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ABSTRACT

The Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration 
commissioned the Utah Geological Survey to evaluate and 
summarize high-calcium limestone, high-magnesium dolomite, 
and building stone potential in Sanpete County, Utah.  This report 
summarizes existing data, but also includes analyses of carbonate 
samples collected by the Utah Geological Survey.  The primary 
stratigraphic units containing carbonates in Sanpete County are 
the Green River Formation, the Flagstaff Limestone, and the 
North Horn Formation, all of which are widespread throughout 
the county.

Sampling and drilling show that the Paleocene-Eocene Flagstaff 
Limestone has the highest potential for high-calcium limestone.  
Drilling data from U.S. Steel and chip sampling by the Utah 
Geological Survey indicate the presence of stratigraphic horizons 
over 40 feet thick of high-calcium limestone within the Flagstaff 
Limestone.  Samples from the Eocene Green River Formation are 
highly impure, and show low potential for high-calcium limestone.  
One sample from the Cretaceous-Paleocene North Horn Formation 
also shows high levels of impurities, and field observations 
revealed no carbonates of interest within the formation.

Both the Green River Formation and the Flagstaff Limestone 
contain dolomitic beds, but only a few samples indicate high-
magnesium dolomite with low impurities.  However, the Utah 
Geological Survey sampled a section nearly 100 feet thick that 
had relatively high magnesium content and low impurities.  These 
results may indicate potential for dolomite, but more definitive 
conclusions about this possibility require additional investigation.

Building stone production in Sanpete County is significant, both 
currently and historically.  Numerous building stone quarries 
exist in Sanpete County and the Utah Division of Oil, Gas, and 
Mining currently reports six active quarry permits.  The building 
stone quarries are primarily in the Green River Formation 
extracting readily-mineable and dimensionally-favorable oolitic 
limestone.  Considering the established building stone production 
and extensive exposures of Green River in Sanpete County, the 
potential for further stone extraction is high.

INTRODUCTION

Purpose and Scope

The Utah School and Institutional Trust Lands Administration 
(SITLA) requested an investigation of limestone, dolomite, and 
building stone potential of Sanpete County as part of an ongoing 
Memorandum of Understanding with the Utah Geological Survey 
(UGS) to evaluate the mineral resources of Trust Lands.  This 
report summarizes the data presented to SITLA in order to make 
the information more broadly available.

The primary stratigraphic units containing carbonates in Sanpete 
County are the Green River Formation, the Flagstaff Limestone, 
and the North Horn Formation, all of which are widespread 
throughout the county.  Due to the size of Sanpete County and the 
extent of the resources present, this study is primarily a summary 
of published information with limited original field examination 
and sampling.  Much of the area of Sanpete County with potential 
resources does not have good outcrop, so we focused fieldwork 
on areas of good surface exposure, especially those included in 
recent detailed, published geologic maps.  Adequate evaluation of 
Sanpete County's limestone and dolomite resources for chemistry 
and mineability would require detailed mapping and sampling 
of stratigraphic horizons with potential, followed by systematic 
drilling of those horizons.  Figure 1 shows the location and land 
ownership of Sanpete County.

Previous Work

The geology and mineral resources of Sanpete County have been 
the subject of both academic and industry investigations.  Some 
of the earliest detailed investigations were university geologic 
mapping theses, most of them by students at Ohio State University 
in the 1940s and 1950s, and by Brigham Young University in the 
1970s and 1980s (see appendix A and selected bibliography for 
relevant references).  Former UGS geologists mapped some areas 
of Sanpete County and the UGS published some student mapping.  
The U.S. Geological Survey compiled two 1:100,000 scale maps 
that together cover almost the whole county (Witkind and others, 
1987; Witkind and Weiss, 1991).  An index map showing available 
geologic map coverage for Sanpete County is in appendix A.  UGS 
geologists Pratt and Callaghan (1970) published a comprehensive 
mineral resource investigation of Sanpete County, which is 
very useful but somewhat dated and short on detailed resource 
information.  The one unpublished industry report for Sanpete 
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County was compiled by John K. Hayes and his geological staff 
at U.S. Steel (U.S. Steel, 1957) as part of a regional search for 
limestone and dolomite for use in the open hearth furnaces at the 
now defunct Geneva steel mill in Utah County.

Methods

General

We examined lithologic descriptions of the geologic formations 
of Sanpete County in Hintze and Kowallis (2009), Witkind and 
others (1987), and Witkind and Weiss (1991).  Dennis (1930), 
Dixon (1938), Christensen (1967), Boleneus (2008), and other 
references were reviewed for information on historic and current 
limestone and building stone production.  Tripp (2005) and the 
RASS database (the U.S. Geological Survey's rock analysis 
database) were checked for any chemical analyses of the carbonate 
rocks of Sanpete County, and we reviewed Pratt and Callaghan 
(1970) for information about the limestone, dolomite, and building 
stone resources of Sanpete County.

We created a geographic information system (GIS) base map for 
the project, which included mapped Flagstaff, Green River, and 
North Horn outcrops for Sanpete County.  We also added permitted 
limestone and building stone mines from the Utah Division of Oil, 
Gas, and Mining's (DOGM) Minerals Data database (DOGM, 
2011) and Boleneus' (2008) building stone quarry data to the GIS 
project.

Following library research, we drove many of the roads in Sanpete 
County investigating access to important stratigraphic units and 
exposures for good sample locations.  Twenty-seven chip samples 
were collected for chemical analysis and keyed to measured 
stratigraphic sections.

UGS Analytical Methods

We processed the chip samples into pressed pellets for X-ray 
fluorescence (XRF) analysis.  A jaw crusher was used to reduce 
sample fragment size to less than 0.25 inch.  The samples were 
then split in a riffle splitter until an approximately 100-gram split 
was obtained to be processed in a Bleuler puck and ring pulverizer.  
Each sample was pulverized until it was less than about 0.0029 
inch.  A 4.5-gram split of each pulverized sample was combined 
with 0.5 grams of paraffin, and mixed in a mechanic tumbler for 
about 30 minutes.  The sample/paraffin mixture was then placed in 
a 35 millimeter aluminum sample cup, loaded in a pellet die, and 
pressed in a hydraulic press at about 6000 pounds per square inch 
of pressure for about 2 minutes.  Pressure was gradually reduced to 
zero, the pellet was removed from the pellet die and the pellet was 
examined and, if flawed, another pellet was prepared.

We analyzed the pressed pellets using the UGS’ Rigaku ZSXmini, 
wavelength-dispersive XRF spectrometer.  We calculated sample 
composition using empirical applications (comparison of the 
fluoresced X-ray elemental intensities to elemental regression 

curves generated by analysis of pressed pellet reference standards).  
Sample pellets were run in batches of up to nine samples preceded 
by a pulse height adjustment (a calibration procedure for the XRF 
machine) and followed by analysis of one or two check standards 
to detect analytical problems.  We used two empirical applications 
to generate the results in this report: application UGS-HICAL-
LSv7 for limestones, and application UGS-DOLO-DOLv2 
for dolomites.  All samples were initially run using the LSv7 
application, and samples showing about 10% or greater MgO were 
then run on the DOLv2 application.  We converted results reported 
as CaO to CaCO

3
 by multiplying by 1.7848 and MgO to MgCO

3 

by multiplying by 2.092.

Sources of analytical errors exist that can affect the accuracy of 
the reported results.  Errors inherent to the XRF method include 
(1) low intensities of fluoresced X-rays from light elements 
resulting in lower accuracy for light elements, (2) matrix effects, 
and (3) inter-element effects.  Variations in particle sizes of 
pulverized samples and standards, and variations in how samples 
and standards were pressed into pellets can also affect accuracy.  
Selection of standards and creation of quantitative applications 
have a large effect on accuracy because the analytical results rely 
on comparing unknown samples to regression curves for each 
element, constructed by analyzing certified standards using well-
designed quantitative applications.

As a simple check on accuracy and precision, we analyzed a 
check standard with each batch of unknowns.  Comparison of the 
certified analysis with our analyses gives an idea of the accuracy of 
our analyses.  Comparing our analyses of the check standards over 
time gives an idea of the precision (reproducibility) of our results.

GENERAL STRATIGRAPHY

North Horn Formation

The Upper Cretaceous and Paleocene North Horn Formation 
consists of diverse rock types with only minor carbonate.  The unit 
ranges from 500 to 3000 feet thick in the county (Witkind and 
others, 1987).  Witkind and others (1987) described the North Horn 
as "Mudstone, claystone, sandstone, conglomeratic sandstone, 
conglomerate, and sparse limestone; units alternate irregularly.  
Mudstones are thick bedded to massive; sandstones range from 
thin to thick bedded; commonly crossbedded; fine to medium 
grained.  Limestone beds are thin and dense, locally arenaceous.  
Contains minor coal beds along the east flank of Gunnison Plateau 
near Wales.  Fluvial and some fresh-water lacustrine deposits."

Flagstaff Limestone

The Paleocene to Eocene Flagstaff Limestone is a lacustrine 
limestone that thickens from nothing on the central Gunnison 
Plateau (northwest of Sanpete County) to about 1000 feet thick 
in the Wasatch Plateau portion of the county (Witkind and others, 
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1987).  Witkind and others (1987) described the Flagstaff as 
“Limestone, light gray to yellowish gray to light brown; locally 
dolomitic; red to pink near subjacent Jurassic red beds.  Thin to 
thick bedded, locally massive, fine grained, dense, some algal 
nodules.  Contains subordinate interbedded dark-gray, gray, 
and greenish-gray shale.  Oncolite-rich limestone beds locally 
abundant (Weiss, 1965).  Fresh-water lacustrine deposits.  Forms 
resistant ledges and prominent hogbacks."  Figure 2 shows a well-
exposed partial section of Flagstaff Limestone along Twelvemile 
Creek just east of Mayfield in Sanpete County.

