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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 

Hon. D. A. Scott, Director, Department of Conservation 
and Development, Olympia, Washington. 

Sm: I am transmitting herewith the manuscript for 
a report on the iron deposits of Washington. Along with 
this is a br ief discussion of furnace fuels and fluxes, with 
especial regard to the suitability of coke made from 
Washington coal, as well as the limestone found in the 
State, as a fuel and a flux in the iron and steel industry. 

This work was done in order to comply with the fol­
lowing joint resolution introduced by Senator I. G. 
0 'Harra and passed by the last session of the legis­
lature : 

SENATE JOTNT RESOLUTION NO. 9 

State of Washington, Seventeenth Reg1'lar Session. 

WHEREAS, Data compiled by our metallurgical engineer, our state 
university, and government mineralogist and analysis by our chemist 
indicate all of the necessary properties in our natural resources as to 
quality and quantity for the manufacture of iron and steel; and, 

WHEREAS, The necessary properties requisite to the manufacture 
of iron and steel are iron ore, carbon coal and limestone, therefore, 

Be It ResoZvea, by the Senate and House of Representatives, That 
the state geologist be directed to make an investigation as to the feasi­
bility of the manufacture of steel and iron in the State of Washington, 
findings to be on other than the holdings of the United States Steel 
Corporation, to take into consideration localities of the bodies of the 
different requisite minerals, giving the relative distance of one body 
to the other, and to make the report public within sixty ( 60) days 
after the adjournment of the 1921 session of the legislature. 

I recommend that this be published as a Bulletin of 
the Depar tment of Conservation and Development, and 
designated as Geological Series No. 27. 

Very respectfully, 

College Station, 
Pullman, June 10, 1922. 

s. SHEDD, 

Supervisor of Geology. 
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PART I 

A Study of the Iron Ores 
Of Washington 

Their Occurrence, Origin, and Composition, With 
Regard to the Possible Development 

of an Iron Industry 





A STUDY OF THE IRON ORES OF WASHINGTON, 

THEIR OCCURRENCE, ORIGIN, AND COMPOSITION, WITH RE· 
GARD TO THE POSSIBLE DEVELOPMENT OF 

AN IRON INDUSTRY 

BY 

OLAF P. JENKINS and HERSCHEL H. COOPER 

INTRODUCTION 
PURPOSE 

A part of the sum.mer, from July 10th to September 
15th, 1921, was used by the writers in the field investiga­
tion of the iron ores of the State, and during the following 
school year this final report was prepared. The purpose 
of this report and the :field investigation may be summar­
ized as follows : 

1. To assemble all known information of importance 
regarding the iron ores of the State. 

2. To present tables of analyses of these iron ores, 
which are for the most part assembled information of 
past record, together with analyses of specimens col­
lected in the :field by the writers. 

3. To describe the deposits of the iron ores as they 
were found to occur in the State, and to account for their 
origin from a geological standpoint. 

4. To determine the quality, and, as nearly as pos­
sible through the meager information obtainable, the 
quantity of iron ore present in each deposit herewith 
described. 

In order to show the relation of the iron situation in 
Washington to the iron industry as a whole, this general 
phase of the subject is briefly outlined in this paper. In 
addition to this general phase, the common features and 
formation of iron ore minerals are presented. 
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REGION COVERED 

Practically all the known deposits of iron ore in the 
State were visited by the writers. The locations of these 
deposits are shown on the accompanying map. In addi­
tion to the parts of the State in which these deposits are 
located, many other places were examined with negative 
results. 

It is quite possible that other deposits of iron ore 
occur in the State, but have not yet been discovered. This 
may be especially true of magnetite deposits in the north­
ern Cascades. 

Although many mineral deposits other than iron, 
coal, and limestone were visited which carry natural 
products necessary in the manufacture of various kinds 
of steel, they are not described in this report. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

The most comprehensive published reports of a gen­
eral nature on the iron ores of Washington are those by 
Shedd1 and Whittier2

• From these papers data for this 
present report have been freely drawn. Other acquired 
information has been accredited through footnote refer­
ences and in the bibliography at the end of this paper. 

In following out an intention to see every known ore 
deposit in the State, the writers found it necessary to 
consult many people. In this way a considerable amount 
of the data was secured, such as maps, locations of de­
posits, analyses, etc. To these various people, also in­
cluding those who gave much of their time as escorts to 
the properties, the writers are greatly indebted. Contri­
butions, courtesies, and cordial support were received in 
the undertaking from all sides. In many cases, deposits 

1S. Shedd: The Iron Ores ot Washington, Wash. Geol. Survey, Ann. R ept., 
vol. I. (1901), pp. 215-256. 

rw. H. Whittier: An Investigation or the Iron Ore Resources ot the 
Northwest, Bur. Industrial Research, U. or w .. Bull. No. 2, (1917). pp. 19-34 
and 95. 
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were examined which were found not to contain enough 
r eal iron ore to warrant giving space for their descrip­
tion in this r eport. Although these negative data are 
of no use here, the investigators were able to secure and 
record other geological information of importance in their 
notes, which adds materially to the general data which 
the Survey is accumulating and holding in reserve for 
future use in other reports. 



HISTORY OF THE IRON INDUSTRY IN 
WASHINGTON 

The iron ores of the State of Washington have been 
investigated several times by several different individuals 
and concerns. The railroad companies, during a very 
early period, collected such data and still have on record 
various private reports. Different iron and steel com­
panies of American, Scotch, and English interests have 
also made investigations. The United States Geological 
Survey has published from time to time reports on the 
iron ores of special districts of the State. The State 
Survey published a report on the iron ores in 19011 , and 
the Bureau of Industrial Research, University of Wash­
ington, compiled another report in 19172• All the pub­
lished reports on the iron ores and the iron industry of 
Washington are included in the bibliography placed at 
the close of this present article. 

Irondale, near Port Townsend, marks the place where 
activity in iron making appears to have first existed in 
Washington. The production of pig iron has been re­
corded by the United States Geological Survey3 for the 
State up to 1890. But since that date the tonnage of iron 
produced by Washington has been recorded by the fed­
eral survey together with the production of other western 
states all in a lump sum for each year: 

YEAR PIG IRON 
(In short tons ot 2,000 lbs. each) 

1881. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,200 
1883. . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 2,317 
1884 ....... . • ..................... , . . . 640 
1886 .. . .... .. ........ ....... .......... 1,867 
1887. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1,586 
1888 ... . . . ....... ... ............... ... 4,093 
1889 .................................. 10,S71 

'Op. Cit. Shedd's report. 
'Op. Cit. Whittier's report. 
1Mlneral Resources tor the years 1883 to 1890. 
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In 1880 the Puget Sound Iron Company organized, 
built a furnace at Irondale, and began operating in Feb­
ruary, 1881. At :first local bog iron ores were put into 
the furnace, but these being unsatisfactory, magnetite 
from Texada Island, British Columbia, was mixed and 
later used almost to the exclusion of other ores. 

The plant at fr on dale went through a few years of 
success and several of failure, until 19021, when the 
Pacific Steel Company took it over. At first charcoal 
had been used as fuel at Irondale, but this company em­
ployed some coke in the furnace, the material coming 
from Cokedale, Washington. The iron ore was obtained 
not only from Texada I sland, but also from other locali­
ties, which included the deposits at Hamilton, Skagit 
County. Limestone for flux was shipped in from Roche 
Harbor. 

