Section Il
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spink 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 | | |
[ [ [ |
Aa: | | _
Aastad—————————————- | 85 |Fair |  [Poor |Fair |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.95
organic matter |
Too clayey 10.95| Shrink—-swell ~ ]0.87 | |
Carbonate content|0.97 | | ] |
Water eroslion| [0.99 | | | |
Ab: | | .
Aastad—————————————- | 50 |Fair |  [Poor |Fair |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.95
organic matter |
Too clayey 10.95| Shrink-swell ~ ]0.87 | |
Carbonate content|0.97 | | ] |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | |
Hamerly————————————- | 35 |Fair | |Fair | [Fair |
Low content of ]0.12 | Low strength  |0.22 | Carbonate content|0.68
organic matter |
Carbonate content|0.68 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | Depth to |0.91
| saturated zone |
Water erosion 10.99 | Depth to |0.91
saturated zone | |
Ad: | ]
Aastad—————————————- | 60 |Fair |  [Poor |Fair |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength |0.00| Too Clayey |0.95
organic matter |
Too clayey 10.95| Shrink—-swell  ]0.87 | |
Carbonate content|0.97 | | ] |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | | | |
Tonka | 30 |Poor | |Poor | [Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Depth to 0.00 | Depth to |0.00
J saturated zone | saturated zone |
Low content of |0.50 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
organic matter | |
Water eroslion| 10.90 | Shll'inkl—swel |0.6|1| |
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Ae:
Aber deen———————————- 55 | 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. 49 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0. 88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Nahon 35 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ah:
Aber deen———————————- 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.81 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0.88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Nahon 35 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.90
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
An:
Aber deen———————————- 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.81 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0. 88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Nahon 25 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.90
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Hei | 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Wat er erosion 0.99
Ao:
Aber deen———————————- 45 | 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. 49 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0.88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Nahon 25 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Hei | 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
At :
Aquents, Loany-—————— 90 |Fair Not Rat ed Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
BaC:
Beadl e————————————- 80 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
BdA:
Beadl e-————————————- 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Dudl ey——-————————- 35 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.78
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Salinity 0.50
WAt er erosion 0.99
BeA:
Beadl e-————————————- 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Stickney——————————- 30 (Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
BeB:
Beadl e-———————————— 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Stickney——————————- 30 (Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Bf A
Beadl e-————————————- 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 95
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Stickney——————————- 30 (Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Bf B:
Beadl e-————————————- 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Stickney——————————- 30 (Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Salinity 0. 88
Wat er erosion 0.99
Bear den———————————— 85 [Fair Poor Fai r
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Bk:
Bear den———————————— 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Tonka 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
Bo:
Beoti a—————————————- 90 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 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
Br:
Beoti a—————————————- 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 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
Rondel | ~———————————— 35 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Carbonate content| 0. 32
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 32 Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.90
Bs:
Beoti a—————————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 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
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Spi nk 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
W nshi p-————————— 30 (Fair Poor Fai r
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.98
Bt :
Beoti a—————————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Good
Car bonate content|0. 92 Low strength 0. 00
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.89
W nshi p-———————— 30 (Fair Poor Fai r
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.94
Bu:
Bon 90 | Good Fai r Good
Low strength 0.22
Bw.
Bon 85 [ Good Fai r Good
Low strength 0.22
BxD:
Buse 55 [Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99
Bar nes————————————- 35 |Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
ByE:
Buse 50 | Poor Poor Poor
St one cont ent 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 St one content 0.00 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 Car bonate content| 0. 80
Cobbl e cont ent 0.94
Bar nes————————————- 35 |Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0. 92 Sl ope 0.92 Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99 Hard to reclaim |0.95
Rock fragnents 0. 95
BzE:
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 Carbonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Langhei ~—————————— 40 (Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic matter
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Sl ope 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 80
Ca:
Canmt own————————————— 55 | Poor Fai r Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
Low content of 0.12 Salinity 0.50
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Turton————————————- 30 | Poor Fai r Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Too al kal i ne 0.00
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.90
Car bonate content|0.92
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Cf:
Cavour —————————————— 55 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0. 90
Car bonate content|0.99
WAt er erosion 0.99
Fer ney———————————— 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Salinity 0. 88
Carbonate content| 0. 97
Co:
Col vi n————————————— 85 |Fair Poor Poor
Carbonate content| 0. 68 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Car bonate content| 0. 68
WAt er erosion 0.99 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Cr:
Cresbard—————————- 60 | 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. 45 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Sodi um cont ent 0. 90
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cavour —————————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0. 90
Carbonate content| 0. 99
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cs:
Cresbard-———————- 40 | 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. 45 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
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
Spi nk 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
Cavour —————————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Car bonate content|0.99
WAt er erosion 0.99
Hei | 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
a:
Crosspl ai n—————————- 60 |Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.68
Tet onka————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.16
Da:
Davi s 55 [ Good Poor Good
Low strength 0. 00
Nort hvil | e—————————- 35 |Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88 Too O ayey 0.41
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Db:
Davi son————————————- 85 |Fair Fair Fair
Low cont ent of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.93 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Depth to 0.98 Depth to 0.98
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99
Dd:
Davi son————————————- 50 |Fair Fair Fair
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.93 Carbonate content| 0. 80
organic natter
Carbonate content| 0. 80 Depth to 0.98 Depth to 0.98
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99
Tet onka————————————- 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.16
DeA:
Del nont -———————————— 55 | Poor CGood Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0. 88
Enet 35 [Fair CGood CGood
Dr ought y 0. 86
Low content of 0. 88
organic nmatter
Dk:
Di mo 85 |Fair Poor CGood
Dr ought y 0.97 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Dm
Di mo 55 | Fair Poor Fair
Dr ought y 0.97 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone
Depth to 0.76
saturated zone
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