Green River Formation

The Eocene Green River Formation consists of lacustrine limestone 
overlying lacustrine shale that together range in thickness in the 
Sanpete County area from about 500 to 1200 feet (Witkind and 
others, 1987).  Witkind and others (1987) described the limestone 

unit as “Pale-yellowish-gray to yellow-brown to light-brown 
limestone; thin to thick bedded; even bedded.  Contains thin 
sandstone and tuff layers.  Limestones are dense, thinly laminated, 
and commonly oolitic.  Includes thin stromatolitic limestone beds 
rich in ostracodes.”  Witkind and others (1987) described the 
Green River shale unit as “Light-green to grayish-green shale; thin 
bedded; fissile, somewhat calcareous.  A few interbedded micritic 
limestones.  Forms gentle slopes.”

Figure 3 illustrates variations in thickness of the Green River, 
Flagstaff, and North Horn Formations in and around Sanpete 
County.  Figure 4 shows three stratigraphic sections of the Upper 
Cretaceous through Quaternary from in and near Sanpete County 
as compiled by Hintze and Kowallis (2009).

Figure 2. Flagstaff Limestone cliff exposure.  Photograph looks to the west and was taken a few miles east of Mayfield along 
Twelvemile Creek.  Slope at the base of the cliff is composed of the North Horn Formation.  Cliff exposure shows the lower 
carbonates of the Flagstaff Limestone.
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Figure 3. Thicknesses (in feet; in stratigraphic order) of Green River Formation (green on map), Flagstaff Limestone 
(blue on map), and North Horn Formation (brown on map) in Sanpete County and surrounding area.  
Letters (a, b, c) correspond to stratigraphic sections shown on figure 4.  Section locations are approximate.
Thicknesses represent maximum thicknesses from Hintze and Kowallis (2009).  Geology is from Hintze 
and Davis (2005), Witkind and others (2006), and Witkind and Weiss (2002).
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Figure 4. Stratigraphic sections of Upper Cretaceous and younger strata from Sanpete County area (modified from Hintze and 
Kowallis, 2009).  Locations of sections are shown on Figure 3.
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PALEOGEOGRAPHY

The Green River, Flagstaff, and North Horn Formations were 
deposited in latest Cretaceous to mid-Eocene time.  The North 
Horn Formation is Late Cretaceous to mid-Paleocene, the 
Flagstaff Limestone is Paleocene and Eocene, and the Green River 
Formation is early to mid Eocene.  The North Horn was deposited 
in a fluvial system with some associated lakes that occupied an 
area south of the Uinta Mountains and east of the Sevier orogenic 
belt of western Utah.  The North Horn was deposited during 
and after the latest movements of the Sevier orogeny, and North 
Horn sediments form an angular unconformity with sediments 
deposited during the orogeny (Schelling and others, 2007; Hintze 
and Kowallis, 2009).  Blakey (undated) interpreted the geography 
during the deposition of the North Horn as depicted on figure 5.  
Two extensive lakes later occupied much of the same area where 
the North Horn was deposited.  Paleocene Lake Flagstaff deposited 
lacustrine sediments in a northeast-southwest belt crossing much 
of present-day Utah.  The Eocene lake that followed and deposited 
the Green River Formation was centered farther to the northeast.  
Figure 6 shows roughly what Utah might have looked like during 
deposition of the Green River (Blakey, undated).

Gensmer (1977) provided a good summary of the depositional 
history of the Flagstaff Limestone that is useful in understanding 
the distribution of limestone and dolomite.  Gensmer, based in 
part on the work of Larocque (1960), described three depositional 
phases.  Initially Lake Flagstaff was restricted and shallow and 
contained abundant Paleocene plant and animal life.  Substantial 
amounts of dark, organic, finely crystalline, often fossiliferous 
limestone were deposited. In the middle phase, the lake expanded 
rapidly in area and became very saline probably due to erosion 
of Jurassic salt beds exposed in the paleodrainage.  The saline 
conditions were toxic to plants and animals, so little organic material 
accumulated in sediments and the deposited carbonates are light 
colored.  Evaporation caused gypsum to precipitate in parts of the 
basin; the remaining brine became enriched in magnesium which 
dolomitized the carbonate being deposited.  In the third phase, the 
lake freshened, plants and animals returned, and though shallow, it 
expanded to the southwest and reached its maximum extent.  Due 
to increased organic carbon and decreased magnesium content, 
newly deposited carbonate was dark-colored limestone.  The lake 
may have freshened due to salt beds no longer being exposed in the 
paleodrainage, or tectonic shifts that redirected dissolved salt away 
from Lake Flagstaff.

Figure 5. Conceptual paleogeography of the western U.S. during the Late Cretaceous and early Tertiary (from Blakey, undated).
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STRUCTURE

The eastern extent of Sevier-related fold-and-thrust deformation is 
in Sanpete County along the western edge of the Wasatch Plateau 
(Schelling and others, 2007).  Sevier thrusting occurred from Early 
Cretaceous through Late Cretaceous time, and deformed older 
rocks present in Sanpete County’s subsurface that are exposed 
west of the county (DeCelles and Coogan, 2006; Schelling and 
others, 2007).  As mentioned above, the North Horn Formation was 
deposited during and after the latest Sevier deformation and lies 
unconformably above the deformed beds (Schelling and others, 
2007; Hintze and Kowallis, 2009).  Sanpete County also straddles 
the transition zone between the Colorado Plateau in the east part 
of the county and the Basin and Range extensional province in the 
west part of the county.  The Neogene extensional faulting in the 
county overprints and, in some cases, reactivated Sevier structures 
(Schelling and others, 2007).  Most of the following structural 
descriptions of the ranges are from Witkind and others (1987).

The Wasatch Plateau in Sanpete County is a large, westward-
dipping monocline dissected by deep, sinuous drainages.  The 

monocline is cut by a network of north- to north-northeast-trending 
normal faults that form grabens.  The Gooseberry and Snow Lake 
grabens are located in Sanpete County, but the most extensive 
graben is the 40-mile-long Joes Valley graben located immediately 
east of the county.

The Gunnison Plateau (also called the San Pitch Mountains or 
West Mountain) is a north-south-trending, gently folded, south-
plunging syncline cut by a complex series of normal faults.  The 
eastern edge of the Gunnison Plateau is delineated by a long, 
narrow normal-fault zone that includes the Gunnison and Wales 
faults (Fong, 1995; Schelling and others, 2007).  Researchers have 
suggested that these faults are reactivated Sevier-related back-
thrusts (Weiss and Sprinkel, 2002; Schelling and others, 2007).  
Some of the faults cut Holocene-aged alluvial fans, indicating 
recent movement (Fong, 1995).  The west side of the Gunnison 
Plateau is bounded by the Levan and Fayette segments of the 
Wasatch Fault (Hylland and Machette, 2008).

The Cedar Hills, in northern Sanpete County, consist of a relatively 
flat-lying section of Upper Cretaceous to Eocene rocks with local 

Figure 6. Conceptual paleogeography of the western U.S. during the middle Eocene (from Blakey, undated).
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folds and few faults exposed at the surface.  A substantial portion of 
the Cedar Hills is overlain by Oligocene to upper Eocene Moroni 
Formation volcaniclastics, conglomerate, and sandstone.

The Valley Mountains, in southwest Sanpete County, are a north-
south-trending, eastward-tilted, fault-block range.  North-south-
trending normal faults with a subsidiary set of east-west-trending 
normal faults are common in the range.  The most prominent 
structural surface feature of the Valley Mountains is the Japanese 
Valley graben, a north-south trending feature near the crest of the 
range.

CARBONATE RESOURCES

High-Calcium Limestone

Historical High-Calcium Limestone Production

The Flagstaff Limestone is the main source of high-calcium 
limestone (>95% CaCO

3
 or 53.2% CaO) in central Utah.  In the 

past, Western Clay Company mined the Flagstaff at the Redmond 
quarry in Sevier County and the Three Knolls pit in eastern Millard 
County.  The Cherry Hill Park and Chimney Rock pits of southeast 
Utah County are also developed in the Flagstaff Limestone (Tripp, 
2005).  Limestone production in the area was originally used for 
sugar beet processing, then for coal-mine rock dusting and crushed 
stone.

High-Calcium Limestone Potential

The Flagstaff Limestone has high potential for future production 
of high-calcium limestone in Sanpete County, and the Green River 
and North Horn Formations have low potential.

Gensmer (1977) gave detailed information about the distribution of 
potentially high-calcium limestone from the Flagstaff Limestone in 
Sanpete County.  Limestone comprises only 38% of the carbonate 
rock in the Flagstaff and it is concentrated at the base and top of 
the formation, while dolomite predominates in the center of the 
formation.  Little interbedding exists between the two types of 
carbonate due to differing depositional settings.  The limestones 
are medium to dark colored, commonly fossiliferous, variable 
in texture, and contain only small amounts of acid-insoluble, 
terrigenous impurities.  Ninety-five percent of the limestone 
samples analyzed by Gensmer contained less than 9% acid-
insoluble clay and silt.  Appendix B presents some of Gensmer's 
results.  Our observations and sampling are consistent with 
Gensmer’s in that most of the high-calcium limestone potential 
appears to be near the base of the Flagstaff Limestone.

Nine of the 27 samples taken from the Flagstaff Limestone by Pratt 
and Callaghan (1970) were high-calcium limestone.  They averaged 
96.7% CaCO

3
.  Appendix C presents Pratt and Callaghan's (1970) 

analytical data and sample location information.  U.S. Steel (1957) 

also collected high-calcium samples from the Flagstaff at sites 
near Fayette and Manti.  U.S. Steel chip samples in the Fayette 
deposit revealed two beds of high-calcium limestone totaling 25 
feet thick (appendix D).  Nine grab samples or drill hole samples 
from the Manti deposit were high-calcium limestone (appendix E).  
The best sample (drill hole 3) contained 45 feet of 97.6% CaCO

3
.  