For a total period of eight months during the years 
of 1917 and 1918, the Pacific Coast Steel Company op­
erated a reconstructed plant at Irondale, using left over 
ore from China, mill cinders, some ore from Texada, and 
some bog ore from British Columbia. 

At the present time the Pacific Coast Steel Company 
is successfully operating a steel plant and rolling mill in 
Seattle. It does not use iron ore, however, to any great 
extent. Scrap iron and coke are its present required 
elements for the furnaces. During the war the output 
was materially increased, about 100,000 tons of struc­
tural steel being produced in one year. In the manufac­
ture of steel products, this company uses minor amounts 
of other mineral products. Ferromanganese comes from 
Tacoma, Washington, and from Montana. Ferro-silicon, 
as a prepared product, is shipped to them from Iowa. 
Aluminum shot of purity 99 per cent, used as a cleaning 
agent in the slag, is obtained from Niagara. Magnesite 

'A. W. Clapp; Iron Making at Port Townsend, Washington; Eng. & 
Min. Journ., Vol. LX11I, Jan. 25, (1902) , p. 137. 

-2 
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from Chewelah, and also from California, is used as a 
refractory product to a certain extent. Carbo, a petro­
leum coke by-product, is shipped to them from Quendall, 
Washington. They have used some iron ore from Texada 
I sland and from China, as well as a limited amount from 
different deposits in Washington. The limestone which is 
used at the plant comes largely from a place called Lime­
stone, near Sumas, Whatcom County. Their coke is 
shipped from a number of places, but principally from 
Wilkinson and Snoqualmie. 

There have been a number of other attempts toward 
the organization of iron and steel companies, even to the 
extent of building preparations, as well as the leasing of 
manufacturing sites. These activities have occurred in 
a number of places, among which are Kirltland, on Lake 
Washington, Tacoma, Seattle, Sedro vVoolley, and Bel­
lingham. 

There are also interests in Spokane for the develop­
ment of an electric steel furnace to manufacture steel in 
the northeastern part of the State. These interests have 
been caused by the location of iron ores, not only in 
Stevens County, but in adjoining territories in British 
Columbia. Excellent water power sites are situated in 
this country. In addition to these facts, whlch have 
caused this industrial interest, is the presence of coking 
coals in neighboring places in British Columbia. 

According to the United States Geological Survey, the 
State of Washington in 1920 produced 2,500 gross tons 
of magnetite. This was, for the greater part, shipped 
from the Myers Creek Mining District, near Chesaw, 
Okanogan County, to the magnesite companies at Che­
welah, and used in the making of f e,r,-omagnesite. 



THE IRON INDUSTRY 

IMPORTANT FACTORS TN THE IRON AND STEEJL lNDUSTRY 

LOCATION OF ORES 

Market conditions, together with the influence of 
established industries, have determined the present loca­
tion of the iron and steel manufactures, in countries 
where the required mineral products are present. Today 
the industrial centers of iron and steel of the world 
border the Atlantic Coast. It is quite possible that in 
the futurn a series of competitive manufacturing centers 
will get a firm foothold on the Pacific Coast. It is the 
vision of this future economic aspect that has fascinated 
many people of our western states. 

Wherever large deposits of iron ore occur in close 
proximity to an extensive coal mining region, industry 
thrives. Coal which makes good coke is used most ex­
tensively as fuel in the reduction of iron ore to metallic 
iron. Limestone as a flux is required in the furnace. The 
occurrence together of these three mineral products in 
quantity is of great significance to the industrial world. 

If iron ore and coal are not located near each other, 
the manufacturing plant is generally placed near the 
coal. The reason that the iron ore is transported rather 
than the coal or coke, is that the coal is used in a great 
variety of industries, whereas iron ore supplies only one. 
Besides, coke is not transported as successfully as iron 
ore. 

If the so-called "sweeteners "-such as manganese, 
chrome, tungsten, molybdenum, etc., used in alloy mix­
tures of steel-were found in close proximity to the in­
dustrial center, the cost of manufacture of the different 
vru.·ieties of steel would be lowered. This feature, how­
ever, did not enter into the situation to any great extent 
until the World War showed that the industry might be 
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badly crippled if it were isolated from foreign trade 
which brings in the greater part of these minor constitu­
ents. The same condition exists in respect to other acces­
sory minerals used for producing ce1·tain furnace reac­
tions and also as refractory parts of the furnace itself. 

QUANTITY REQUIREMENTS 

Many people in the West who have been mining the 
more valuable minerals have a rather distorted idea of 
the value of an iron ore deposit, such as those found at 
various localities in this country. Metallic iron is used in 
such tremendous quantities that the deposits of ore must 
necessarily be of proportionate size to supply the de­
mands of the manufacturing plants. 

It is impossible to determine the size of an ore deposit 
by the few outcrops generally present, and the limited 
openings on the ore bodies. A knowledge of the way in 
which the ore occurs and something of its probable origin, 
however, may give, especially to one of geological train­
ing and experience, at least a general idea of the possible 
extent of the deposit. It is with this in mind that the 
writers present the data on the occurrence and origin of 
the iron ores. 

In order to give to the reader a general idea of the 
amount of ore being shipped from some of the successful 
mines of the United States, the following statistics1 are 
presented: 

In 1917 there were in the United States, 452 active 
iron ore mines, 240 of which produced more than fifty 
thousand gross tons of iron ore each. Of these, 11 pro­
duced more than one million tons of iron ore. The 
greatest producer, Hull-Rust Mine, at Hibbing, Minne­
sota, produced during that year, 6,468,483 gross tons of 
hematite. The 240 producers of over fifty thousand tons 

'Mineral Resources of the United States tor 1917, Part I, U. s. Geo!. 
l!lurvey, p. 564. 
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each, represent, in their production, 96 per cent of the 
entire production of the United States in 1917. 

QUALITY REQUIREMENTS 

Although a high percentage of iron and a low per­
centage of impurities determine in general the value of 
an iron ore, there are many other complex factors which 
enter into the situation. 

Metallic iron. The required content of metallic iron 
in the ores depends upon the kind of ore, upon its im­
purity content, and upon the proximity of the deposit to 
consuming centers. The most valuable kind of ore is 
hematite, even though magnetite ores may carry as much 
or more metallic iron. The most detrimental impurity 
is phosphorus, because it is carried over into the steel, 
causing the :final product to be brittle when cold. Ores 
located near consuming centers, among immense coal 
deposits, or those of a self-fluxing nature are used, even 
though they are low grade. The ores of France and 
Germany, of the British I sles, and the deposits in Bir­
mingham, Alabama, are utilized even though they carry 
as an average 35 per cent or less of metallic iron. The 
ores of Lake Superior, the magnetites of Sweden, and the 
hematites of Spain, contain, as an average, 50 to 65 per 
cent of metallic iron. 