Spi nk 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
G at 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Dr ought y 0.71 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.33 Car bonate content| 0. 88
DoA:
Dol and—————————————- 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Shri nk-swel | 0.99
Enbden———————————- 30 |Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic natter
Dovecr eek——————————— 90 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0.93
Dr:
Dovray-—————————————- 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
Dudl ey——-—————————- 55 | Poor Poor Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.78
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Salinity 0.50
WAt er erosion 0.99
Jeraul d———————————- 35 | Poor Fai r Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0.22
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Dx:
Durrstei n—————————— 85 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ea:
Eckman—————————————— 85 |Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
EcA:
Eckman—————————————- 50 |Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
Gardena——————————— 40 (Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
EcB:
Eckman————————————— 60 |Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
Gardena——————————- 30 (Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
EdB:
Eckman-———————————— 60 |Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
Zel | 30 (Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
EeB:
Edgel ey————————— 85 |Fair Poor Fair
Dr ought y 0.50 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
EeC:
Edgel ey—————————— 85 |Fair Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0.50 Depth to bedrock |0.00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.99
EeD:
Edgel ey——————————— 85 |Fair Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0.50 Depth to bedrock | 0.00 Sl ope 0. 00
Depth to bedrock |0.58 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to bedrock |0.58
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Rock fragnents 0.97
EgA:
Egel and-——————————— 50 |Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Enbden————————————- 40 | Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
EgB:
Egel and-——————————— 50 |Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Enbden——-————————- 35 |Fair Good Good
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Ek:
El smere-————————————- 85 | Poor Fai r Fai r
W nd erosion 0. 00 Low strength 0.22 Too sandy 0.14
Too sandy 0.14 Depth to 0.76 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.88
organic matter
EnE:
Et han 50 [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

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002



Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Betts 40 | Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
EnD:
Et han 55 [Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent 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
Hand 35 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Er:
Exl i ne—————————————- 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90
Aber deen———————————- 25 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.81 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0. 88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Nahon 20 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.90
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Et:
Exl i ne—————————————- 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90
Aber deen———————————- 25 | 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. 49 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0.88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Nahon 20 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ew.
Exl i ne—————————————- 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90
Hei | 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Ex:
Exl i ne—————————————- 50 [ Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90
Hei | 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
EyA:
Exl i ne————————————— 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.90
Put ney————————————- 40 (Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Too O ayey 0.41
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Car bonate content| 0. 68
WAt er erosion 0.90
Fa:
Far mswor t h—————————- 50 | Poor Fai r Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to 0.76 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Car bonate content|0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Durr st ei n——————————- 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Salinity 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99
Fe:
Fer ney———————————— 50 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 97
Hei | 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ff:
For est burg—————————- 60 | Poor CGood Fair
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 02
Too sandy 0. 02
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
El smere-———————————— 30 | Poor Fai r Fai r
W nd erosion 0. 00 Low strength 0.22 Too sandy 0.14
Too sandy 0.14 Depth to 0.53 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.88
organic matter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Fh:
For est burg—————————- 45 | Poor CGood Fair
W nd erosion 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 02
Too sandy 0. 02
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
El smere-———————————— 25 | Poor Fai r Fai r
W nd erosion 0. 00 Low strength 0.22 Too sandy 0.14
Too sandy 0.14 Depth to 0.53 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.88
organic natter
Toko 20 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
FmA:
For mn-————————————— 50 [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
Aast ad————————————- 40 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 95
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
FnB:
For mn-—————————————- 60 |[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
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Aast ad————————————- 30 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.95
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
FnC:
For mn-—————————————- 55 [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
Buse 35 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Fr B:
For mn-————————————- 50 [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
Buse 25 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Aast ad————————————- 20 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 95
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Car bonat e content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Fr C
For mn-————————————— 45 | 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
Buse 30 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Wat er erosion 0.99
Aast ad————————————- 20 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.95
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
FsA:
For mn-—————————————- 55 [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
Cresbard——————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 45 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Sodi um cont ent 0.90
WAt er erosion 0.99
FsB:
For mn-————————————- 60 |[Fair Fai r Fair
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