Figure 7 shows the Manti deposit area, which is just west of the 
Gunnison Reservoir.  Seven recent samples collected by the UGS 
were high-calcium limestone.  Samples SP-3 and SP-4 averaged 
96.1% CaCO

3
 and represent a continuous section that is 33 feet 

thick; samples SP-14 and SP-15 also averaged 96.1% CaCO
3 

and represent a continuous stratigraphic interval 44 feet thick.  
Samples SP-3 and SP-4 were collected near the Manti deposit, and 
samples SP-14 and SP-15 were collected in section 16, T. 18 S., R. 
1 E., Salt Lake Base Line and Meridian (SLBLM) near the Fayette 
deposit (figure 8).  Appendices F and G provide detailed analytical, 
location, and geologic information on 27 UGS samples.

None of the samples from the Green River Formation collected 
by Pratt and Callaghan (1970) or this study (UGS) were high-
calcium limestone, and they typically had high magnesium and 
silica content.  During our fieldwork, we did not observe any units 
in the North Horn Formation that showed high-calcium limestone 
potential, and the only sample collected from the North Horn 
contained significant magnesium and silica.

Plate 1 shows distribution of high-calcium limestone samples 
from Pratt and Callaghan (1970), U.S. Steel (1957), and the 
UGS, and table 1 summarizes the analyses.  Sampling shows that 
high-calcium limestone is widely distributed in the southwestern 
part of the county, but it could likely be delineated in other parts 
of the county with additional sampling and exploration.  The 
southeastern part of the county is a likely target due to its extensive 
Flagstaff outcrop.  However, the southwestern part of Sanpete 
County has higher development potential due to much of the land 
being administered by SITLA and BLM rather than the U.S. Forest 
Service (figure 1).

High-Magnesium Dolomite

Historical High-Magnesium Dolomite Production

No known production of dolomite has come from North Horn, 
Flagstaff, or Green River Formations in Utah.  All of the dolomite 
produced in Utah is from marine, lower Paleozoic strata in 
the Basin and Range Province to the west of Sanpete County, 
especially from the Ordovician Fish Haven Dolomite of north-
central Utah and Cambrian limestone of the Cricket Mountains.

High-Magnesium Dolomite Potential

County-wide sampling by Pratt and Callaghan (1970) showed that 
both the Green River and Flagstaff contain many dolomitic beds.  
Gensmer (1977) gave detailed information about the distribution 
of potentially high-magnesium dolomite in the Flagstaff Limestone 
in Sanpete County.  Dolomite forms 62% of the carbonate rock in 



Utah Geological Survey10

the Flagstaff Limestone of the Sanpete County area and primarily 
occurs in the middle of the formation.  The dolomite is typically 
pale pinkish gray, very pale orange, and pale yellow-gray.  It is 
often microcrystalline, unfossiliferous, and contains large amounts 
of terrigenous impurities.  Dolomites analyzed by Gensmer 
typically contained 10–24% clay, silt, or sand.

The 12 Green River samples from Pratt and Callaghan (1970) 
assayed from 13.0 to 39.3% MgCO

3
 and averaged 23.3% MgCO

3
.  

The 27 Flagstaff samples assayed from 1.7 to 49.2% MgCO
3 

and averaged 21.0% MgCO
3
.  Pure dolomite consists of 54.3% 

CaCO
3
 (30.4% CaO) and 45.7% MgCO

3
 (21.9% MgO).  Two of 

the Flagstaff samples from Pratt and Callaghan (1970) actually 
exceed the 45.7% MgCO

3
 of pure dolomite; while this likely 

indicates problems with the assay technique, the results may also 
indicate some potential for dolomite production from the Flagstaff.  
Three UGS samples (SP-7 through SP-9) averaged relatively 

high MgCO
3
 content (39.6%) and low SiO

2
 content (1.1%), and 

represent a continuous stratigraphic section 97 feet thick.  The 
UGS did not observe high-potential dolomite elsewhere in Sanpete 
County during field investigations.  Plate 1 shows distribution of 
dolomite analyses over 39% MgCO

3
.

Building Stone

Historical Building Stone Production

Sanpete County has a long history of building stone quarrying, 
not only for local buildings, but also for export around the western 
United States. The best-known stone in the area is the “Sanpete 
oolite” or “Sanpete white” stone of the Eocene Green River 
Formation.  Less important is the “Birdseye marble” of the Eocene 
and Paleocene Flagstaff Limestone.  Sandstone of the Eocene 
Crazy Hollow Formation and welded tuff of the Eocene-Oligocene 

Figure 7. Manti limestone deposit, looking towards the northeast.  The deposit is on the west side of the Gunnison Reservoir.  The hills 
are composed of Flagstaff Limestone, and sampling indicates that much of the limestone in the area is high-calcium.
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Moroni Formation were quarried in small amounts for local use 
(Witkind and Weiss, 1991).

Sanpete oolite stone is a cream to buff-colored, relatively soft, 
porous, locally oolitic lacustrine limestone.  The light color, ease 
of cutting and carving, uniformity, lateral extent, low degree of 
fracturing, and occurrence predominantly in thin- to thick-bedded 
strata that are easy to quarry and use, made this stone popular for 
local and regional use.  Famous examples of buildings built in 
Utah with this stone include the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints (LDS) Temple in Manti (figure 9), the LDS Tabernacle 
at Moroni, the Park Building at the University of Utah in Salt Lake 
City, the Kerns Building and Clark residence in Salt Lake City, 
the Maeser Building at Brigham Young University in Provo, and 
the Hearst Castle in San Simeon, California (Dennis, 1930; Dixon, 
1938; Christensen, 1967).   This stone was submitted for use in the 
Utah State Capitol, but apparently was not selected (Pack, 1912).  
However, the stone has been used out-of-state including in San 

Francisco (Dennis, 1930).  A negative characteristic of the stone is 
its susceptibility to damage by acidic air pollution (SO

2
 in the air 

alters the CaCO
3
 in the stone to gypsum – CaSO

4
·2H

2
O) and by 

freeze/thaw.  Freeze/thaw damage and exposure to sulfur dioxide 
in the atmosphere has caused spalling for decades on the Sanpete 
white stone of the Park Building.  Christensen (1967) discussed 
the limitations of Sanpete white stone as a building stone for use 
on exterior walls and the lack of effective treatments to preserve 
this stone.  One interesting fact he mentioned is that masons had to 
chisel off the weathered surface of the Manti Temple in the 1940s 
to restore its appearance.  Numerous historic quarries exist around 
Manti and Sterling, and this stone is still mined by the Parry Estate 
quarry at Manti and by the Haas Brothers just east of Fayette.

The Birdseye marble is a light gray to medium brown, lacustrine 
limestone that takes a fine polish and is ornamental due to an 
abundance of algal oncolites.  The Cache Valley Bank Building in 
Logan, Utah, the Western State Bank in Los Angeles, California 

Figure 8. Flagstaff Limestone outcrop.  Approximate high-calcium zone is labeled.  Photo is looking to the north and was taken in 
section 16, T. 18 S., R. 1 E. (SLBLM).  Samples SP-14 and SP-15 were collected in this area.
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Table 1.  Partial chemical analyses for Sanpete County carbonate samples.

Weight Percent Weight Percent
Sample Sampler1 Fm.2 CaCO3 MgCO3 SiO2 Sample Sampler1 Fm.2 CaCO3 MgCO3 SiO2

SP-1 UGS F 60.0 29.5 9.8 27-1 PC F 58.7 30.1 10.5
SP-2 UGS F 97.6 1.4 0.4 27-2 PC F 66.2 34.5 2.0
SP-3 UGS F 96.5 2.2 0.3 31-1 PC F 55.3 34.5 10.0
SP-4 UGS F 95.7 3.6 0.2 31-2 PC F 51.4 33.1 13.0
SP-5 UGS F 88.6 2.3 3.5 34 PC F 56.4 46.4
SP-6 UGS F 46.6 28.3 21.5 36 PC GR 48.2 32.4 14.0
SP-7 UGS F 55.9 40.2 1.1 37 PC F 55.7 36.4 6.0
SP-8 UGS F 56.1 39.7 1.1 38 PC F 96.7 1.7 1.0
SP-9 UGS F 54.9 39.3 1.2 39 PC F 96.4 1.7 1.0
SP-10 UGS GR 84.6 12.9 1.4 40 PC F 86.9 7.3 3.0
SP-11 UGS F 94.8 1.1 1.9 42 PC GR 58.0 30.1 10.0
SP-12 UGS NH 87.0 3.5 4.8 45 PC GR 37.8 20.5 40.0
SP-13 UGS F 86.4 4.2 4.5 46 PC GR 58.4 39.3 2.4
SP-14 UGS F 95.6 1.4 0.8 48 PC F 91.2 6.5 1.0
SP-15 UGS F 96.5 1.4 0.7 49 PC F 97.3 1.7 1.0
SP-16 UGS F 54.8 35.1 9.2 51-1 PC F 52.7 41.4 ---
SP-17 UGS F 95.1 0.9 1.8 51-2 PC F 52.7 49.2 ---
SP-18 UGS F 96.6 1.1 0.5 52-1 PC F 95.1 4.6 ---
SP-19 UGS F 90.2 0.8 4.4 52-2 PC F 94.6 4.4 ---
SP-20 UGS F 94.2 4.3 0.7 5686 USX F 67.6 31.2 0.6

GR-Milburn3 UGS GR 72.7 24.1 9.0 5687 USX F 98.0 0.6 0.3
1 PC F 94.4 37.4 --- 5688 USX F 87.1 7.9 2.8
2 PC F 55.3 3.8 --- 5689 USX F 80.3 16.5 0.8
3 PC F 58.5 38.9 --- 5690 USX F 69.6 24.5 4.4
5 PC GR 66.9 23.4 10.0 5691 USX F 78.9 15.1 5.0
6 PC GR 78.5 17.2 4.2 5692 USX F 95.3 3.3 0.2
7 PC GR 69.6 20.9 6.0 1 USX F 95.8 2.7 0.4
8 PC GR 67.8 17.4 12.0 6 USX F 95.3 3.6 0.3
9 PC GR 78.5 16.5 4.0 9 USX F 95.3 3.6 0.3