Phosphorus. Pig iron is made from iron ores, while 
steel is made from pig iron. Although, through electro­
metallurgical methods, high speed steels are made 
directly from ores, these newer processes have not yet 
been commercialized to any great extent. The process 
for making steel is largely determined by the phosphorus 
content of the pig iron. Eckel 1 summarizes this inf orma­
tion as follows: 

'E. C. Eckel ; Iron Ores, their Occ11rrences, Valuation, and Control, 
(19H), p. 151. 
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ALLOW ABLE PHOSPHORUS IN PIG FOR VARIOUS UTILI:t::ATIONS 

Acid open-hearth-less than 0.05 per cent. 
Acid Bessemer-less than 0.10 per cent. 
Basic open-hearth for normal process, not over 1.50 per cent, and prefer­

ably not over 1.0 per cent; for special processes, 1.50 per cent and 
over. 

Basic Bessemer-at least 1.50 per cent, preferably over 2 per cent. 
Foundry iron-wide range, according to special use of the Iron. 

The ore from which such pig irons are made should 
not carry more phosphorus than in amounts proportional 
to the grade of the iron desired, because phosphoms is 
not expelled in the furnace. Thus, an iron ore containing 
0.5 per cent phosphorus and 50 per cent metallic iron will 
make pig iron carrying 0.1 per cent phosphorus, which is 
the upper limit of the acid Bessemer grade. 

The basic Bessemer process is used largely in Eng­
land, where low phosphorus ores are not ordinarily 
available. In the United States the open hearth process 
is most generally used, together with the acid Bessemer, 
known as the Bessemer process. 

Sulphur. Although sulphur is always detrimental in 
iron and steel, 90 to 95 per cent of it can be expelled in the 
blast furnace. In pig iron, sulphur should never exceed 
0.07 per cent, and in strong castings, 0.03 per cent. It 
retards precipitation of graphitic carbon, causes flaws 
and segregations, thus promoting unsoundness, and in­
creases the brittleness when hot (red short), unless man­
ganese, which overcomes this objection, is present. In 
steel the worst evils of sulphur are that it causes red 
shortness and the liability to checking during rolling, or, 
if cast, to checking the steel during cooling. 

Silica. The objection to silica is that it displaces iron 
in ores and must be fluxed into the slag with lime. More 
than 10 per cent in the ore usually is objectionable. 
Varying amounts of silicon may go over into the pig iron, 
but when used for the manufacture of steel, it should not 
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contain over 1 per cent for basic processes or over 1.5 
per cent for acid processes. 

Silicon affects cast iron in that it promotes precipi­
tation of graphitic carbon, increases fusibility and 
fluidity of the mixture, and increases soundness of the 
product. Silicon in rolled steel has little effect, but in 
the cast steels it increases the tensile strength of the 
product with little loss of ductility. 

Lime. Lime in some form is a flux generally used in 
the manufacture of pig iron. If it is present in the ore 
in sufficient quantities to take care of all of the silica 
present, the ore is said to be self-fluxing. If it occurs 
in sufficiently large quantities as to require silica to flux 
it off, it is objectionable from the standpoint of higher 
expenditures both in fuel, and in the handling of material 
of negative value. 

Alumina. In clay, alumina is present in the silicate 
form. This mate1'i.al, together with other rock forming 
minerals, goes into the flux, thus causing additional ex­
penditures of f uel, transportation, etc. 

Manganese. In cast iron, manganese, in amounts less 
than 2 per cent, r etards precipitation of graphitic carbon ; 
it increases soundness, tensile strength, and hardness 
of the product, while decreasing the ductility and the 
tendency to red shortness caused by the presence of 
sulphur. In steel the presence of manganese is especially 
beneficial in its counteraction of sulphur, and in its effect 
of increasing soundness of the product. 

Titanium. Although titanium does not interfere with 
the quality of iron, i t materially raises the temperature 
of the fusion when present in the ores. It may be ex­
pected to occur in varied amounts in magnetites. 

Arsenic. In steel arsenic appears to have no effect 
below 0.017 per cent. In greater quantities, however, it 
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raises the tensile strength, decreases the ductility, and 
destroys the malleability of the steel. 

Copper. In cast iron, copper has a tendency to in­
crease red shortness. Up to 0.1 per cent, copper increases 
brittleness of high carbon steel, but appears to have little 
effect on low and medium carbon steels. 

REQUISITE MINERAL PRODUCTS', EXCLUSIVE OF IRON, 
COAL, AND LIME 

In addition to iron ore, coking coal, and limestone, 
( treated separately in this bulletin), there are a number 
of other mineral products which are indispensable in the 
manufacture of iron and steel. 

Manganese is used in the United States in the pro­
duction of 99 per cent of all its steel. In each ton of 
steel there are approximately 14 pounds of manganese 
ore. Deposits of this ore occurring in the State of Wash­
ington have recently been described by the federal 
survey.2 

Chrome ore ( chromite, Fe Cr20 4 ) is used in making 
chrome steel, chrome nickel-steel, chrome tungsten-steel, 
and chrome vanadium-steel. Metallic chromium is pres­
ent in the steels in amounts varying from one to five per 
cent. Hardness and toughness are characteristic features 
of these steels. Chromite is found in several places in 
the State of Washington3, and in many other localities 
in the Western States, British Columbia and Alaska. 

Nickel steels, the most widely used of the alloy steels, 
ordinarily carry about 3% per cent nickel. They are 

1J. E. Spurr; PoUUcal and Commercial Geology, (1920) . 
C. K Leith; The Economic Aspects of Geology, (1921). 
World Atlas of Commercial Geology, Part I. Distribution of Mineral 

Product1on. U. S. Geol. Survey, (1921). 
2J. T. Pardee; Deposits of Manganese Ore In Montana, Oregon, Utah, 

and Washington. U. S. Geol. Survey, Bull. 725C, (1921). Deposits In 
Washington, pp. 229-243. 

•J . S. D iller; Deposi ts of Chromite In Ca!IIorola, Oregon, Washington, 
and Montana. U. S. Geol. Survey, Bull. 725A, (1921). Deposits In Wash­
ington, pp. 61-65. 
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extremely important because of their unusually high 
tensile strength. By far the greatest supply of nickel 
comes from Sudbury, Ontario. Although traces of nickel 
have been found in the State of Washington, no commer­
cial deposits have ever been developed. 

Tungsten, is used in making high speed tools. The 
amount of tungsten used in such steels varies from 1% 
to 20 per cent. There are several deposits of tungsten 
in northeastern Washington 1 which might prove of con­
siderable value in case a steel industry should be estab­
lished in the West. 

V anadiu1n is used in making very tough steel of great 
torsional strength. The amount of vanadium added to 
the mixture may range from 0.1 to 1.5 per cent. Vana­
dium ores have not been reported from the State of 
Washington. 

Molybdenum, is becoming more and more important 
as a substitute for tungsten in the manufacture of high 
speed tools. The occurrence of the ore molybdenite 
(MoS2 ) in several localities in Washington2 should de­
serve careful consideration in the event of the establish­
ment of a steel industry. 

Titanium. is used, largely in the form of the mineral 
rutile (Ti02 ), to take out occluded gases in the steel, thus 
giving it strength and wearing qualities. In the State 
of Washington, experiments on samples of titaniferous 
magnetite from Elma, Grays Harbor County, have been 
made by both the Rothert Process Steel Co., Seattle, and 
the Bilrowe Alloys Co., Tacoma, to prove whether tita­
nium steel can be made from this tinanium iron ore. The 
results of the experiments have not so far been commer­
cialized to any great extent. 