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002



Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Cresbard—————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 45 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Sodi um cont ent 0. 90
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ft A
For mn—————————————- 45 [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
Cresbard————————- 25 | 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. 45 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Sodi um cont ent 0. 90
WAt er erosion 0.99
Tonka 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
Ga:
Gardena——————————- 90 |Fair CGood Good
WAt er erosion 0.90
&d:
Gardena——————————- 55 | Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
d yndon——————————— 35 [Fair CGood Fair
Car bonate content| 0. 32 Carbonate content| 0. 32
WAt er erosion 0.90
Ce:
Gardena——————————- 50 |Fair CGood CGood
WAt er erosion 0.90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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 |[Value| Rating class and |[Value| Rating class and |[Value
I

limting features limting features limting features
Turton————————————- 35 | Poor Fai r Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Too al kal i ne 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.90
Carbonate content| 0. 92
A
Great Bend————————- 90 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90
Carbonate content| 0. 97
A
G eat Bend—————————- 50 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90
Carbonate content| 0. 97
Beoti a————————————- 40 (Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Carbonate content|0.92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Carbonate content| 0. 92
GnB:
G eat Bend————————- 60 |Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90
Carbonate content| 0. 97
Beoti a————————————- 30 (Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 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
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
GoA:
G eat Bend————————- 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90
Car bonate content|0.92
Beoti a—————————————- 40 | Fair Poor Good
Car bonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 89
GoA:
G eat Bend————————- 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Car bonate content|0.97
Put ney—————————————- 35 [Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Too O ayey 0.41
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Car bonate content| 0. 68
WAt er erosion 0.90
GpB:
G eat Bend————————- 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Car bonate content|0.97
Put ney————————————— 35 [Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Too O ayey 0.41
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Car bonate content| 0. 68
WAt er erosion 0.90
& B:
G eat Bend————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Car bonate content|0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Zel | 30 (Fair CGood Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
ac
G eat Bend—————————- 50 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90
Carbonate content| 0. 97
Zel | 40 (Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Carbonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
&C
G eat Bend————————- 45 [Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90
Carbonate content| 0. 97
Zel | 25 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
Huf ft on-——————————— 20 |Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Car bonate content| 0. 46
Salinity 0. 88 Sodi um cont ent 0.90
WAt er erosion 0. 90
Sodi um cont ent 0.90
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
HaA:
Harer | y-—-—————————- 85 |Fair Fair Fair
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 68
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Hb:
Harer | y-———————————- 50 |Fair Fair Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 68
organic nmatter
Carbonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Tonka 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
HcA:
Hand 50 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic matter
Boni | | a———————————— 40 | Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
HcB:
Hand 60 |[Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
Boni | | a———————————— 30 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
HAA:
Hand 50 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
Cart hage———————————- 40 (Fair Poor CGood
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.98
He:
Hand 45 | Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
Cart hage———————————- 25 |Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.98
Over shue———————————- 20 | Good Poor Poor
Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0.22
Hf C:
Hand 55 [ Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic matter
Et han 35 |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
HgB:
Hand 50 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Et han 25 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent 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
Boni | | a————————————~ 20 [Fair Poor Good
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
HgC:
Hand 45 | Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
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
Boni | | a———————————— 20 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
HhB:
Hand 50 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
Et han 25 [Fair Poor Fair
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
Cart hage———————————- 20 |Fair Poor CGood
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.98
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
H B:
Hand 45 | Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
Tal no 35 | Poor Good Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0.28
H C
Hand 45 | Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
organic nmatter
Tal no 35 | Poor Good Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0.28
Hk:
Har mony ————————————— 55 [ Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.51
Car bonate content| 0. 97
Aber deen———————————- 35 | 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. 49 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0.88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Hm
Har mony -———————————— 55 | Fair Poor CGood
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.69
Car bonate content|0.97
Aber deen———————————- 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.81 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0. 88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Hn:
Har nony -———————————— 55 | Fair Poor CGood
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.71
Car bonate content|0.97
Beoti a—————————————- 35 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 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
Ho:
Har mony ————————————— 55 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.51
Car bonate content|0.97
Beoti a————————————- 35 |Fair Poor Good
Carbonate content|0. 92 Low strength 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.89
Hp:
Harriet -——————————— 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.00
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0.22
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Hr:
Hei | 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
