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Example: The locality “2 mi S Marysville” can be interpreted several different ways: it could be two miles measured along a road leading
south out of Marysville, or two miles directly south “as the crow flies.” Furthermore, two miles could be measured starting from the center of
town or from its southernmost edge. Depending on the year the locality was recorded, the city limits of Marysville themselves may have
changed. Red dots indicate six minimum possible placements for “2 mi S Marysville” depending upon the spatial reasoning used.
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