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T8 MINERAL RESOURCES.

Building stone.—Building stone, including rough and dressed gran-
ite sold by producers, was valued at $6,033,362 in 1907, a decrease
of $2,396,660 as compared with the total value of $8,430,022 in 1906.

~ In 1906 the increase over 1905, when the total output was $7,243,219,
was $1,186,803.

The roug!h building stone sold by the granite quarrymen was valued

: at $1,280,769 in 1907 and at $1,770,918 in 1906, a decrease of $490,149
in this class of material. Maine, Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania
report the %rea.taat values for the rough building stone sold, and while
this value for Massachusetts increased somewhat in 1907, the value
for the other States decreased. Connecticut also showed a decreased
output of rm?h buildinﬁ stone.

e dressed stone sold for building by the quarrymen was valued
at $4,752,593 in 1907 and at $6,659,104 in 1906, a decrease of
$1,906,511. In 1906 Massachusetts reported $1,750,695 as the value
of the dressed building stone sold, Vermont $1,422,862, and Maine
$1,413,486; in 1907 these States reported values for this class of prod-
uct as follows: Vermont $1,009,353, Maine $1,007,572, and
chusetts $907,119—a decrease of $843,576 for Massachusetts, $413,509
for Vermont, and $405,914 for Maine. Al part of the decrease

5‘ for Massachusetts was due to the cessation o theRgﬁmi.ng at Mil-
; - ford, Mass., of stone for the new Pennsylvania station in

New York (th. Most of the large producers of this class of material
report decreased demand for building stone, especially for large foun-
dation stone, due, as already stated, to the financial situation in 1907
and somewhat to the use of concrete for foundations. Although
Vermont had the largest output of dressed building stone, Maine and
;ﬁg.aaaql;usetts both excaec%1 er&ngnt 11:1 'thgrﬁoté.l aﬂ;&lue of build.ifng
- stone, including both rough and dressed. e ifornia figures for

1907 show, as com se for 1906, a notable increase in A

outﬂu'e of building local causes. e ; |

onumental stone.—Monumental stone, including stone cut and
dressed by the producers and also the rough stock sold by them,
was valued at $4,338,819 in 1907, as against $4,115,665 in 1906, an
increase of $223,154. Of the 1907 total, $2,239,327 was the value of
- tough stock and $2,099,492 the value of dressed stone sold by the
~ producers. In 1906 the rough stock was valued at $2,293,144 and
the dressed stone at $1,822 521, a decrease in 1907 of $53,817 in value
of rough stock and an increase of $276,971 in value of finished stone.

Vermont produces more rough stock and sells more dressed stone
than any other State. The output of this class of stone in Vermont
in 1907 was valued at $1,637,922 and in 1906 at $1,444,442, an increase
in 1907 of $193,480. Massachusetts ranks next to Vermont, with an
output of $403,594 in 1907 and of $724,614 in 1906, a decrease in 1907
of $321,020. Other States prominent in output of monumental
stone are Rhode Island, Minnesota, Maine, Wisconsin, New Hamp-
shire, and Connecticut. :

2 blocks.—The paving-block industry increased in value from
$1,459,915 in 1906 to $1,928,308 in 1907, & gain of $468,393. Wis-
consin, Maine, and Massachusetts were t producers of this
class of material. AisTalvea :

Curbstone.—Granite curbing in 1907 was produced to the value of
$810,621, against $785,995 in 1906, an increase of $33,626 for 1907.
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586 MINERAL RESOURCES.

The fullowi.r.Lg[r table shows the quantity and value of trap paving
blocks produced in the United States in 1906 and 1907, by States:

Number and value of trap paving blocks produced in the United States, 1906-7, by States.

Paving blocks.
State. 1906, l 1907.
Number. Value. | Number. Value.

BB e e e D S T e 3,080,391 $136,310 | 2,494, 089 $132,345
CORNGERIONE . =5 L o o Bl RN, I i 17,015 340 474, 580 15,110
iy e h e e P e S e I e LS e e 1,714,200 52,700 | 1,107,000 31,126
ol T TR DR e g PE Ty i g papee A LS el gl e FR Tl 50, 000 1,500
i e e e el P L Do e L s S 88,084 3,662 55,900 2,400
g ia1r ¥ O i et D el s g SO T 4,899, 690 193,012 | 4,182,469 182, 490
Average priceper thousand. ... .. .. . ... .. | ..c..i.e... 4 R R 41

SANDSTONE.