HsA:
Henki n————————————— 55 | Good Good Good
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Bl endon———————————— 35 | Good Good Good
HsB:
Henki n————————————— 60 | Good Good Good
Bl endon———————————— 30 | Good Good Good
Ht B:
Houdek————————————— 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
Car bonate content|0.97 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 natter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Pr osper -———————————- 20 |Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.93
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ht C
Houdek—————————————- 45 | Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Et han 30 |Fair Poor Fair
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
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Pr osper -———————————- 20 |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 | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
HUA:
Houdek—————————————- 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Pr osper -——————————— 40 (Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.93
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
HuB:
Houdek—————————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Pr osper -——————————— 30 (Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.93
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.98 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
HwWA:
Houdek————————————— 55 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Stickney——————————- 35 [Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Hx A
Houdek—————————————- 45 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Stickney——————————- 25 |Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
Wat er erosion 0.99
Tet onka————————————- 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.16
Hoven 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
le:
| page 45 | Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Wnd erosion 0.00
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Too acid 0.97
Els 25 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Depth to 0.76 Too sandy 0. 00
saturated zone
W nd erosion 0. 00 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Shue 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
saturated zone
W nd erosion 0. 00 Low strength 0.78 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.98
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
Jh:
Jer aul d————————————- 50 [ Poor Fai r Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0.22 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99
Hoven 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
KaA:
Kranzbur g——————————- 50 |Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic matter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Br ooki ngs————————- 40 (Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.92
KbB:
Kranzbur g——————————- 40 (Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic matter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Br ooki ngs—————————- 30 (Fair Poor CGood
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.92
Buse 25 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
KcA:
Kranzbur g——————————— 55 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cresbard——————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0. 45 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic matter
Sodi um cont ent 0.90
WAt er erosion 0.99
Kt A
Kranzbur g—————————— 45 [Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cresbard—————————- 25 | 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. 45 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Sodi um cont ent 0.90
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

Spi nk 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
Tonka 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
Kz B:
Kranzbur g——————————- 40 (Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Zel | 30 |Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
Aast ad————————————- 20 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 95
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
La:
La Prairi e—————————- 85 [Fair Poor Good
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.90
Lc:
La Prairi e-—————————- 50 [Fair Poor Good
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.90
Hol myui st ——————————- 40 (Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic natter saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 60 Low strength 0.78 Salinity 0.50
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Sodi um cont ent 0. 60

SD-NRCS- JULY 2002



Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Ld:
Ladel | e-——————————— 90 | Good Poor CGood
Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 95
Le:
Ladel | e-——————————— 85 | Good Poor CGood
Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 95
Lk:
Lano 90 |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
Lm
Lamour e-———————————- 85 |Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.91
Ln:
Lawet 85 |Fair Fair Fair
Carbonate content| 0. 68 Depth to 0.14 Depth to 0.14
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.94 Carbonate content| 0. 68
Lo:
Lawet 90 |Fair Poor Poor
Carbonate content| 0. 68 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.94 Carbonate content| 0. 68
Lp:
Lawet 60 |Fair Fai r Fair
Carbonate content| 0. 68 Depth to 0.14 Depth to 0.14
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.94 Car bonate content| 0. 68
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Davi son————————————— 30 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.93 Car bonate content| 0. 80
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Depth to 0.98 Depth to 0.98
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99
LrA:
Lehr 55 | Poor Fai r Good
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Bowdl e————————————— 35 |Fair Good Good
Dr ought y 0. 96
LrB:
Lehr 60 | Poor Fai r Good
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Bowdl e————————————— 30 |Fair Good Good
Dr ought y 0. 96
Ls:
Lowe 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.50 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 68
Lt:
Ludden————————————- 85 | 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 nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Lu:
Ludden————————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
saturated zone
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.12
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Spi nk 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
Lw.
Ludden—————————————- 85 | 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 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic matter saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.12
W
M scel | aneous Water—|[ 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
MaC:
Maddock ————————————— 50 [ Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.88
organic nmatter
Egel and-———————————— 35 [Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.12
organic natter
MIA:
Max 50 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ar negar d———————————— 40 (Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
MiB:
Max 60 |[Fair Fai r Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ar negar d———————————— 30 (Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.50

organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
MyB:
Max 45 | Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content|0.92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91
WAt er erosion 0.99
Arnegar d———————————— 30 (Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Zahl 20 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 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
MnB:
Max 40 | Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ni obel | ~———————————— 30 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Noonan—————————————- 20 | Poor Fai r Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 60
Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99
M C:
Max 45 | Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Zahl 30 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 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
Arnegar d———————————— 20 |Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
M randa-———————————- 50 [ Poor Fai r Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0.78 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Car bonate content|0.97
Hei | 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
Me:
Moritz————————————— 55 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Depth to 0.76 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Car bonate content|0.92
Lowe 35 |Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.50 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 68
Na.:
Nahon 45 | Poor Poor Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.90
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Aber deen——————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.81 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0. 88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Exl i ne—————————————- 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90
Nb:
Nahon 45 | Poor Poor Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Aber deen——————————— 30 | 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 | 0.49 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Salinity 0. 88
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
Exl i ne—————————————- 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90
Nc:
Ni obel | ———————————— 60 | Poor Fair Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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

Noonan———-—————————- 30 | Poor Fair Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 60
Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Car bonate content| 0. 92
WAt er erosion 0.99

Nd:

Ni obel | ———————————— 40 | Poor Fair Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Too O ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.50

organic natter

WAt er erosion 0.99

Noonan———--—————————- 30 | Poor Fair Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 60
Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Carbonate content| 0. 92
WAt er erosion 0.99

Hei | 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00

saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
NeA:

Ni obel | ———————————— 40 | Poor Fair Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.50

organic nmatter

WAt er erosion 0.99

Noonan———-—————————- 30 | Poor Fair Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 60
Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Carbonate content| 0. 92
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Max 20 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content|0.92
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91
WAt er erosion 0.99
Nm
Noonan—————————————- 55 | Poor Fai r Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 60
Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99
M randa-———————————- 35 | Poor Fai r Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0.78
Salinity 0. 88
Car bonate content| 0. 97
Nr:
Nort hvil | e—————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88 Too O ayey 0.41
WAt er erosion 0.99
Far mswor t h—————————- 30 | Poor Fai r Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to 0.76 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Car bonate content|0.99
Nv:
Northvil | e—————————- 40 | Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Too cl ayey 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88 Too C ayey 0.41
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Far mswor t h————————- 30 | Poor Fair Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Depth to 0.76 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Car bonate content|0.99
Hoven 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
Ov:
Over shue———————————- 90 | Good Poor Poor
Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0.22
Pa:
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 | 0.14
Pc:
Par shal | ~—————————- 85 |Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
PeA:
Peever -——————————— 85 |Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.08
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
PgB:
Peever ~———————————— 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 08
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Buse 30 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Wat er erosion 0.99
PoA:
Peever ~————————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.08
organic nmatter
Too cl ayey 0.12 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.98
Sodi um cont ent 0.97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Cavour —————————————— 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Sodi um cont ent 0.90
Car bonate content| 0. 99
WAt er erosion 0.99
Pp:
Pits, G avel And
Sand 90 [ Not rated Not rated Not rated
Pr:
Pl aymoor ——————————— 85 |Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Pl aymoor ——————————— 50 |Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Salinity 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Lamour e————————————— 40 (Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.91
Ra:
Ransl o————————————- 85 | Poor Poor Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Too O ayey 0.98
Too cl ayey 0.98 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99
Re:
Rans|l o—————————————- 50 | Poor Fair Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99
Harri et -—————————— 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0.22
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Rf A:
Renshaw--—————————— 55 | Poor CGood Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0.28
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Fordvil | e-————=—————= 35 |Fair Fai r Good
Dr ought y 0. 96 Low strength 0.22
No shrink-swel | 0.99
limtation
Rf B:
Renshaw-——-—————————— 60 | Poor Good Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0.28
Low content of 0.50
organic nmatter
Fordvil |l e-————==————— 30 |Fair Fai r Good
Dr ought y 0. 96 Low strength 0.22
No shrink-swel | 0.99
limtation
So:
Sout ham-———-————————-— 90 | 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 C ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Salinity 0. 88
St:
Stickney——————————- 60 |Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
Dudl ey——-—————————- 30 | Poor Poor Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.78
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Salinity 0.50
WAt er erosion 0.99
Su:
Stickney——————————- 40 (Fair Poor Poor
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Low strength 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.72 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic matter
Salinity 0. 88
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Dudl ey——-—————————- 30 | Poor Poor Fair
Dr ought y 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0.78
Sodi um cont ent 0.00 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Salinity 0.50
WAt er erosion 0.99
Hoven 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Sodi um cont ent 0. 00
Salinity 0. 88 Shri nk-swel | 0.12
WAt er erosion 0.99
Sw.
Straw 85 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.88 Shri nk-swel | 0.98
organic nmatter
SX:
Straw 90 [Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.88 Shri nk-swel | 0.98
organic nmatter
TbhE:
Tal no 45 | Poor Poor Poor
Dr ought y 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
Rock fragnents 0.28
Et han 35 |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
Te:
Tet onka————————————- 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.16
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Tk:
Toko 90 [Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic matter saturated zone saturated zone
™™
Toko 90 [Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic matter saturated zone saturated zone
Tn:
Tonka 90 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
To:
Tonka 60 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
RmMap——————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0. 88 Depth to 0.12 Depth to 0.12
organic natter saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.31
Us:
Udorthents, Silty-—| 90 [Fair Fair Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Va:
Val | ers———————————— 60 |[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
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Section |1
Soi |