'Howland Bancroft : The Ore Deposits of Northeastern Washington. 
U. S. Geo!. Survey, Bull. 550., (1914). 

'F. W. Horton : Molybdenum : Its Ores and Their Conentratlon. U. S. 
Bur. of Mines, Bull. 111, pp. 79-86, (191i). 
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Zirconiuni, in the oxide form, is highly refractory, and 
has been used in the making of furnace linings. In an 
experimental way only has it been used as a steel alloy. 

Magnesite is important as a r efractory material for 
furnace and converter linings. Since this mineral is 
found in great commercial quantities in Stevens County, 
Washington 1, it would be important in steel manufacture 
on the Coast. 

Silica renders service in the making of brick for lining 
furnaces. It is also used in the alloy f errosilicon for the 
purpose of deoxidizing and purifying steel, thus increas­
ing the strength of the steel. There a r e a number of 
silica deposits in Washington, but whether or not they 
would be suitable for this purpose, is a question. 

Flu.orspa1· is used as a flux in the manufacture of open 
hearth steel. A little fluorspar or fluorite is found in 
northeastern Washington. 2 

PRODUCTION OF IRON 
THE WORLD'S PRODUCTION 01'' PIG IRON" 

With the United States far in the lead of other coun­
tries in the production of iron, we have a situation of 
great international importance. The United States, Ger­
many, France, and Great Britain supply most of the iron 
for the world's consumption. The Lake Superior Dis­
trict produces 30 per cent of this supply, while Ge!·many 
and France, principally the Lorraine district, together 
produce 25 per cent. 

One-half of the American production is controlled by 
the United States Steel Corporation, the la rgest single 
commercial concern in the world. 

The expansion of the iron and steel industry in J apan 
is especially important in relation to the question of iron 

1Whitwell & Patty; The Magnesite Deposits of Washington. Wash. 
Geol. Survey, Bull. No. 25, (1921) . 

•Patty & Glover: The Minera l Resources of Washington, Wash. Geol. 
Survey, Bull. 21, (1921), pp. 99-101. 

' These figures are drawn from U. S. Geo!. Survey, :\fineral Resources, 
(1920). 
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industries developing in our western states. Although 
by comparison Japan's production is a small and insuffi­
cient supply for her own consumption, she has, however, 
a great future and is at work upon this industry with 
the ores of various Oriental :fields to draw upon. Com­
petition between iron industries along the Pacific Coast 
may be a great future problem, and the State of Wash­
ington, with her significant coal deposits, would undoubt­
edly be materially affected by such an economic condition. 

PRODUCTION' AND PRICE OF PIG IRON IN THE 
UNITED STA TES 

In 1920 the United States produced 36,925,987 gross 
tons of pig iron, over 28 million tons of which were made 
in Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, and Alabama. The pro­
duction of the State of Washington is given by the federal 
survey in combination with that of the States of Missouri, 
Iowa, Colorado, Montana, Oregon, and California, and 
it was only 464,584 gross tons. The average price for 
one gross ton of pig iron (f.o.b. blast furnaces) in the 
United States for 1920 was higher than for any other one 
year, being $31.95. 

SOURCE OF IRON IN THE UNITED STATES 

In 1920 the United States produced over 67 million 
gross tons of iron ore, with a general average price of 
$4.11 per ton. The five states of Minnesota, Michigan, 
Alabama, Wisconsin, and New York, taken together, 
supplied nearly 65 million tons of this amount. Of the 
total amount, over 63 million tons were of hematite ore. 
The following statistics show the related production of 
the four great iron ores : 

Kind of Ore 

Hemstlte .......................... ... ...... .. . , .... ... . . 
Magnetite .. . ........................................... . 
Brown ore (largely Umonlte) ........... . ............ .. 
Oarbonate (largely slderlte) .. ..................... .. .. 

Production 
l.n U.S. 
!'or 1900 

63,883,523 
2,391,Ml 
1,325,661 

S,740 

Percentage 
of Total 
Amount 
In U.S. 

Since 1881 

ao.s 
5.6 ,.s 
0.1 

100.00 per cent 
1These figures are drawn trom U. S. Geo!. Survey, Mineral Resources, 

(1920). 
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According to the United States Geological Survey the 
State of Washington produced, in 1920, 2,500 tons of 
magnetite, which is about 0.1 per cent of the total produc­
tion of magnetite in the United States for that year. 
This, however, was not used in making iron, but for the 
manufacture of ferromagnesite. 

The only other Pacific state whose single production 
of iron ore in 1920 is recorded by the federal survey, is 
California. These :figures are interesting here only for 
sake of comparison. California produced 1,094 gross 
tons of limonite and 5,573 of magnetite. The magnetite 
averaged, for that year, the price of $7.16 per ton. 



MINERALOGY OF IRON ORES 

GENERAL FEATURES 

Iron, as a component of the earth's crust, ranks fourth 
in abundance among the elements. Though it rarely 
occurs in the native state, it is a constituent of hundreds 
of mineral species, and is found in greater or lesser 
amounts in nearly all rocks, whether igneous or sedimen­
tary. The most common iron bearing minerals in igneous 
rocks are amphiboles, pyroxenes, micas, olivine, and mag­
netite. There are in addition many sulphides, arsenates, 
phosphates, and rareT silicates that contain the element. 

In the sedimentary rocks the oxides and carbonates, 
which constitute practically all the ore minerals of iron, 
are the more common. Arranged in order of importance 
with reference to quantities used in the United States 
these minerals stand as follows: hematite, linionite, 
rnagnetite, and siderite. 

ffE:MATITE 

Hematite is the anhydrous sesquioxicle of iron 
(Fe20 3 ) which, when pure, contains 70 per cent of the 
metal. It most commonly occurs either as small crystals 
in cavities, or in micaceous, fibrous, oolitic, compact, or 
earthy masses. Hematite has a dull to metallic luster 
and varies in color from red, through steel gray, to iron 
black. It has a hardness of 6 and a specific gravity of 5.1. 
The color of powdered hematite, or its streak, is in­
variably some shade of red. Heated in the presence of 
carbon, it turns black and becomes strongly magnetic. 

Hematite is the principal ore mineral mined in the 
Lake Superior "iron ranges," where it occurs as a 
metasomatic replacement of cherty iron carbonate. The 
process of concentration in this district is believed to 
have been effected by means of meteoric water acting 
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upon ferruginous cherts, slates, and jaspers. The oolitic 
variety of hematite, which constitutes the well known 
Clinton iron ore of the Appalachian region, is generally 
conceded to be a metasomatic replacement of oolitic lime­
stone. H ematite is also found as an alteration product 
of limonite, siderite, magnetite, pyrite, or other iron min­
erals. Martite is the pseudomorphous form of hematite 
r esulting from alteration of octahedral crystals of mag­
netite. 