Since 1903 sandstone has shown more perhaps than any other kind
of stone the effect of the use of cement and concrete for foundations,
buildings, paving, flagging, and curbing, and the use of concrete blocks
for buildings; and in 1907 it was particularly affected by the general
financial depression. The chief use of sandstone is as building stone,
and the decrease in this use was so great that it was not offset, as in
limestone and to some extent in granite, by any large increase in

. output for some other purpose. Sandstone, however, for all other

uses increased in value in 1907 as compared with 1906.

The total value of the sandstone production was $8,871,678 in 1907
and $9,169,337 in _a decr of $297,659 in 1907. The total
value for 1907 is the smalle : tue ol the out
put was $8,138,680. Pennsy , New York, and Ohio with total
values, respectively, of $2,064,913, $1,978,117, and $1,591,148 in
1907, were the principal -sa.néstOne—producing States. The next
States in order of value of output were California, Minnesota, Colo-
rado, Washington, and Massachusetts, with values ranging from
$437,738 to $243,323. 1In 1906 the production of the three ranking
States, Pennsylvania, New York, andp Ohio, was valued at $2,724,874,
$1,905,892, and $1,426,645, respectively, showing an increase for 1907
of $72,225 for New York and of $164,503 for Ohio, and a decrease of
$659,961 for Pennsylvania. The next States in rank in 1906 were
California, Colorado, Minnesota, Massachusetts, and New Jersey, with
values of production ranging from $642,166 to $215,142.

In New York and Pennsylvania part of the sandstone output is
known to the trade as bluestone, the production of which is given in
a separate table. The output of New York also includes in 1906 and
1907 a small value for Connecticut.

Building stone.—Building stone, rough and dressed, was valued at
$3,154,783 in 1907 and at $4,275,669 in 1906, a decrease in 1907 of
$1,120,886. The decrease was general for all States producing any

uantl{;;f of this class of material, with the exception of Washington,
est Virginia, and Wisconsin, which States showed increase. The
decrease in Pennsylvania is especially noticeable. A large quantity
of the Pennsylvania stone is ordinarily used by railroad companies

-

1901, when the value of the out-
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Georgia, which ranked second in 1906, ranked third in 1907, with an
output valued at $864,757 as against $919,356 in 1906—a decrease in
1907 of $54,599. In 1906 the value represented about 875,000 cubic
feet and in 1907 about 807,000 cubic feet. Most of the magble of this
State is sold rough by the quarrymen to the manufactuters. The
demand for building marble was reported as very light after the first
of September, the output thus remaining practically as in 1906.

Of the other States, Alabama, %-:g]m, California, New Mexico,
Tennessee, and Utah increased in value of output, while Maryland,
Massachusetts, Nevada, Pennsylvania, and Wyoming decreased.

Alabama marble, which has recently entered the market, has found
favor both as a building and as a monumental stone. Alaska showed
a healthy increase in value of output, a description of the quarries being
F;iven by Chas. W. Wright ¢ in Bulletin 345 of the United States Geo-

ogical Survey.

‘rom Colorado development work and installation of machinery was
reported on marble and onyx property in Gunnison County, but there
has been as yet no commercial output.

The Idaho output was very small and only used loeally for building

and for burning into lime.
s The Kentuzﬁy output was ‘“onyx” marble from Cave City, Barren
ounty.

Devjtralopment. work was done on deposits of marble in Nevada in
1907 and some marble will probably be shipped in 1908. A descrip-
tion of a Nevada marble deposit is given in Bulletin 340 of the United
States Geological Survey.?

The output from Oklahoma is4rom Marble City, Sequoyah County.

