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Included with these soils in mapping are the well
drained Laidig soils on foot slopes and the lower side
slopes; the well drained Dekalb soils on ridgetops,north facing side slopes.north facing side slopes. slopes; the well drained Dekalb soils on ridgetops,
shoulder slopes, and nose slopes; and the well
drained Craigsville soils and the somewhat
excessively drained Potomac soils at the mouth ofy
hollows and on narrow flood plains.
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