10 PC GR 56.8 30.8 9.3 8 USX F 95.3 3.6 0.3
13 PC GR 71.0 18.0 8.4 7 USX F 95.3 3.6 0.3
14 PC F 60.0 35.1 3.7 5-2 USX F 95.3 3.6 0.3
15 PC F 56.2 42.3 3.0 5-1 USX F 98.9 1.7 0.3
17 PC F 53.4 33.1 11.0 4 USX F 95.3 3.6 0.3
19 PC F 62.1 38.9 2.0 2 USX F 92.5 5.9 0.6
20 PC F 97.3 1.7 1.0 3 USX F 96.7 2.1 0.2
21 PC F 97.1 1.7 1.0 DH4 USX F 94.2 4.2 0.7
22 PC F 97.3 1.7 1.0 DH3 USX F 97.6 1.0 0.9
23 PC F 97.3 1.7 1.0 DH2 USX F 96.2 2.1 1.0
24 PC F 96.4 2.5 1.0 DH1 USX F 95.1 2.9 1.3
25 PC GR 77.6 13.0 6.0

Complete chemical analyses are available in appendices C, D E, and F.  Locations are shown on
plate 1, and more detailed location information is available in appendices C, D, E, and G.
1Sampler - UGS = Utah Geological Survey; PC = Pratt and Callaghan (1970); USX = U.S. Steel (1957)
2Formation - NH = North Horn Formation; F = Flagstaff Limestone; GR - Green River Formation
3Average of GR-Milburn-01 through -07

Table 1. Partial chemical analyses for Sanpete County carbonate samples.
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(Dennis, 1930), the LDS Chapel in Washington, D.C., the Utah 
State Capitol Building, and the United States Post Offices in Salt 
Lake City and Provo (Dixon, 1938) used the marble as interior 
building stone.  The only quarry is south of Thistle in Utah County 
in Section 30, T. 10 S., R. 4 E. (SLBLM), but it has been inactive 
for many years.

Dixon (1938) mentioned local production of a gray sandstone 
near Fairview and a trachyte near Moroni, but did not give quarry 
locations or other details.

Building Stone Potential

Historically speaking, Sanpete County is an important producer 
of building stone, and it will likely continue to be.  DOGM (2011) 
reports six active building stone quarry permits in Sanpete County; 
however, a few of these permits are under review by the DOGM 

board.  Boleneus (2008) reported nine active quarries in Sanpete 
County in his building stone report.  Figure 10 shows known active 
and historic building stone quarries in Sanpete County.  Appendix 
H and I contain additional information from DOGM (2011) 
and Boleneus (2008) on quarries in Sanpete County.  Boleneus 
(2008) reported that B and H Stone Supply recorded over 29,000 
personnel hours in 2004 and over 23,000 hours in 2003.  In both of 
those years, B and H recorded the second highest number of hours 
among building stone quarries in Utah.  The report did not include 
hourly information beyond 2004.

Figure 10 shows that most of the current and historic building 
stone quarries are in the Green River Formation.  Due to the 
extensive amount of Green River Formation outcrop in Sanpete 
County, building stone can likely be extracted under favorable 
mining circumstances for the foreseeable future.

Figure 9. Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints Temple in Manti.  The temple is constructed of oolitic limestone from the Green 
River Formation.
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CONCLUSIONS

Previous geologic work suggests that three formations in Sanpete 
County contain carbonate lithology:  the Green River Formation, 
the Flagstaff Limestone, and the North Horn Formation.  The 
primary source for high-calcium limestone in central Utah is the 
Flagstaff Limestone, and sampling data indicate that the Flagstaff 
Limestone has the highest potential for high-calcium limestone 
in Sanpete County.  Numerous samples collected by Pratt and 
Callaghan (1970), U.S. Steel (1957), and the UGS indicate that 
high-calcium limestone is present, typically in the lower portions 
of the Flagstaff.  U.S. Steel drilling data and UGS sampling both 
indicate high-calcium stratigraphic intervals over 40 feet thick in 
the Flagstaff Limestone.  Detailed mapping, sampling, and drilling 
within the Flagstaff Limestone could likely delineate zones of 
high-calcium limestone with favorable stripping ratios given the 
extensive outcrop in Sanpete County.  Available analyses indicate 
little or no potential for high-calcium limestone in the Green River 
and North Horn Formations.

Available data indicate that Sanpete County may have limited 
high-purity dolomite potential.  Both Pratt and Callaghan (1970) 
and the UGS collected samples with over 39% MgCO

3
.  The 

most promising samples, collected by the UGS, indicate nearly 
100 feet of 18.9% MgCO

3
 with slightly over 1% SiO

2
 in one 

location on the east side of the Gunnison Plateau.  However, the 
UGS did not observe or sample dolomite with potential elsewhere 
in Sanpete County.  To determine the presence of high-purity 
dolomite elsewhere in the county would require additional field 
investigation.

Historically, the Green River Formation in Sanpete County is 
an important source of building stone and it has been used in a 
number of notable buildings.  While the "Sanpete oolite" has some 
weathering problems, DOGM (2011) reports six active building 
stone quarry permits in Sanpete County in 2011; one of them 
recording the second-highest man hours for a Utah building stone 
quarry in 2004.  The established historical production of building 
stone coupled with the extensive Green River Formation outcrop 
make it likely that the building stone industry will continue in 
Sanpete County as long as sufficient demand exists.
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Appendix A – Index to geologic maps available for Sanpete County,  
explanation on page 24

APPENDICES
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Appendix A.Geologic quadrangle map index for Sanpete County.  Explanation is on the 
following page.  Green River Formation is show in green, Flagstaff Limestone 
is shown in blue, and North Horn Formation is shown in brown.  Geology is 
from Hintze and Davis (2005), Witkind and others (2006), and Witkind and 
Weiss (2002).
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 41 

Appendix A – Explanation 
Quad Quad 
  No. Name    Geologic Map Coverage 
  1 Nebo Basin   Witkind and Weiss, 1991, 2002 (digital) 
  2 Spenser Canyon  Witkind and Weiss, 1991, 2002 (digital) 
  3 Indianola   Runyon, 1976 
  4 C Canyon   Witkind and Weiss, 1991, 2002 (digital) 
  5 Scofield Reservoir  Witkind and Weiss, 1991, 2002 (digital) 
  6 Scofield   Knowles, 1996 
  7 Fairview Lakes  Oberhansley, 1980 
  8 Fairview   Jensen, 1993 
  9 Big Hollow   Hawks, 1979 
10 Fountain Green North  Banks, 1991 
11 Fountain Green South  Fong, 1995 
12 Moroni   Witkind and Weiss, 1991, 2002 (digital) 
13 Mount Pleasant  Fograscher, 1956 
14 Huntington Reservoir  Witkind and Weiss, 1991, 2002 (digital) 
15 Candland Mountain  Sanchez and Ellis, 1990 
16 Rilda Canyon   Brown, Sanchez, and Ellis, 1987 
17 South Tent Mtn.  Davis and Doelling 1977 
18 Spring City   Witkind and others, 1987, 2006 (digital) 
19 Chester   Faulk, 1948 
20 Wales    Lawton and Weiss, 1999 
21 Chriss Canyon   Weiss and others, 2003 
22 Skinner Peaks   Vogel, 1957 
23 Scipio North   Hintze, 1990a 
24 Hells Kitchen Canyon SW Witkind and others, 1987, 2006 (digital) 
25 Hells Kitchen Canyon SE Mattox, 1987 
26 Manti    Weiss and Sprinkel, 2002 
27 Ephraim   Bonar 1948, Faulk, 1948 
28 Danish Knoll   Davis and Doelling, 1977 
29 Joes Valley Reservoir  Kitzmiller, 1982 
30 Ferron Canyon  Ellis, 1981 
31 Ferron Reservoir  Witkind and others, 1987, 2006 (digital) 
32 Black Mountain  Wilson, 1949 
33 Sterling   Weiss, 1994 
34 Gunnison   Mattox, 1992 
35 Hayes Canyon   Peterson, 1997 
36 Scipio South   Hintze, 1991   
37 Scipio Lake   Hintze 1990b 
38 Redmond Canyon  Willis, 1991 
39 Redmond   Witkind, 1981 
40 Mayfield   Johnson, 1949 
41 Woods Lake   Johnson, 1949; Baughman, 1959 
42 Heliotrope Mtn  Sanchez and Brown, 1983 
43 Flagstaff Peak   Sanchez, 1979 



Utah Geological Survey25

Appendix B – Copy of selected Gensmer (1977) data
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(table reproduced from Gensmer, 1977)

Locations of Measured Sections

Locations Canyon Township Range Section Quadrant
A Pigeon T. 16 S. R. 4 E. 19 SE 1/4
B Ephraim T. 17 S. R. 3 E. 14 NE 1/4
C Middle Manti T. 18 S. R. 3 E. 9 Center
D Manti Gap T. 18 S. R. 3 E. 8 SW 1/4
E Sixmile T. 18 S. R. 3 E. 29 Center
F Warm Springs T. 18 S. R. 2 E. 24 SW 1/4
G Snows T. 19 S. R. 2 E. 11 NW 1/4
H Bent T. 18 S. R. 2 E. 5 NE 1/4
I South Maple T. 17 S. R. 2 E. 18 SE 1/4
J Dry T. 16 S. R. 2 E. 33 NW 1/4
K Petes T. 15 S. R. 2 E. 34 NW 1/4
L Wales T. 15 S. R. 2 E. 15 Center
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(table reproduced from Gensmer, 1977)

Unit Thicknesses at Each Location*

Unit Location A B C D E F G H I J K L
One 113 211
Two 98 104

Three-A 41
Three 94 75
Four-A 29 30
Four 46 63 21
Five 70 82
Six 41 35 74 121 52 30

Seven 17 45 81 53 248 127 86
Eight 59 31 55 85 27 89 101 94 30 73
Nine 45 41 116 205 329** 61** 110** 595** 188 256 171 134
Ten 48 81 146 146 76

Eleven 54 34 97** 65 113 34 29
Ten 106 264 68 57 153 243

*Measured in feet, rounded to the nearest foot.
**Top of this unit eroded, caps dip slope.
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Appendix C – Copy of Pratt and Callaghan (1970) analytical results and sample location data
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Pratt and Callaghan, 1970
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Pratt and Callaghan, 1970
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Pratt and Callaghan, 1970
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Appendix D – Copy of U.S. Steel (1957) exploration results for the Fayette deposit