Building stone—The walue of building marble, rough and dressed,

" was $2,859,237 in 1907, an increase of $76,617 over the value for 1906,

which was $2,782,620. Th t,o;s,lipr 1907 includes $954,092 for rough

building and 81,905,145 for dressed building; in 1906 the rough buiid--

ing marble sold was valued at $1,222 695 and the dressed

,

stone at $1,559,925, a decrease in 1907 of $268,603 for rough stock,' ;

and an increase of $345,220 for dressed marble. The value of Ver-
mont’s production of marble for building was $1,204,212, or 42.12 per
cent of the total. This was chiefly dressed stone. New York, whose

~ output is represented principally bﬁ dressed building marble pro-

duced 25.80 per cent of the total building stone, with a value of
$737,634. e Georgia output was valued at $433,457, or 15.16 per
cent of the total. This was almost entirely for rough stone.
Monumental stone.—Monumental marble was valued at $2,640,130
in 1907, and at $2,657,813 in 1906, a decrease of $17,683 for 1907. In

1907 the value of rough stock was $596,130 and of dressed monu-

mental stone $2,044,000; the comspon&' figures for 1906 were
$442 941 for rough monumental stock and $2,214,872 for dressed
monumental stone, an increase in 1907 of $153,189 in value of rough
stock and a decrease of $170,872 for dressed stone.

Vermont, with a value of $2,044,029, produced 77.42 per cent of the
total monumental marble; Georgia produced 13.36 per cent; and
New York, with 5.11 per cent, ranked third.

& Mineral Resources of Alaska, 1907, Report on Progress of Investigations in 1907, by A. H. Brooks
and others: Bull. U. 8. Geol. Survey, No. 345, 1908.

b Darton, N. H., Investigations rd'nﬁlgﬂgo hu.ildln{ stones by the United States Geo!oggﬂ Sur-
wvey in 1907: Contributions to Economic logy, pt. 1, Bull. U.'S. Geol. Burvey, No. 340, 1
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1907, as against $5,098,631 in 1906, a decrease of $518,405. In 1906
the decrease from the 1905 value, $5,312,183, was $213,552.

The rough. building stone sold ?b_v the quarrymen in 1907 was valued
at $2,593,875, the d stone at $1,986,351; the figures for 1906
were rough stone $2,730,612, dressed stone $2,368,019—a decrease of
$136,737 in rough stone and of $381,668 in dressed stone.

Indiana with an output of building stone valued at $2,378,008 pro-
duced 51.92 per cent of the total building limestone in 1907; in 1906
the output was $2,636,421, or 51.71 per cent of the total—a decrease in
1907 of $258,413 for the State. This building stone is quarried princi-

ally in Lawrence and Monroe counties and is universally known as
‘Bedford limestone,” from the town of Bedford, Lawrence County,
the shipping center for a large quantity of the stone. Although used
chiefly gc))llf]%uilding purposes some of this stone is sold for flagging
curbing, monumental stone, crushed stone, furnace flux, and a

uantity—not included in this report—for making cement and lime.
%he total value of the output from Lawrence County in 1907 was
$1,413,280; from Monroe County, $908,612, a total of $2,321,802 for
the two counties; in 1906 the total for the two counties was $2,622,805,
with a value of $1,460,743 for Lawrence County and of $1,162,062 for
Monroe County, a decrease of $300,913 in the total for 1907 of $253,450
for Monroe County and of $47,463 for Lawrence County. The total
product of these counties in 1907 was 7,849,027 cubic feet of stone, of
which 4,930,055 cubic feet were sold rough and 2,918,972 cubic feet as
sawed or cut stone. In 1906 the total quantity was 9,282,004 cubic
feet, of which 5,586,282 cubic feet were rough stone and 3,695,722

- _cubic feet were cut or sawed stone. These for 1907 do not

include 256,960 tons, valued at $110,525, sold for rubble, riprap,
crushed stone, flux, etc. The decrease in both quantity and value of
output wcorcfs with the statements of the qil_:_nymen, who reported
less demand during 1907, especially the last ha :
average price per cubic foot, including rough and sawed stone, was 30
cents in 1907; in 1906 it was 28 cents.
Missouri ranked next to Indiana in the production of building lime-
stone, the value of the output for 1907 being $538,114 as against
$690,625, a decrease of $152,511. This stone is principally from Car-
thﬁe, Jasper County.
aving.—Limestone used for paving increased slightly in 1907, from
$531,275 in 1906 to $545,300 in 1907, an increase of $14,025. inois
and Pennsylvania supplied the largest part of this material.
Curbing.—Limestone for curbing increased in value from $289,615
in 1906 of $378,853 in 1907, a gain of $89,238. Indiana gave the
larggst output for this class of stone.
lagging.—Flagging decreased in value from $109,632 in 1906 to
$84,076 in 1907, a loss of $25,556. Indiana and Missouri had the

1 t productions.

