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DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
MARYLAND GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
Emery T. Cleaves, Director

MINERAL RESOURCES OF
- KENT COUNTY, MARYLAND
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areas of potential mineral resources in Kent County. Sand
and, to a lesser extent, gravel and brick clay are the county's
only mineral resources. Because the county is located at a
considerable distance from the major population centers, most
all of the material is used locally. The gravels of the Eastern
Shore counties tend to be finer grained than those west of
Chesapeake Bay. In most pits 90% of the material will pass
16mm.

The surface mining has grown in Kent County from one
operator in 1966 to four operators at six pits in 1989 and to
nine operators at eleven pits in 1994. Ten are sand and

deposits are most likely to occur. However, deposits tend to
be site specific and no continuity could be established. No
attempt was made to examine quality or overburden thickness.
The information on this map should be used with great caution
because sand and gravel deposits commonly change in
thickness and composition over short distances, and in some
cases location is the determining factor as to whether a
particular deposit can be used. Specific site investigations
must be made before any actual reserve estimates or
economic projections can be made.

The following cross section from a site west of

Cleaves, Emery T. et al., 1987, Quaternary geologic map of
the Chesapeake Bay 4° x 6° quadrangle, United States:
U.S. Geological Survey, map 1-1420, scale 1:1,000,000.

Hess, Melodie, 1977, Drill hole logs and location map of
surface and shallow subsurface materials, central and
southern Delmarva Peninsula, Maryland, Delaware, and
Virginia: U.S. Geological Survey, map MF-899, scale
1:250,000.

Miller, Benjamin L., 1926, The mineral resources of Kent
County in Kent County: Maryland Geological Survey,

05’

Leonardtown, Maryland (St. Mary’s County) serves to illustrate
both the lateral and vertical facies changes that can occur
over relatively short distances.

MAPS gravel pits and one is a clay pit. Sand and gravel production
from Kent County has grown over that same period of time.
In 1988, production was 22,880 tons; in 1994, production was Minard, J. P., 1974, Geology of the Betterton quadrangle, Kent
39,978 tons — an increase of 75%. | e . County, Maryland, and a discussion of the regional
815 stratigraphy: U.S. Geological Survey, Prof. Paper 816.

County Report Series, p. 97-109.

Nearly 100 acres have been disturbed by mining since
the Surface Mining Act of 1975, of which about 30% have
been reclaimed. The following chart gives a summary of the e 8
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