(The Utah Geological Survey and U.S. Steel do not make any representations or warranties, expressed 
or implied, of any kind or nature, whatsoever, with respect to the accuracy, reliability, or completeness 

of this information or matter.  Any use of or reliance upon this information or matter by any person, 
firm, or corporation shall be at his or its sole risk, liability, and responsibility.)
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40Limestone, dolomite, and building stone of Sanpete County, Utah

Appendix E – Copy of U.S. Steel (1957) exploration results for the Manti deposit

(The Utah Geological Survey and U.S. Steel do not make any representations or warranties, expressed 
or implied, of any kind or nature, whatsoever, with respect to the accuracy, reliability, or completeness 

of this information or matter.  Any use of or reliance upon this information or matter by any person, 
firm, or corporation shall be at his or its sole risk, liability, and responsibility.)
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Appendix F – UGS analytical data
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Appendix G – Location and geologic information for UGS samples
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Appendix G (continued).  Location and geologic information for UGS samples 

 

Geologic notes: 

SP-1 

Light buff to cream-colored dolomitic mudstone.  Sparry calcite common.  Chalky white 

intraclasts in some areas (almost a breccia texture?).  Minor, red hematitic staining in 

some areas.  Outcrop has scaly weathing appearance with pieces spalling off.  Unit is 

cliff-forming where sampled, but is slope-forming in other areas.  Sampled section 

represents about 40 feet. 

SP-2 

Light gray to light buff micrite.  Has a slightly sugary texture.  Small dark specks 

observed (manganese?).  Possible minor fenestral/bird's eye structure.  Thin, orange, 

clay-filled stylolite observed.  Unit is resistant and ledge forming where sampled.  

Sampled section represents about 15 feet. 

Unit forms a dip slope in a small area where sampled.  Was sampled near the road in 

section 32, T. 19 S., R. 1 W. (SLBLM). 

SP-3 

Light gray to light buff micrite.  Minor cream-colored mottling (burrow mottling?).  

Secondary calcite in linear vugs is common (vugs follow burrows?).  Minor hematitic 

staining.  Unit is mostly slope-forming in the area.  Possible fenestral/bird's eye structure.  

Sampled section represents about 17 feet. 

Stratigraphically, this sample lies directly below SP-4.  Limestone is abundant in this 

area, but is primarily slope-forming.   
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SP-4 

Light gray to light buff micrite.  Some sparry calcite present.  A few covered intervals 

appear to be present in the unit that are only a few inches each.  Covered intervals appear 

to be higher in dolomitic content.  Slope-forming where sampled.  Sampled section 

represents about 16 feet.  Stratigraphically directly above SP-3. 

SP-5 

Gray to brownish gray lime mudstone to packstone.  Black specks are common (possibly 

manganese).  Slight argillaceous content.  Forms a discontinous small ledge where 

sampled.  Sampled section represents about 2 feet. 

SP-6 

Light gray (sandy?) dolomite.  Cliff-forming where sampled, but also observed to be 

slope-forming.  Sampled section represents about 16 feet. 

SP-7 

Gray dolomitic mudstone.  White sparry calcite is common.  Unit is ledge-forming.  

Sampled section represents about 17 feet. 

Samples SP-7, SP-8, and SP-9 represent a continuous section.  They form the crest of a 

small hill on the west side of Sanpete Valley that would be readily mineable with little or 

no stripping.  Stratigraphically, SP-7 is the bottom and SP-9 is the top. 

SP-8 

Gray dolomitic mudstone.  White sparry calcite is common.  Hematitic staining and 

grungy/crumbly alteration present in some areas.  Unit is ledge-forming.  Sampled 

section represents about 40 feet. 

See notes on SP-7. 
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SP-9 

Gray to pinkish dolomitic mudstone.  White sparry calcite common.  Reddish, hematitic 

alteration is present.  Small (1/2 inch diameter) siliceous (?) nodules were observed, but 

were very minor.  Sampled section represents about 40 feet. 

See notes on SP-7. 

SP-10 

Gray micrite.  Some breccia texture was observed with some white, chalky (dolomitic?) 

clasts.  Secondary calcite is present.  Unit is ledge-forming.  Unit appears to be isolated 

limestone within more argillaceous and calcareous mudstones.  Sampled section 

represents about 5 feet. 

SP-11 

Gray micrite.  Minor sparry calcite observed.  Minor dark, circular spots observed in 

limestone (possibly manganese).  Unit is ledge-forming.  Total thickness of limestone in 

the area likely exceeds the area sampled.  Sampled section represents about 19 feet. 

Sample was collected in section 32, T. 18 S., R. 1 W. (SLBLM).  Unit forms a dip-slope 

where sampled, and some material could be extracted with little or no stripping. 

SP-12 

Gray to brownish argillaceous (?) lime mudstone.  Vuggy with sparry calcite.  Red, 

hematitic staining in some areas.  Appears to be an isolated limestone outcrop sampled in 

a road cut with siliceous units above and below.  Sampled section represents about 4 feet. 

SP-13 

Brown to tan argillaceous lime mudstone.  Outcrop is very fractured.  Ledge-forming 

unit.  Sampled section represents about 7 feet. 
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SP-14 

Buff to dark gray micrite.  Minor calcite blebs.  Minor pink, hematitic staining in some 

areas.  Unit is ledge-forming.  Very difficult to sample due to smooth nature of limestone 

outcrop.  Sampled section represents about 18 feet. 

Sample is stratigraphically below and continuous with SP-15.  Sampled in section 16, T. 

18 S., R. 1 E. (SLBLM).  This unit is well exposed on the west side of Section 16, but 

excessive stripping ratios would likely limit the ability to mine the unit. 

SP-15 

Light gray micrite.  Some sparry calcite present.  Minor gray dots in some areas 

(manganese?).  Ledge-forming unit.  Very difficult to sample due to smooth nature of 

limestone outcrop.  Continuous with SP-15.  Sampled section represents about 26 feet. 

See notes on SP-14. 

SP-16 

Light gray dolomitic mudstone.  Siliceous?  Some clear, sparry calcite is present.  Ledge-

forming.  Sampled section represents about 6 feet. 

Unit sampled in section 2, T. 18 S., R. 1 E. (SLBLM).  The exposure of Flagstaff in 

section 2 is not very good.   

SP-17 

Gray to cream-colored micrite.  Some brecciated areas were noticed in unit.  Breccia 

clasts tended to be stained orange by hematite.  Unit is cliff-forming where sampled. 

Sampled section represents about 20 feet. 

Limestone continues above sample for a few feet, and has a pinkish color throughout due 

to hematitic staining.  Limestone also continues below sampled portion. 
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SP-18 

Light gray to cream to buff colored micrite.  Minor fenestral/bird's eye calcite.  Minor 

hematitic staining.  Ledge-forming where sampled.  Sampled section represents about 15 

feet. 

This sample is continuous to SP-19, which lies directly below.  Limestone exposure in 

this area is not very good due to dense vegetation.  Due to marginal outcrop it was 

difficult to determine whether additional limestone is found above or below.  It appears 

that some amount of limestone could be extracted in this area with low stripping. 

SP-19 

Buff to light gray dolomitic (?) lime mudstone.  Highly fractured in some areas.  Dark 

gray oval spots common (manganese?).  Vuggy in some areas with sparry calcite.  

Pinkish hematitic staining is common.  Slope- to ledge-forming in the area where 

sampled. Sampled section represents about 18 feet. 

See notes on SP-18. 

SP-20 

Light gray to gray dolomitic (?) lime mudstone.  Rock has chalky texture in some areas 

indicating some dolomitization.  Very fractured outcrop.  Rock breaks off easily.  Near 

the base of the Flagstaff Limestone.  Cliff-forming where sampled. Sampled section 

represents about 21 feet. 

Additional limestone is above this unit.  Unit sampled in section 2, T. 20 S., R. 2 E. 

(SLBLM).  If limestone above this sample is of good quality, a small tonnage might be 

extractable from this site.  However, a large operation may be unlikely as Manti National 

Forest is adjacent to site. 
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Appendix H – Historic and active carbonate and building stone quarries in and near  
Sanpete County (DOGM, 2011)
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Appendix I – Boleneus (2008) building stone data from Sanpete County



Utah Geological Survey59

A
pp

en
di

x 
I. 

 B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

ID
N
o

N
am
e

A
lt_
N
am
e

Lo
ca
tio
n_

St
at
e

Su
rf
ac
e_
M
gm
t

C
as
e_
Ty
pe

Vi
si
te
d

Ph
ot
os

Sa
m
pl
ed

D
at
e_
Vi
si
t

14
0

C
re

am
 T

im
e 

(D
O

G
M

's
 

M
ay

fie
ld

)
M

ay
fie

ld
U

T
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e/
P

riv
at

e
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
Ye

s
Ye

s
Ye

s
Ju

ne
 1

 2
00

4

14
1

D
ay

 q
ua

rr
y 

(D
O

G
M

's
 

Te
m

pl
e 

S
tri

ke
)

Te
m

pl
e 

S
tri

ke
U

T
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
Ye

s
Ye

s
Ye

s
Ju

ne
 1

 2
00

4

16
2

N
in

e 
M

ile
 (B

ow
n 

S
ta

te
 

le
as

e)
B

ow
n 

S
ta

te
 o

f U
ta

h 
Le

as
e

U
T

S
ta

te
 o

f U
ta

h 
le

as
e

S
ta

te
 o

f U
ta

h 
le

as
e

N
o

N
o

N
o

--

17
3

G
le

n 
G

of
f P

ro
pe

rty
--

U
T

P
riv

at
e

P
riv

at
e

N
o

N
o

N
o

--

19
1

B
 &

 C
 L

im
es

to
ne

--
U

T
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
N

o
N

o
N

o
--

19
7

C
re

am
 T

im
e 

(Y
ou

ng
/B

ry
ce

 
H

aa
s 

st
at

e 
le

as
e)