LTMONITE 

Limonite is the hydrous sesquioxide of iron (2Fe (OH) 3 

Fe203 ), which, when pure, contains 59.8 per cent metallic 
iTon. It occurs in mammillary, nodular, botryoidal, and 
stalactitic forms, or in earthy masses, and may be 
fibrous, compact, pisolitic, or porous. Limonite is always 
of secondaTy origin and is often found pseudomorphous 
after the other iron minerals, especially pyrite. It has 
a dull to sub-metallic luster, and a yellowish brown streak 
or powder. When heated in a closed tube it gives off 
water and turns red. Heated in the presence of burning 
carbon, a dark, brittle residue, strongly attracted by a 
magnet, is left. 

Limonite occurs as a residuary mineral in laterite de­
posits and weathered limestones; as a secondary mineral 
in veins and ore deposits formed by the oxidation of 
pyrite or chalcopyrite; as a bog iron ore formed by the 
oxidation of the bicarbonate of iron which is carried in 
solution in marshes; and as a pseudomorphous replace­
ment of limestones, effected by percolating solutions of 
iron compounds. 

The material known as laterite is essentially a mix­
ture of ferric and aluminum hydroxides, together with 
more or less clay and free silica. It is common in tTopical 
and subtropical regions, where conditions are generally 
favorable for profound disintegration and decomposition 
of rocks. 
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In the event that the preexisting rocks were of basic 
composition and rich in iron, the residual material would 
contain a Telatively high percentage of ferric hydroxide, 
or limonite. The iron deposits of eastern Cuba 1 are 
thought to be a product of some such lateritic concentra­
tion. 

Residual limonite occurs in the Appalachian region in 
the form of lumps and nodules embedded in a matrix of 
clay. It is derived from the decomposition and solution 
of f erriferous limestones and dolomites, the lime and 
magnesia having been dissolved out, leaving the hydrous 
iron oxide clay, and other insoluble material. 

Limonite occurring as an oxidized product from the 
sulphides of iron, has been of considerable importance 
in certain e.astern states. Similar deposits have been 
utilized to a greater or lesser extent in some of the 
western states in the smelting of copper and silver. 

The variety of limonite known as bog iron ore forms 
in stagnant swamp waters. The iron is leached from the 
country rock by carbonated solutions, or by the solvent 
action of organic acids, and carried into the marsh lands 
as ferrous compounds. If deposition of the iron takes 
place in the presence of much carbonic acid, or decaying 
organic matter, the carbonate is precipitated; if in the 
presence of free access to air the hydroxide is produced. 
This process of precipitation is frequently accelerated 
through the activity of certain species of bacteria, which 
have the capacity of absorbing the iron from solution 
and later depositing it as ferric hydroxide. 

Limonite also occurs as a pseudomorphous r eplace­
ment of limestone. Such a reaction takes place most 
readily either below the ground water level or along 
channels and fracture zones through which iron-bearing 
solutions migrate. The limonite may be formed directly 

'A. C. Spencer; U. S. Geo!. Survey, Bull. 340, (1908), p. 318-329. 
C. M. Weld; Trans. Am. Inst. Min. Eng., Vol. 40, (1909), p. 299-312. 
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if the solutions carry ferric compounds, but probably the 
more common and natural reaction is a primary replace­
ment by ferrous carbonate, which is subsequently oxidized 
to the hydroxide. 

MAGNETITE 

Magnetite is an oxide of iron, formed through the 
chemical combination of iron sesquioxide (Fe20 3 ), with 
iron proto:xide (FeO). Chemically it has the composition 
F e Fe2 0 41 or Fe O.Fe2 0 3, although the expression F e3 

0 4 is most common in general works. ·when pure, mag­
netite contains 72.4 per cent iron. 

The mineral magnetite occurs in crystals, in compact 
and granular masses, and as loose sand. It has a sub­
metallic to metallic luster and is black in color. The 
streak is invariably black. Magnetite has a hardness of 
6 and a specific gravity of about 5. It is strongly at­
tracted by a magnet, far more so than any other black 
mineral. The variety of magnetite known as lodestone 
is, itself, a magnet. 

Magnetite may be found as an accessory mineral in 
rocks of all classes, and frequently is a principal constit­
uent. In ore deposits it occurs in magmatic segregation, 
in contact metamorphic deposits, in lenses or layers in 
schists and gneisses, and as "black sand" forming bars 
along the shores of rivers, lakes, and seas. 

As an accessory mineral, magnetite occurs most 
abundantly in rocks rich in f erromagnesian minerals, 
such as diabase, gabbros, and peridotites. In many cases 
it separates from the parent rock while still in its molten 
state, forming large ore bodies. This phenomenal sepa­
ration of a mineral from a magma into concentrated 
masses is known as magmatic segregation. Ore bodies 
of magnetite thus formed are, however, generally high in 
titanium. 

Magnetite also occurs as a metamorphic product along 
the plane of contact between intrusive igneous bodies 

-3 
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and adjacent sedimentary rocks, especially limestones. 
Along such contacts the limestones become coarsely crys­
talline, and the usual contact-metamorphic minerals -
garnet, epidote, wollastonite, tremolite, and diopside­
are commonly developed. In such deposits the magne­
tite generally occurs in irregular or lenticular masses, 
associated more or less intimately with sulphides. Ore 
bodies of this type are rarely very large. 

Schists and gneisses, developed through regional 
metamorphism, along zones of shearing and lines of 
great pressure, frequently contain such minerals as 
pyrrhotite, chalcopyrite, and magnetite. This is said to 
be particularly true in cases where amphibolite schists 
are developed. 

Magnetite is the principal constituent of the well 
known "black sands," which accumulate along beaches 
and the lower courses of rivers. A greater or lesser 
amount of ilmenite (Fe Ti 0 3) is usually mixed with the 
magnetite. Such sand bars may be subsequently buried 
under later sediments and cemented into a coherent mass. 

SIDERITE 

Siderite, or spathic ore, is ferrous carbonate (Fe C03 ), 

which, when pure, contains 48.3 per cent metallic iron. 
It occurs in small crystals in cavities, in granular to com­
pact masses, or in cleavable masses having cu1·ved rhom­
bohedral cleavage. Siderite has a vitreous to pearly 
luster and may be gray, yellow, brown, or black in color. 
The color of the streak, or powder, is white or pale yel­
low. Its hardness is 3.5 to 4. When heated on charcoal 
it decrepitates; that is, flies into pieces, turns black, and 
becomes magnetic, but fuses with difficul ty. In warm 
acids siderite is soluble with effervescence. 

Siderite is found in mineral veins ; as stony, impure, 
clay ironstone concretions in shales; as bituminous black­
band ore; and as a metasomatic replacement of limestone. 
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It is a common mineral in metallic veins, particularly 
in those bearing lead and silver. When so occurring, 
however, it is usually considered as a gangue mineral. 

The stony, impure, clay ironstone concretions in shale 
and bituminous blackband ore are always found asso­
ciated with the Coal Measures. Their most wide-spread 
occurrence in the United States is in the Alleghany 
Mountains. The clay ironstone concretions are locally 
known as kidney ore, and occur as lumps and rounded 
masses scattered through beds of clay and shale. The 
blackband ore is found in beds inter-layered with bitu­
minous shale. 