ﬁub .—Limestone for rubble increased from $924,275 in 1906 to
$1,067,445 in 1907, a gain of $143,170. Illinois, Missouri, and Minne-
sota reported the largest productions. ‘

Riprap.—Limestone for riprap increased from $550,385 in 1906 to
$620,328 in 1907, a gain of $69 9f3 - Missouri, Minnesota, Illinois, and
Ohio reported the largest productions. ¢

Crushed stone.—The largest item in value of the limestone produc-
tion is for stone crushed and used for road making, railroad ballast,

If, than in 1906. The

£ Y
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concrete, etc., which in 1907 was valued at $13,675,453, representi
23,532,897 short tons; in 1906 these figures were 20,286,589 short tons,
valued at $11,073, 265 an increase in 1907 of 3, 246 308 short tons in
quantity and of $2,602,188 in value. In 1906 the increase over 1905,
when the output was reported as 19,334,168 short tons, valued at
$10,487,638, was 952,421 short tons in qua.ntlty and $585,627 in value.
In 1907 the total W&S divided into 9,619,178 short tons valued at
$5,860,977, for road making; 8,122,342 tons, valued at $4, 144 345, for
railroad ba.llast and 5,791 377 tons valued at $3,670,131, for con-
| crete, which, compared with the itemized output for 1906—road mak-
i ing, 6,685, 781 tons, valued at $3,857,500; railroad ballast, 8,106,850
i tons, ‘valued at $3 899,396; concrete, 5 ,493,958 tons, valued at
' $3,316,369—shows an increase of 2,933,397 tons in uantlty and of
32 003 477 in value for road making, 15 492 tons and $ 44,949 for rail-
road bsllast. and 297,419 tons and $353, 762 for concrete.
i It. is pomlble that the large increase in crushed stone for road
contains some stone used for concrete, many of the operators
that they were unable to subd.lnde, except approximately,
thelr total output of crushed stone, not knowing the exact use which
was to be made of the stone. The average price per short ton in
1907 was 58 cents compared with 55 cents in 1906.

Illinois ranked first in 1907 in the production of crushed limestone,
followed by Ohio, New York, Pennsylvania, Missouri, Indiana, Ken-
tucky, Wisconsin, and Kansas in the order named. These nine
States, each reporting values ranging from $2,576,155 to $489,709,
re resenbed 83.46 per cent of the total value of crushed limestone.

o, Illinois, and New York had the 1
nnsylvama Illinois, and New Yorl
New an Missouri, and

s ﬁn}’e
‘ ir “as g 5 92 m 1906, an increase of $1 531, , 797

in ‘as ag :
for 1907. These figures represent outputs of 17,119,297 Iong tons ;
in 1907 and 16,077,202 long tons in 1906, a gain in 1907 of 1,042 ,095 1’
long tons. The average value per ton increased from47 cents in 1906
to 53 centsin 1907. Pennsylvania, Ohio, Alabama, and West Vi
are the ranking States, Pennsylvania producing 41.88 per cent o he
total quantity. Most pi‘oducers report increased prices per ton due
to increased cost of production. This was especially true in Cali-
fornia. In Indiana for perhaps the first time a quantity of the |
waste stone from the quarries in the Bedford-Bloomington district
was utilized as furnace flux, it being sold at a very low price loaded
on cars for shipment, mostly to Chicago.

Quantltles of stone used or sold in many States for the p se

of sugar refining have warranted a separation of this stone
“other chemical industries.

er purposes.—This heading includes stone quarried and used b g

ali worksin New York and Michigan in the manufacture of all kin
alkaline sa.lﬁs, stone sold to glass factories in Pennsylvania, Ohio,
i ana, Illinois, and New York; also stone sold to paper
mills, to f&.rmem for burmng into lime to be used as a fertilizer, and
- to carbonic-acid plants. It also includes some stone sold for the
cing of whltmg, mineral wool, and for many minor uses.

“at $9,144,489






