Yo
un

g/
B

ry
ce

 H
aa

s 
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

Le
as

e
U

T
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
N

o
N

o
N

o
--

21
8

H
aa

s 
Li

m
es

to
ne

 - 
G

un
ni

so
n

--
U

T
U

nk
no

w
n

U
nk

no
w

n
N

o
N

o
N

o
--

22
1

La
nn

y 
Je

ns
en

 s
ta

te
 le

as
e

D
an

ny
 B

ow
n,

 
op

er
at

or
U

T
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
S

ta
te

 o
f U

ta
h 

le
as

e
N

o
N

o
N

o
--

22
4

B
ry

ce
 H

aa
s 

st
at

e 
le

as
e-

1
--

U
T

S
ta

te
 o

f U
ta

h 
le

as
e

S
ta

te
 o

f U
ta

h 
le

as
e

N
o

N
o

N
o

--

22
5

B
ry

ce
 H

aa
s 

st
at

e 
le

as
e-

2
--

U
T

S
ta

te
 o

f U
ta

h 
le

as
e

S
ta

te
 o

f U
ta

h 
le

as
e

N
o

N
o

N
o

--



60Limestone, dolomite, and building stone of Sanpete County, Utah

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

St
at
us

M
ap
_N
am
e

Ty
pe
_S
ite

C
la
im
_N

am
e

B
LM
_C

as
e

Su
bT
er
ra
_

N
um
be
r
U
T_
D
O
G
M
_

ID
U
T_
SI
TL
A
_I
D

D
at
a_
So
ur
ce

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
s3

90
01

1
s3

90
01

1
M

L 
47

72
2 

M
P

D
an

ny
 B

ow
n,

 P
hy

lli
s 

B
ow

n;
 S

ub
Te

rr
a 

(2
00

4)
; U

T 
D

O
G

M
; J

oh
n 

B
la

ke
 U

ta
h 

S
IT

LA

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
s3

90
01

5
s3

90
01

5
47

84
4

M
ic

ha
el

 J
ac

ks
on

 R
ic

hf
ie

ld
 F

O
; S

ub
Te

rr
a 

(2
00

4)
; U

T 
D

O
G

M
; J

oh
n 

B
la

ke
 U

ta
h 

S
IT

LA

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
s3

90
01

0
s3

90
01

0
M

L 
47

24
4

U
T 

D
O

G
M

 fi
le

s,
 S

ub
Te

rr
a 

(2
00

4)
; J

oh
n 

B
la

ke
 U

ta
h 

S
IT

LA

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
s3

90
01

4
s3

90
01

4
--

U
T 

D
O

G
M

 fi
le

s,
 S

ub
Te

rr
a 

(2
00

4)

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
m

39
00

13
m

39
00

13
48

94
9

U
T 

D
O

G
M

 fi
le

s,
 S

ub
Te

rr
a 

(2
00

4)
; J

oh
n 

B
la

ke
 U

ta
h 

S
IT

LA

P
as

t 
pr

od
uc

er
M

an
ti 

10
0k

Q
ua

rr
y

--
--

s3
90

00
9;

 
s3

90
00

3
s3

90
00

3
M

L 
43

39
1

U
T 

D
O

G
M

 fi
le

s,
 S

ub
Te

rr
a 

(2
00

4)
; J

oh
n 

B
la

ke
 U

ta
h 

S
IT

LA

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
--

s3
90

01
2

--
U

T 
D

O
G

M
 fi

le
s

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
--

s3
90

00
9

M
L 

47
86

8 
M

P
Jo

hn
 B

la
ke

 U
ta

h 
S

IT
LA

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
s3

90
01

2
--

M
L 

48
94

9O
B

A 
(M

L 
47

24
4a

 &
 4

72
72

a)
Jo

hn
 B

la
ke

 U
ta

h 
S

IT
LA

; S
ub

Te
rr

a 
(2

00
4)

A
ct

iv
e

M
an

ti 
10

0k
Q

ua
rr

y
--

--
--

--
M

L 
48

94
9 

(M
L4

83
13

M
P

)
Jo

hn
 B

la
ke

 U
ta

h 
S

IT
LA



Utah Geological Survey61

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

O
pe
ra
to
r_
N
am
e

O
pe
ra
to
r_
A
dd
re
ss

O
pe
ra
to
r_

St
at
e

O
pe
ra
to
r_

Te
le

Lo
ca
tio
n_

D
es
cr

Lo
ca
tio
n_

C
ou
nt
y

Tp
R
g

Se
c&
Su
b

La
t_
dd

B
ow

n,
 D

an
ny

 a
nd

 
P

hy
lli

s 
B

ow
n

59
5 

E
 6

00
 S

 P
O

 B
ox

 2
7 

M
an

ti,
 

U
T 

84
64

2
U

T
43

5-
83

5-
75

42
--

S
an

pe
te

20
 S

2 
E

17
 s

w
sw

39
.0

61

D
ay

, W
ill

ia
m

52
1 

E
 1

91
0 

S
 O

re
m

, U
T 

84
05

8
U

T
80

1-
22

5-
44

40
--

S
an

pe
te

19
 S

2 
E

21
39

.1
42

6

B
ow

n,
 D

an
ny

59
5 

E
 6

00
 S

 P
O

 B
ox

 2
7 

M
an

ti,
 

U
T 

84
64

2-
00

27
U

T
43

5-
83

5-
75

42
--

S
an

pe
te

19
 S

2 
E

16
 n

en
e

39
.1

62
9

S
or

en
so

n,
 S

te
ve

n 
La

m
ar

 
K

S
C

 R
oc

ks
 2

35
 N

 M
ai

n 
K

an
os

h,
 U

T 
84

63
7

U
T

43
5-

75
9-

26
39

W
. s

id
e 

W
hi

te
 H

ill
s

S
an

pe
te

20
 S

1 
E

27
 n

w
se

, 
nw

39
.0

41

H
aa

s,
 B

ry
ce

33
1 

E
 2

00
 S

 L
in

do
n 

U
T 

84
04

2
U

T
80

1-
79

6-
62

14
--

S
an

pe
te

18
 S

1 
E

32
 s

w
sw

39
.1

92
8

Yo
un

g,
 J

on
24

02
 B

ro
ad

vi
ew

 C
t S

an
dy

 U
T 

84
09

2
U

T
80

1-
57

1-
65

58
--

S
an

pe
te

19
 S

2 
E

16
 n

en
w

39
.1

69
2

H
aa

s,
 B

ry
ce

33
1 

E
 2

00
 S

 L
in

do
n 

U
T 

84
04

2
U

T
80

1-
79

6-
62

14
--

S
an

pe
te

18
 S

1 
E

32
 s

w
sw

39
.2

01
3

B
ow

n,
 D

an
ny

59
5 

E
 6

00
 S

 P
O

 B
ox

 2
7 

M
an

ti,
 

U
T 

84
64

2-
00

27
U

T
43

5-
83

5-
75

42
--

S
an

pe
te

20
 S

2 
E

18
 s

es
e

39
.0

69
6

H
aa

s,
 B

ry
ce

33
1 

E
 2

00
 S

 L
in

do
n 

U
T 

84
04

2
U

T
43

5-
52

8-
53

42
--

S
an

pe
te

19
 S

2 
E

16
 

w
2w

2n
e,

 
se

nw
39

.1
58

3

H
aa

s,
 B

ry
ce

33
1 

E
 2

00
 S

 L
in

do
n 

U
T 

84
04

2
U

T
43

5-
52

8-
53

42
--

S
an

pe
te

19
 S

1 
E

5 
nw

 &
 

T1
8S

-R
1E

-
32

 s
2s

w
39

.1
86

7



62Limestone, dolomite, and building stone of Sanpete County, Utah

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

Lo
ng
_d
d

U
TM
_E

U
TM
_N

U
TM
_

Zo
ne

C
ol
l_
M
et
ho
d

C
ol
or

G
eo
lo
gy

G
en
er
al
iz
ed
_

R
oc
k_
U
ni
t

Li
th
ol
og
ic
_D
es
cr
ip
tio
n

G
en
er
al
iz
ed
_

Li
th
ol
og
y

-1
11

.7
11

1
43

84
78

43
23

79
0

12
S

C
op

y 
fro

m
 

S
ub

Te
rr

a
Li

gh
t 

br
ow

n

G
re

en
 R

iv
er

 
Fo

rm
at

io
n 

(E
oc

en
e)

G
re

en
R

iv
er

S
an

ds
to

ne
, l

im
ey

, 2
-3

" t
hi

ck
S

an
ds

to
ne

-1
11

.6
97

3
43

97
37

43
32

83
2

12
S

C
op

y 
fro

m
 

S
ub

Te
rr

a
Li

gh
t 

br
ow

n

G
re

en
 R

iv
er

 
Fo

rm
at

io
n 

(E
oc

en
e)

G
re

en
R

iv
er

Li
m

es
to

ne
, s

an
dy

, f
in

el
y 

la
m

in
at

ed
, 

w
ith

 c
on

cr
et

io
ns

, b
re

ak
s 

in
to

 2
"-

6"
 

th
ic

k 
bl

oc
ks

Li
m

es
to

ne

-1
11

.6
86

5
44

06
94

43
35

08
1

12
S

C
op

y 
fro

m
 

S
ub

Te
rr

a
--

G
re

en
 R

iv
er

 
Fo

rm
at

io
n 

(E
oc

en
e)

G
re

en
R

iv
er

Li
m

es
to

ne
, f

la
gg

y.
Li

m
es

to
ne

-1
11

.7
90

4
43

15
95

43
21

62
7

12
S

C
op

y 
fro

m
 

S
ub

Te
rr

a

G
re

en
 R

iv
er

 
Fo

rm
at

io
n 

(E
oc

en
e)