Siderite, occurring as a metasomatic replacement of 
limestone, or dolomite, is quite common. Limestone con­
sists essentially of calcium carbonate ( Ca003 ). Dolo­
mite is the double salt, calcium magnesium carbonate, 
Ca Mg (003)2. 

The mineral carbonates of iron, calcium, and mag­
nesium not only possess certain chemical similarities, 
but also have nearly identical crystal forms. Moreover 
the different minerals often appear as components of the 
same crystal. This isomorphous relationship is impor­
tant, since it provides favorable conditions for metaso­
matic replacement of limestone or dolomite by iron 
carbonate. Thus if limestone is invaded for a consid­
erable length of time by solutions carrying iron carbon­
ate, a replacement of the former by the latter will take 
place, resulting in the formation of siderite. Siderite 
deposits of economic value, formed by such a replace­
ment, exist in Cornwall, in the Alps, and in Bohemia. 

PYRITE 

Pyrite is the disulphide of iron (F eS2 ) . It is brass 
yellow in color, has a metallic luster and a greenish black 
streak, and commonly crystallizes either in cubes or 
pyritohedrons. Pyrite is of no economic value as an iron 
ore, though it is used extensively in the manufacture of 
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sulphuric acid. It may be distinguished from marcasite 
(FeS2) by its crystal form, a.nd solubility in cold nitric 
acid1 

PYRRHOTITI!l 

Pyrrhotite is ferrous sulphide (FeS), with an excess 
of sulphur present in solid solution. Its composition 
may be expressed by the formula F eS(S)x. 

Pyrrhotite is bronze yellow in color, has a metallic 
luster, and a grayish-black streak. It may be distin­
guished from pyrite, which it somewhat resembles, by 
its inferior hardness, bronze color, and slightly magnetic 
properties. 

Pyrrhotite itself has no special uses except as a flux, 
though it may be valuable because of its associated min­
erals. 



DESCRIPTION OF THE IRON ORE DEPOSITS 
IN WASHINGTON 

STEVENS COUNTY. 

THE VALLEY DISTRICT 
Introducdon 

The Valley district is situated in the south central 
part of Stevens County. Topographically it consists of 
a relatively broad valley skirted on either side by low 
mountain ranges, which extend in a general north and 
south direction, and rise 2,000 or 3,000 feet above the 
intervening valleys. The two iron properties of the dis­
trict lie in the foot-hills of these mountains. They are 
both reached by wagon road from Valley, a town on the 
Great Northern Railway. 

Kill.er Property 

Location. This property is located about three miles 
east of Valley in section 20, T. 31 N., R. 41 E., at an 
elevation of 2,200 feet. The property consists of four 
claims : the Vigilant, Capitol, Climax, and Ninety-eight, 
all owned by Mike Kulzer of Valley. 

Description of rncks. The predominating rocks in 
the immediate vicinity of the deposits are dolomitic lime­
stones and argillites of probable Paleozoic age. These 
have been intruded by small masses of porphyry, which 

E. 

F10. 2.-Hypothetlcal cross section o f the Kulzer property, Stevens County, 
A. The prlnclpal ore body, showing Its occurrence and Its relation to the country rock. 
B. Prospect tunnel on Climax claim. C. Low grade Jlmonltlc Iron ore, formed through 
surllclal weathering of the basalt layer that lies immediately beneath the glacial drlft. 
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from their textural character and relation to enclosing 
limestones, appear to be apophyses or fingers extending 
out from a larger batholith beneath. The unaltered 
porphyry is composed essentially of large phenocrysts 
of glassy andesine feldspar embedded in a crystalline 
ground mass of feldspar, hornblende, augite, and olivine. 

The limestones and argillites dip to the west at an 
angle of 45 degrees. They are overlain uncomf ormably 
by a thin flow of basalt which in turn is masked by glacial 
drift. The age of the basalt is not definitely known, but 
it probably belongs to the Tertiary volcanics, which cover 
a large part of eastern Washington. In thin section this 
rock is seen to be made up of crystals of labradorite, 
olivine, augite, and magnetite embedded in a fine-grained 
to glassy ground mass stained by iron. 

Mimng development. A great deal of time and effort 
has been expended in doing development work on the 
Vigilant, Capitol, and Climax claims during the last 
thirty years. There are approximately fifteen explora­
tion tunnels on the three claims. These have been driven 
into the hill about the deposits in an endeavor to de­
termine their nature and extent. Work done on the 
Ninety-eight claim, which lies about a mile farther east, 
consists of open cuts and pits. 

The most extensive workings on the property are 
situated near the division line between the Vigilant and 
Capitol claims. There a tunnel has been driven almost 
due west into the mineralized zone, and from it drifts 
and stopes have been made. The ore taken from the 
mine consists of limonite intermixed with more or less 
hematite. A number of years ago this ore was mined 
and shipped to the smelter at Tacoma for a flux. Re­
cently the mine was operated for a few months, and the 
ore shipped to the Northwest Magnesite Company at 
Chewelah. When the property was visited, 20 or 30 tons 
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of ore lay in the bunkers and in the dumps, but all opera­
tions were suspended. 

Ore deposit. The ore bodies on the Capitol and Vigi­
lant claims are irregular in outline and show no clearly 
defined boundaries. The mineralized zone varies in 
width from a few feet to 30 feet or more, and extends 
intermittently along the strike, which is nearly north and 
south, for 500 feet. The ore is found in lumps and nodules 
in the decomposed porphyry, where that rock has suf­
fered intensive weathering or occurs as a replacement in 
the contiguous limestones; its extent apparently being 
dependent on the state of decomposition and size of the 
intrusive mass exposed at the surface. 

No concentrated bodies of ore worthy of note were 
observed on either the Climax or Ninety-eight claims. 

Possible origin of the iron 01·e. It has already been 
pointed out that the iron on the Vigilant and Capitol 
claims occurs within and adjacent to masses of intensely 
weathered porphyry. In places where the porphyry is 
fresh and unaltered there is no indication of iron ore. 
Even the underlying limestones retain their original 
white crystalline character. Where the stage of weather­
ing is advanced, however, the feldspars have been altered 
to kaolin, while the iron-bearing silicates have been con­
verted into new compounds, among which may be men­
tioned oxides, hydroxides, and carbonates. The iron min­
erals thus formed were largely segregated into residuary 
lumps and nodules of limonite and hematite that now 
appear irregularly distributed through the decomposed 
mass. Another portion of the iron, however, was taken 
into solution by carbonated surface waters and through 
that agency effected a partial or total replacement of 
adjacent and underlying limestones. 

The brown limonitic ore that occurs on the Climax 
and Ninety-eight claims has been formed either through 
surficial weathering of the thin layer of basalt, which 
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lies underneath the glacial drift, or from weathered and 
e:xf oliating boulders of the same material embedded in 
the drift itself. 

Economic aspect. The ore, not necessarily the aver­
age sample of the deposit, contains a fairly high per­
centage of metallic iron, the analyses showing from 41 to 
68 per cent Fe. The phosphorus content, however, is 
also high, ranging from 0.14 to 0.51 per cent P. This 
high phosphorus content would make it unsuitable for 
the acid processes of steel manufacture, but would be 
suitable in the basic open hearth process. 

