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 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

Lake 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
went wor t h——————————- 30 |Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
EnA:
Enet 90 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Hard to reclaim |0.82
EoF:
Et han 45 | Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Betts 35 |Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.50 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Carbonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Er E:
Et han 60 |[Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0. 68 Sl ope 0.68 Car bonate content|0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
d arno—————————————- 20 [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 0.68 Salinity 0.88
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
EsE:
Et han 50 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99 Sl ope 0.98
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
d arno—————————————- 30 |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 Salinity 0. 88
Sl ope 0.98
Et D:
Et han 55 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content|0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Davi s 25 | Good Poor Fai r
Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 96
Shri nk-swel | 0.99
Gp: _
Othents, Gavelly—| 90 [Fair Good Poor
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0.14 Too sandy 0.14
Dr ought y 0.29 Hard to reclaim |0.18
G acevi |l | e-—————————- 90 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Too cl ayey 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.99
Shri nk-swel | 0.93
HeA:
Henki n————————————— 90 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
HeB:
Henki n—————————————- 90 [Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Hk B:
Houdek————————————— 80 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002



Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

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
HpA:
Houdek————————————— 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Pr osper -——————————— 35 [Fair Poor Fair
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.93
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Shri nk-swel | 0. 89
WAt er erosion 0.99
La:
Lamo 85 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.53
organic natter saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
W
M scel | aneous Water—|[ 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
Mar :
Wbrt hi ng——————————— 95 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.12
MnB:
Moody 50 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.94
Nor a 30 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
M A:
Moody 55 | Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.94
Trent 35 |Fair Poor Fai r
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 89
Too cl ayey 0.98 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
NcC:
Nor a 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Crof ton————————————- 30 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90
Pr A:
Pr osper -———————————- 85 |Fair Poor Fair
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.93
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Shri nk-swel | 0. 89
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ra:
Rauvi | | e=——===—=———= 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.98 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.98
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Sa:
M nnewaukan—-———————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
W nd erosion 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Too sandy 0.16 Too sandy 0.16
Low content of 0.50 Rock fragnents 0. 88
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0. 69
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
ScA:
Hunti mer -———————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
SdB:
Hunti mer -———————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic nmatter
Wat er erosion 0.99
St A
Stickney——————————- 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.41 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Tet onka———————————- 20 [Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.28
TdE:
Tal no 45 | Fair Good Poor
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Dr ought y 0.24 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Too sandy 0. 30 Sl ope 0. 04
Too sandy 0. 30
Del mont ~———————————— 35 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic matter
Dr ought y 0.78 Sl ope 0. 04
Hard to reclaim |0.32
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
Te:
Tet onka———————————- 90 [Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.28
VbA:
Vi bor g————————————- 85 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
VgB:
Vi bor g——————————- 50 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Egan 30 (Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Vo:
Arlo 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic matter saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Rock fragnents 0. 00
Hard to reclaim |0.82
W
Wat er 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
WeA:
went wor t h——————————- 55 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Egan 35 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Lake 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
Wh:
Wi t ewood——————————— 80 [Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Wo:
Wbr t hi ng———————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.12
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