G
re

en
R

iv
er

Li
m

es
to

ne
, f

la
gg

y,
 o

f w
ea

th
er

ed
 

ca
pr

oc
k

Li
m

es
to

ne

-1
11

.8
30

6
42

82
72

43
38

50
4

12
S

C
op

y 
fro

m
 

S
ub

Te
rr

a
--

--
--

Li
m

es
to

ne
 b

lo
ck

Li
m

es
to

ne

-1
11

.7
00

1
43

95
21

43
35

78
7

12
S

C
al

cu
la

te
d 

fro
m

 
trs

Li
gh

t 
br

ow
n

G
re

en
 R

iv
er

 
Fo

rm
at

io
n 

(E
oc

en
e)

G
re

en
R

iv
er

Li
m

es
to

ne
, s

an
dy

, f
la

gg
y,

 li
gh

t 
gr

ow
n 

to
 b

uf
f i

n 
co

lo
r

Li
m

es
to

ne

-1
11

.8
28

9
42

84
27

43
39

44
3

12
S

C
al

cu
la

te
d 

fro
m

 
trs

--
--

--
Li

m
es

to
ne

Li
m

es
to

ne

-1
11

.7
31

7
43

67
02

43
24

75
4

12
S

C
al

cu
la

te
d 

fro
m

 
trs

--
U

pp
er

 G
re

en
 

R
iv

er
 F

or
m

.
G

re
en

R
iv

er
Li

m
es

to
ne

Li
m

es
to

ne

-1
11

.6
96

1
43

98
55

43
34

57
0

12
S

C
op

y 
fro

m
 

S
ub

Te
rr

a
Li

gh
t 

br
ow

n

G
re

en
 R

iv
er

 
Fo

rm
at

io
n 

(E
oc

en
e)

G
re

en
R

iv
er

S
an

ds
to

ne
, f

la
gg

y,
 li

gh
t b

ro
w

n 
to

 
bu

ff 
in

 c
ol

or
S

an
ds

to
ne

-1
11

.8
28

9
42

84
13

43
37

82
2

12
S

C
al

cu
la

te
d 

fro
m

 
trs

Li
gh

t 
br

ow
n

G
re

en
 R

iv
er

 
Fo

rm
at

io
n 

(E
oc

en
e)

G
re

en
R

iv
er

S
an

ds
to

ne
, f

la
gg

y,
 li

gh
t b

ro
w

n 
to

 
bu

ff 
in

 c
ol

or
S

an
ds

to
ne



Utah Geological Survey63

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

O
th
er
_c
ha
ra
ct
er
is
tic
s

Ex
tr
ac
tio
n_
Fr
ac
tu
re
s_
C

le
av
ab
ili
ty

Pr
od
uc
t_
D
im
en
si
on
_F
ra
ct
ur
es
_C
l

ea
va
bi
lit
y

In
flu
en
ce
_o
f_
T

ex
tu
re

U
ni
fo
rm
_T
hi
ck
ne
ss

Li
gh

t b
ro

w
n 

co
lo

r; 
du

ra
bl

e,
 b

re
ak

s 
in

to
 fl

ag
gy

 b
lo

ck
s

Fa
vo

ra
bl

e 
w

ith
 re

sp
ec

t t
o 

ex
tra

ct
io

n
Fa

vo
ra

bl
e 

w
ith

 re
sp

ec
t t

o 
pr

od
uc

t d
im

en
si

on
s.

N
o 

In
flu

en
ce

Ye
s

--
 

Fa
vo

ra
bl

e 
w

ith
 re

sp
ec

t t
o 

ex
tra

ct
io

n
Fa

vo
ra

bl
e 

w
ith

 re
sp

ec
t t

o 
pr

od
uc

t d
im

en
si

on
s.

Li
ke

ly
 in

flu
en

ce
Ye

s

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

M
od

er
at

el
y 

du
ra

bl
e 

an
d 

de
co

ra
tiv

e
Fa

vo
ra

bl
e 

w
ith

 re
sp

ec
t t

o 
ex

tra
ct

io
n

Fa
vo

ra
bl

e 
w

ith
 re

sp
ec

t t
o 

pr
od

uc
t d

im
en

si
on

s.
N

o 
In

flu
en

ce
Ye

s

--
 

Fa
vo

ra
bl

e 
w

ith
 re

sp
ec

t t
o 

ex
tra

ct
io

n
Fa

vo
ra

bl
e 

w
ith

 re
sp

ec
t t

o 
pr

od
uc

t d
im

en
si

on
s.

N
o 

In
flu

en
ce

Ye
s

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 



64Limestone, dolomite, and building stone of Sanpete County, Utah

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)
Li
th
ol
og
y_
H
ar
dn
es
s_

D
ur
ab
ili
ty

R
oc
k_
Q
ua
lit
y_

Su
ita
bi
lit
y

Si
ze

Ea
se
_o
f_
Ex
tr
ac
tio
n

Ex
te
nt
_o
f_

D
ep
os
it

R
es
er
ve
_L
im
its
_

O
ve
rb
ur
de
n

N
um
be
r_
P

ro
du
ct
s

A
dv

an
ta

ge
ou

s
E

xc
el

le
nt

 q
ua

lit
y 

 
La

rg
e

M
od

er
at

el
y 

ea
sy

 (e
xt

ra
ct

io
n 

by
 ri

pp
in

g)
E

xt
en

de
d

U
nk

no
w

n 
re

se
rv

e;
 1

5 
ft 

ov
er

bu
rd

en
M

ed
iu

m
 (3

-5
 

pr
od

uc
ts

)

A
dv

an
ta

ge
ou

s
G

oo
d 

to
 

ex
ce

lle
nt

S
m

al
l

M
od

er
at

el
y 

ea
sy

E
xt

en
de

d
U

nk
no

w
n 

re
se

rv
e

M
ed

iu
m

 (3
-5

 
pr

od
uc

ts
)

--
 

--
 

M
ed

iu
m

--
 

--
 

U
nk

no
w

n

A
dv

an
ta

ge
ou

s

M
od

er
at

e 
du

ra
bi

lit
y 

fo
r 

fla
gs

to
ne

S
m

al
l

M
od

er
at

el
y 

E
as

y 
(e

xt
ra

ct
io

n 
by

 ri
pp

in
g)

E
xt

en
de

d
Li

m
ite

d 
re

se
rv

es
 d

ue
 to

 
th

in
 c

ap
 ro

ck
 h

or
iz

on
S

m
al

l (
1 

- 2
 

pr
od

uc
ts

)

A
dv

an
ta

ge
ou

s
--

 
M

ed
iu

m

M
od

er
at

el
y 

di
ffi

cu
lt 

(b
la

st
in

g 
lik

el
y 

re
qu

ire
d,

 o
r e

xt
ra

ct
io

n 
ot

he
rw

is
e 

m
ad

e 
di

ffi
cu

lt 
th

ro
ug

h 
ex

te
ns

iv
e 

ov
er

bu
rd

en
, 

un
fa

vo
ra

bl
e 

st
ru

ct
ur

e,
 e

tc
.)

E
xt

en
de

d
E

xt
en

si
ve

 >
 1

0 
ye

ar
 

re
se

rv
e

La
rg

e 
(>

5 
pr

od
uc

ts
)

--
 

U
nk

no
w

n
M

ed
iu

m
--

 
--

 
U

nk
no

w
n

--
 

--
 

--
 

S
m

al
l

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

M
ed

iu
m

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

--
 

La
rg

e
--

 
--

 
--

 
--

 

--
 

--
 

La
rg

e
--

 
--

 
--

 
--

 



Utah Geological Survey65

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

K
no
w
n_
Pr
od
uc
ts

A
cr
es

M
in
in
g_
M
et
ho
d

H
an
d_
M
et
ho
ds

M
in
in
g_
D
es
cr
ip
tio
n

Fl
ag

st
on

e,
 b

ui
ld

in
g 

st
on

e
20

H
an

d-
m

ec
ha

ni
ze

d 
co

m
bi

ne
d

H
an

d 
sp

lit
, s

or
t

R
ip

/lo
os

en
 w

ith
 d

oz
er

; d
ig

 a
nd

 lo
ad

 
w

ith
 tr

ac
k 

ex
ca

va
to

r

Fl
ag

st
on

e,
 ri

ve
r c

ob
bl

es
H

an
d-

m
ec

ha
ni

ze
d 

co
m

bi
ne

d
H

an
d 

sp
lit

, s
or

t
D

ig
 w

ith
 h

yd
 e

xc
av

at
or

Fl
ag

st
on

e,
 b

ui
ld

in
g 

st
on

e
--

H
an

d-
m

ec
ha

ni
ze

d 
co

m
bi

ne
d

H
an

d 
sp

lit
, s

or
t

D
ig

 w
ith

 h
yd

 e
xc

av
at

or

D
ec

or
at

iv
e 

fla
gs

to
ne

--
--

--
--

P
al

le
te

d 
bl

oc
k;

 'F
la

gs
to

ne
, b

ui
ld

in
g 

st
on

e,
 a

sh
la

r
--

--
--

--

Fl
ag

gy
, l

im
ey

 s
an

ds
to

ne
--

H
an

d-
m

ec
ha

ni
ze

d 
co

m
bi

ne
d

H
an

d 
sp

lit
, s

or
t

--

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e,

 p
al

le
te

d 
bl

oc
k

--
--

--
--

--
 

--
H

an
d 

on
ly

S
ur

fa
ce

 c
ol

le
ct

io
n

--

S
aw

 b
lo

ck
, s

ta
nd

-u
p 

fla
gs

to
ne

, p
re

m
iu

m
 fl

ag
st

on
e,

 s
na

p 
le

dg
er

, 
bo

ul
de

rs
, g

ro
un

d 
co

ve
r, 

dr
y 

st
ac

k,
 g

ui
llo

tin
ed

 fl
ag

st
on

e,
 3

/4
-in

ch
 

m
in

us
, t

um
bl

ed
 fl

ag
st

on
e,

 w
al

l r
oc

k
--

H
an

d 
on

ly
S

ur
fa

ce
 c

ol
le

ct
io

n
Q

ua
rr

yi
ng

 o
pe

ra
tio

n

--
H

an
d 

on
ly

S
ur

fa
ce

 c
ol

le
ct

io
n

Q
ua

rr
yi

ng
 o

pe
ra

tio
n



66Limestone, dolomite, and building stone of Sanpete County, Utah

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

Pr
od
uc
tio
n_
ra
te

Pr
oc
es
si
ng
_

on
si
te

W
or
k_
sc
he
du
le

Pe
rs
on
ne
l

B
ui
ld
in
gs

3,
00

0 
t/y

; 2
-5

 p
al

le
ts

/ d
/p

er
so

n;
 s

hi
p 

1 
se

m
i 

lo
ad

/d
ay

 o
f 1

0-
11

 p
al

le
ts

 e
ac

h
S

pl
it 

an
d 

pa
lle

tiz
e

Ye
ar

-r
ou

nd
, d

ep
en

di
ng

 
on

 w
ea

th
er

; 5
 d

/w
k

5 
la

bo
re

rs
, 1

 o
w

ne
r-

op
er

at
or

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--

--
--

--
--

--



Utah Geological Survey67

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

Eq
ui
pm
en
t

Pr
od
uc
t_
in
ve
nt
or
y

1 
M

ix
R

ig
ht

 tu
m

bl
er

 ($
30

,0
00

); 
1 

tra
ck

 e
xc

av
at

or
 V

ol
vo

 E
C

36
0;