A large portion of the exposed ore body has been 
removed- some 7,000 tons - and it is impossible to 
determine the amount left. This would probably not 
exceed two or three times the amount already removed, 
unless new bodies are discovered. 

Hill Property 

Location. This property is located in sections 17 and 
20, T. 31 N., R. 39 E., nine miles west of Valley, at an 
elevation of about 3,050 feet. The claim is known as the 
Iron Jack, and is owned by L. W. Hill of St. Paul, Min­
nesota. 

Description of rooks. Crystalline dolomite and seri­
citic argillite of probable Paleozoic age are the principal 
rocks exposed in the immediate vicinity of the deposit. 
The dolomite lies in a narrow belt, which extends across 
country for several miles in a northeast-southwest direc­
tion. It varies in texture from a fine grained to coarsely 
crystalline rock, and in color from nearly white to dark 
gray. The argillite is exposed three hundred feet east 
of the workings, where the beds were observed to dip 
toward and under the deposit, in a direction north 65 
degrees west, at an angle of 52 degrees. 

The only igneous rock found near the property was 
a dark green intrusive, which outcrops a few hundred feet 
to the northeast. 
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C. K. Leith1, who visited the deposit in 1904, speaks 
of '' a shaft 75 feet deep, from which have been thrown 
out fine dense hematite, coarse amphibolitic martite ore 
and gradations between the two; also green schistose 
rocks whose relations to the ore were not determined.'' 

Mining development. The most extensive develop­
ment work was done on the property eighteen or twenty 
years ago. The site of operations covers but a small 
area. Within this, however, one or two tunnels have 
been driven, and five or six shafts sunk to depths vary­
ing from 10 to 75 feet. Most of these workings are now 
fallen in, or are otherwise inaccessible, ·so 'the exact 
amount of work done cannot be described from field ex­
amination. Nevertheless, the large dumps about 'the 
scene of operation furnish ample evidence that past 
activity has been vigorous. More recently diamond dril­
ling was resorted to in a further effort to determine 
more definitely the extent of the deposit, but the re­
sul ts obtained through these later investigations are not 
known. 

Ore deposits. The ore body occurs within the dolo­
mite and near the contact of that rock with the westerly 
dipping beds of sericitic argillite. The shape and size 
of the deposit are not known. The ore minerals consist 
of hematite, magnetite, and martite. The hematite is 
deep red in color, has a dark red powder or streak, a 
high specific gravity (5.0) and embodies within it small 
grains of magnetite. The free magnetite is coarsely 
crystalline, occurring in well developed octahedral crys­
tals, which commonly show either the tendency to change, 
or the actual transformation from their original com­
position (Fe30 4) to that of hematite (F e20 3 ) . This 
pseudomorphous variety of hematite occurring as octa­
hedrons as a result of such an alteration is known as 

'Iron Ores of the Western United l:ltates and British Columbia, U. 
s. Geological Survey, Bull. 285, p, 195. 
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martite. In other words, martite is a mineral with the 
composition of hematite falsely appearing in the crystal 
form habitual to magnetite. The latter, however, may 
be readily distinguished from the former by virtue of 
its magnetic properties and black streak, the martite 
being very slightly or non-magnetic and having a red 
streak. More or less calcite is associated with the ore, 
especially with the martite. 

Possible or·igin, of the iron ore. Since the dilapidated 
condition of the workings forbade an underground ex­
amination of the deposit, the subject of origin is more 
or less difficult to discuss. On the other hand, the large 
dumps are a source of valuable material which furnish 
worthy clues as to the probable origin. A number of 
specimens of the ore and of the dolomite, which forms the 
wall rock, were secured. From a study of these the 
deposit appears to be largely a product resulting from 
metasomatic replacement of the highly metamorphosed 
and fractured dolomite by iron compounds. The criteria 
supporting such a conclusion are as follows: (1) dolo­
mite lends itself readily to such a replacement; ( 2) the 
ore specimens show an unbroken sequence of transi­
tional changes from nearly pure dolomite to dense red 
hematite; (3) the hematite reveals clearly the structure 
and to a lesser extent the textural character of the or­
iginal dolomite. 

The source of the iron solutions is a matter of specu­
lation, but they probably originated from vapors and 
solutions given off by one of the still unexposed intrusives 
which are knovro to cut the metamorphic series in that 
locality and are exposed elsewhere. The magnetite was 
probably formed in fissures by the same solutions, thus 
accounting for its well developed and idiomorphic crys­
talline character. Subsequent oxidation of the magnet­
ite to the composition of hematite without involving any 
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crystal modification accounts for the presence of the 
martite found there. 

Economic aspect. The ore is of excellent grade, prob­
ably of the best quality in the state, the analysis of a 
specimen showing it to contain 68 per cent metallic iron 
and only 0.024 per cent phosphorus. Since the under­
ground workings were not accessible, the ore body could 
not be examined. The only ore present was that on the 
dump, which amounted to less than a thousand tons. 

THE DEER TRAIL DISTRICT 

In trod octlon 

The Deer Trail district is situated in the southwestern 
part of Stevens County. It lies in the foothill region 
along the western slope of the south half of the Huckle­
berry Range. The nearest railroad station is at Spring­
dale, a town on the Great Northern Railway on the east 
side of the Huckleberry divide, about 25 miles distant. 

Rend Property 

Location. This property is located in the north half 
of section 14, T. 30 N., R. 37 E., four miles east of 
Hunters. The property consists of three claims - the 
Read, J ennie E., and Iron Cliff-all of which are owned 
by J. C. Read of Hunters. 

Desc1·iption of rocks. The rocks occurring on the 
property are principally granite and limestone. The 
granite appears to be a portion of a batholithic intrusion 
into what is often designated as the old Paleozoic series, 
which subsequent erosion has exposed. It is a dark, 
granular, holocrystalline rock, composed chiefly of feld­
spar, quartz, biotite, and hornblende. 

A thin section of the granite studied under the micro­
scope shows it to be composed of orthoclase, plagioclase, 
quartz, biotite, hornblende, magnetite, and the mino1~ 
accessory minerals, such as titanite and apatite. Ortho­
clase is the principal feldspar, though microcline and 
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other plagioclase minerals are common. Quartz is not 
abundant. Biotite is the most prominent accessory min­
eral though hornblende is also important. The magnet­
ite is abundant and generally occurs within and around 
the crystals of hornblende. 

The limestone varies in color from pure white to gray 
and occurs as well crystallized marble near the contact 
with the granite. 
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FIO. 3.-Sketch plan or the Read claims, near Hunte rs, Stevens County. 

111.ining development. The property has been de­
veloped by the sinking of four shafts, three of which are 
each 50 feet long, and one 20 feet long. A tunnel 56 feet 
long has also been driven. At the time the property 
was visited only a small quantity of ore lay on the dumps 
about these workings. Owing to the remote location of 
the deposit with respect to transportation facilities, no 
active mining operations have ever been attempted. A 
few tons of ore taken from the property are said to have 
been smelted in a small furnace which was erected at 
Fruitland a number of years ago. 

Ore deposit. The ore body occurs in the limestone 
along the plane of contact between that rock and the 
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intrusive granite. It appears roughly tabular in shape 
and dips north 15 degrees west at an angle of 80 degrees. 
Its strike is north 75 degrees east. The mineralized 
zone may be followed along the contact for a distance of 
3,000 feet. Its width varies from a few inches to 50 
feet or more. 