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Spi nk 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
Harer |l y-—————————- 30 (Fair Fair Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 68
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
VgA:
Vang 85 |Fair CGood Fai r
Low content of 0. 88 Rock fragnents 0.12
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0. 88 Hard to reclaim |O0.46
W
Water (|l ess Than 40
Acres) ~———————————- 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
VA A:
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———————————= 40 | Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
V\aB:
WIlianmg-———————————- 60 |[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———————————- 30 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
VWA:
WIlianmg-———————————- 45 | Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 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

Spi nk 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
Bowbel | s———————————= 25 [Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Tonka 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
WHB:
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———————————= 25 [Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Tonka 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
WA
WIliamg-———————————- 55 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Ni obel | ~———————————— 30 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.50
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
W B:
WIlianmg-———————————= 60 |[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
Ni obel | ~———————————— 30 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.50
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.99
WIA:
WIlianmg-———————————= 45 | Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Ni obel | ———————————— 25 | Poor Fai r Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0. 69 Too C ayey 0. 00
Sodi um cont ent 0.22 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Low content of 0.50
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99
Tonka 20 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
VWhD:
WIlianmg-———————————= 50 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Vi da 40 | Fair Fai r Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78 Sl ope 0.37
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
Spi nk 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
WhB:
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
Zahl 25 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Carbonate content|0.92
organic natter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Wat er erosion 0.99
Bowbel | s———————————= 20 [Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WiC:
WIlianmg-———————————- 45 | Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Zahl 30 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 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
Bowbel | s—————=—————- 20 [Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Wh:
W nshi p-———————— 60 |Fair Poor Fai r
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.98
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
Tonka 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
Wo:
W nshi p-———————— 60 |Fair Poor Fai r
WAt er erosion 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.94
Tonka 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.61
W :
Wonsocket —————————-— 50 [Fair Good Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
organic nmatter
Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Wi t el ake-——————————- 35 | Poor Fai r Fai r
Dr ought y 0. 00 Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Sodi um cont ent 0.22
Salinity 0. 88
W :
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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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
W,
Wor 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
ZaE:
Zahil | —————————————— 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 99 Low strength 0.22
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
ZbC:
Zahl 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 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
Max 40 | Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic matter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91
WAt er erosion 0.99
ZbD:
Zahl 55 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Sl ope 0.82 Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Max 35 |Fair Fai r Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.91 Car bonate content|0.92
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Spi nk 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
ZgD:
Zel | 55 [Fair Fai r Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Sl ope 0.92 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 80 Car bonate content| 0. 80
WAt er erosion 0.90
G eat Bend————————- 35 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
Car bonate content|0.97
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