 1
 d

oz
er

 C
at

 D
-8

k;
 1

 F
or

d 
P

U
; 1

 C
at

 w
he

el
 lo

ad
er

 9
55

; 1
 

du
m

p 
tru

ck
; 1

 4
-w

he
el

 fl
at

 b
ed

 to
w

 tr
ai

le
r; 

1 
cr

is
-c

ut
te

r; 
1 

ge
ne

ra
to

r 8
kv

a;
 1

 fl
at

be
d 

se
m

i t
ra

ile
r; 

2 
vo

lv
o 

w
he

el
 lo

ad
er

s 
90

c,
 1

20
c;

 1
 N

ew
 H

ol
la

nd
 w

he
el

 lo
ad

er
; 1

 c
om

pr
es

so
r.

8,
 4

-6
" f

la
gs

to
ne

, s
an

dy
 L

S
; 2

3,
 2

-3
" 

fla
gs

to
ne

, s
an

dy
 L

S
; 4

0,
 1

" f
la

gs
to

ne
, v

er
tic

al

1 
tra

ck
 e

xc
av

at
or

, K
at

o;
 2

 fo
rk

lif
ts

; 1
 c

ris
-c

ut
te

r; 
2 

tra
ile

rs
; 1

 2
 to

n 
tru

ck
, F

35
0

12
, 1

" f
la

gs
to

ne
; 3

1,
 2

-3
" f

la
gs

to
ne

; 4
, 8

-1
0"

 
cu

t b
ou

ld
er

s 
sp

lit
 o

n 
cr

is
-c

ut
te

r; 
66

, 3
-6

" 
bl

oc
ky

 fl
ag

st
on

e

--
--

E
xc

av
at

or
--

B
ac

kh
oe

, t
um

bl
er

, g
en

er
at

or
, s

aw
 o

n 
si

te
--

--
--

--
--

--
--

--
--

--
--



68Limestone, dolomite, and building stone of Sanpete County, Utah

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

Sa
le
s_
pr
ic
e

M
ar
ke
t_
de
sc
rip
tio
n

D
es
tin
at
io
n

Pr
od
_1
99
5

Pr
od
_1
99
6

Pr
od
_1
99
7

Pr
od
_1
99
8

Pr
od
_1
99
9

Pr
od
_2
00
0

(to
ns

)
(to

ns
)

(to
ns

)
(to

ns
)

(to
ns

)
(to

ns
)

1"
 fl

ag
st

on
e 

= 
$2

40
/to

n;
 2

" 
fla

gs
to

ne
 =

 $
18

0/
to

n;
 3

-5
" 

fla
gs

to
ne

 =
 $

75
/to

n
S

el
ls

 to
 b

ro
ke

r i
n 

C
al

if.
C

al
ifo

rn
ia

0
0

35
0

--
--

--

--
--

--
18

5
10

00
80

0

--
--

--
N

R
N

R
N

R
10

--
--

--
0

--
--

--
N

R
N

R
N

R
C

on
fid

.
C

on
fid

.
C

on
fid

.

--
--

--
0

N
R

N
R

--
--

--
N

R
C

on
fid

.
C

on
fid

.
94

4

--
--

--

--
--

--



Utah Geological Survey69

A
pp

en
di

x 
I (

co
nt

in
ue

d)
.  

B
ui

ld
in

g 
st

on
e 

da
ta

 ta
bl

e 
of

 S
an

pe
te

 C
ou

nt
y 

si
te

s 
fro

m
 B

ol
en

eu
s 

(2
00

8)

Pr
od
_2
00
1

Pr
od
_2
00
2

Pr
od
_2
00
3

Pr
od
_2
00
4

M
ax
_p
ro
d

C
om
m
en
ts

(to
ns

)
(to

ns
)

(to
ns

)
(to

ns
)

(to
ns

)

83
3

25
00

30
00

26
00

30
00

La
nd

ow
ne

r, 
G

er
al

d 
W

ill
de

n,
 M

ay
fie

ld
, U

T 
  S

IT
LA

 
pr

od
uc

tio
n 

da
ta

 h
er

e 
is

 C
O

N
FI

D
E

N
TI

A
L

41
3

40
5

N
R

N
R

41
3

--

20
5

40
0

40
0

28
6

10
00

La
nd

ow
ne

r, 
Jo

e 
Fr

is
ch

kn
ec

ht
   

S
IT

LA
 p

ro
du

ct
io

n 
da

ta
 

he
re

 is
 C

O
N

FI
D

E
N

TI
A

L

50
50

12
1

11
6

12
1

--

N
R

0
0

N
R

O
pe

ne
d 

in
 2

00
0;

 in
ve

nt
or

y 
of

 1
80

 p
al

le
ts

 in
 y

ar
d 

in
 

19
99

; w
eb

st
ie

 b
hs

to
ne

su
pp

ly.
co

m
   

ID
 N

os
. 1

91
 a

nd
 

21
8 

ap
pe

ar
 a

s 
sa

m
e 

pr
op

er
ty

.

N
R

N
R

N
R

N
R

C
on

fid
.

   
S

IT
LA

 p
ro

du
ct

io
n 

da
ta

 h
er

e 
is

 C
O

N
FI

D
E

N
TI

A
L

N
R

N
R

N
R

N
R

O
pe

ne
d 

in
 2

00
0 

  I
D

 N
os

. 1
91

 a
nd

 2
18

 a
pp

ea
r a

s 
sa

m
e 

pr
op

er
ty

.

C
on

fid
.

N
R

N
R

N
R

C
on

fid
.

S
IT

LA
 p

ro
du

ct
io

n 
da

ta
 h

er
e 

is
 C

O
N

FI
D

E
N

TI
A

L

C
on

fid
.

C
on

fid
.

C
on

fid
.

C
on

fid
.

S
IT

LA
 p

ro
du

ct
io

n 
da

ta
 h

er
e 

is
 C

O
N

FI
D

E
N

TI
A

L

C
on

fid
.

C
on

fid
.

S
IT

LA
 p

ro
du

ct
io

n 
da

ta
 h

er
e 

is
 C

O
N

FI
D

E
N

TI
A

L



9 PC
8 PC7 PC

6 PC

5 PC

3 PC

2 PC

1 PC

49 PC
48 PC

45, 46 PC

42 PC

40 PC
39 PC

38 PC

37 PC36 PC

34 PC

25 PC

19 PC

17 PC

15 PC
14 PC

13 PC

10 PC

52-1, 52-2 PC

51-1, 51-2 PC

31-1, 31-2 PC

27-1, 27-2 PC

5692 USX
5686 USX

5687 USX
5689, 90, 91 USX

SP-7, 8, 9 UGS

SP-6 UGS

SP-5 UGS

SP-2 UGS SP-1 UGS
SP-20 UGS

SP-18,19 UGS

SP-17 UGS

SP-16 UGS

5688 USX

SP-14, 15 UGS

SP-13 UGS

SP-12 UGS

SP-11 UGS

SP-10 UGS

GR-Milburn-01-07 UGS

Gunnison

Manti

Ephraim

Mount Pleasant

Centerfield

Moroni

Fairview

Spring City

Mayfield

Fountain Green

Wales

Fayette

Sterling

3 USX

2 USX

4 USX

7 USX

8 USX
9 USX

6 USX

1 USX

24 PC

23 PC

22 PC

21 PC

20 PC

DH1 USX
DH2 USX

DH3 USX
DH4 USX

5-1 USX5-2 USX

SP-4 UGS
SP-3 UGS

CARBONATE SAMPLE LOCATIONS IN SANPETE COUNTY, UTAH

A

A

Carbonate sample label shows
sample number and sampler:
PC - Pratt and Callaghan (1970)
USX - U.S. Steel (1957)
UGS - Utah Geological Survey, this study

0 5 10 15 20 Miles

0 5 10 15 20 Kilometers

Sanpete County

Va
lle

y M
ou

nta
ins

Sample Locations and MgCO3 Content
0.0–39.0% MgCO3

> 39.0% MgCO3

SP-7, 8, 9 UGS

15 PC

34 PC

51-1, 51-2 PC
46 PC

Gunnison
Plateau

Wa
sa

tch
 Pl

ate
au

T. 12 S.

T. 13 S.

T. 14 S.

T. 15 S.

T. 16 S.

T. 17 S.

T. 18 S.

T. 19 S.

T. 20 S.

R. 5 E.R. 4 E.R. 3 E.R. 2 E.R. 1 E.

R. 1 W.

UTAH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
a division of
Utah Department of Natural Resources

Plate 1
Utah Geological Survey OFR-580

Limestone, Dolomite, and Building Stone of Sanpete County, Utah

by
Andrew Rupke

2011

Mile0 0.5 1

This open-file release makes information available to the public that may not conform to UGS technical,
editorial, or policy standards; this should be considered by an individual or group planning to take
action based on the contents of this report.  Although this product represents the work of professional
scientists, the Utah Department of Natural Resources, Utah Geological Survey, makes no warranty,
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