Magnetite is the principal mineral present. Where 
it is exposed at the surface it is coarsely granular in 

FIG. 4.-Rypothetlcal cross section or the Read property, near Hunters, Stevens 
County, showing the occurrence or magnetite in limestone a long the contact with an 
intrusive granite. 

character, with an earthy white siliceous material, to­
gether with a little carbonate of calcium and magnesium, 
filling the interstices between the grains. The magnet­
ite at lower levels, however, is compact, hard, and stony, 
and contains a considerable amount of chalcopyrite. It 
is said that assays made of samples taken from the deeper 
shafts yield values in gold and silver. Minerals found 
associated with the magnetite other than those already 
mentioned are wollastonite, tremolite, quartz, and some 
:fluorite. 

Possible origin of the iron ore. The occurrence of 
the ore body along the contact between the limestone and 
intrusive granite, the highly crystalline and metamor-
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phosed condition of the limestone adjacent to this zone, 
and the character of the minerals present in the deposit, 
indicate that the magnetite is a product of contact met­
amorphism. 

Economic aspect. An analysis of a specimen of this 
ore shows it to contain about 60 per cent metallic iron 
and 0.07 per cent phosphorus, and a trace of titanium. 
Although this specimen contains 0.048 per cent sulphur, 
the ore body as a whole will undoubtedly contain a large 
quantity of sulphur, for there are sulphide minerals 
(pyrite and chalcopyrite) scattered through the ore body. 
Although these amounts of undesirable impurities are 
high, they would not prohibit the use of the ore in making 
iron and steel. It is impossible to state the probable 
amount of iron ore in this deposit, because it has not 
been prospected to any extent for iron ore. There may 
possibly be as much as 500,000 tons of ore in the deposit, 
judging from its size and from the character of the ore 
body. The pure limestone next to it might give to it 
local value if the limestone were used as a flux. 

THE CLUGSTON CREEK DISTRICT 

The Clugston Creek district is situated about 12 miles 
north and a little east of Colville, the county seat of 
Stevens County, though by wagon road it is three or 
four miles farther. The iron properties are located in 
sections 11, 23, and 24, T. 37 N., R. 39 E. The nearest 
railroad station is at Colville on the Great Northern 
Railway. 

The country rock exposed over most of the district 
consists of argillite and limestone, which are members 
of the metamorphic series common to northeastern 
Washington. The iron ore, which is a brown limonite, 
occurs in veins, seams, and irregular masses in the lime­
stone. No development work has been done in recent 
years to explore any of the iron prospects. 



Iron Ores, Fuels OJnd Fluxes of Washington 47 

Dr. S. Shedd 1, who visited the district in 1900, de­
scribes the conditions on section 11 as follows: "The 
country rock in this district is a limestone and the iron 
ore seems to occur in masses, and not in a continuous 
vein, in the limestone and varies from well concentrated 
iron ore to limestone with very little iron ore in it. Two 
tunnels have been run on one of these properties, and at 
the end of the lower tunnel a shaft 60 feet deep has been 
sunk, so that a depth of 100 to 120 feet has been reached 
on this property. In the upper tunnel considerable ore 
was found, but in the lower one and in the shaft no ore 
was found. The ore in this district from present indica­
tions, so far as I was able to judge, is of very limited 
extent." 

In sections 23 and 24 is a group of claims known as 
the Chloride Queen. Limonite veins occur here in a 
limestone formation, which are said to carry values in 
lead and silver. During the early exploration days of 
the district a few hundred tons of the limonite ore were 
mined and shipped to the smelter then located at Colville. 
The deposits, however, are not extensive. 

Economic aspect. According to the analyses, which 
were made in 1900, the content of metallic iroi;i. is about 
50 to 56 per cent in the specimens collected. The phos­
phorus percentage is high-about 0.3 per cent. It was 
not possible to determine the true quantity of the ore 
present, because of the dilapidated condition of the 
workings. According to Shedd 's report (previously 
quoted) the ore of this district is probably of very limited 
extent. 

THE DEEP LAKE DISTRICT 

ln troduc:tl on 

The Deep Lake district is situated in a mountainous 
region in the northeastern part of Stevens County. 

'The Iron Ores of Washington, Wash. Geol. Surv., Ann Rept., Vol. 1, 
(1901), p, 253. 



48 Bulletvn No. 27, Division of Geology 

From comparatively narrow valleys, the mountains 
ascend abruptly to altitudes of approximately 4,000 feet. 
Thus the difference in elevation between drainage lines 
and the crests of the divides is 1,500 to 2,000 feet. The 
reason for this pronounced relief may be traced origi­
nally to the mountain-making disturbances which in this 
locality have caused intense folding, faulting, and met­
amo1·phism of sediments that are considered by some to 
be of Paleozoic age. 

Moreover, these formations were invaded at about 
the same time by a granitic magma, which probably in­
tensified the metamorphic reactions and induced more 
extensive faulting. The intrusive granite has since been 
uncovered over an area of several square miles in the 
south part of the district. Granite of similar character 
and of the same relative age is widely distributed over 
the whole county, which suggests that these exposures 
are the more sur:ficial protuberances of a great underly­
ing batholith that erosion is slowly bringing to the sur­
face. Hence the present topography bears record of the 
work done by these foregoing forces, even though it is 
now profoundly modified and altered through subsequent 
erosion by stream and glacier. 

The district embraces two iron properties, one, half 
a mile southwest of Deep Lake, the other, three-fourths 
of a mile northeast. Both are accessible by wagon road 
from either Northport or Boundary, towns situated on 
the Great N ortbern Railway. 

Bechtol Property 

Location. This property is located in section 27, T. 
39 N., R. 41 E., about twelve miles south of Boundary, 
at an elevation of 2,850 feet. The property consists of 
one claim, the Idler, which is owned by David Bechtol of 
Lead point. 
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Description of rncks. The 1·ocks in the vicinity of the 
claim are limestone, argillite, and granite. The lime­
stone is the country rock in which the iron occurs. It 
is fine grained, light to bluish gray in color, and belongs 
to the metamorphic series, which has been intensely 
folded, crumpled, and fractured in this region. In the 
locality of the deposit, the beds dip steeply. Although 
no igneous rocks were observed near the deposit, granite 
occurs a short distance to the southwest. This granite is 
a portion of that which invaded the old sedimentary for­
mations, and was probably instrumental in inducing cer­
tain phases of metamorphism and mineralization within 
the region. 

Mining develop'flient. The development work on the 
property consists of two tunnels and two or three open 
cuts. At each of these workings some ore has been mined, 
the amount varying from 30 to 100 tons. In some in­
stances boulders of solid limonite weighing half a ton 
or more have been broken out. For the most part, how­
ever, the ore bas not been separated from the country 
rock. 

Ore deposit. The ore body, which consists of porous 
brown limoni te, belongs to the vein type, and occurs be­
tween wall rocks of dolomitic limestone. It dips at an 
angle of 80 degrees, south 30 degrees west, while its 
direction of strike is north 60 degrees west. The width 
of the vein is far from uniform. Measurements taken at 
intervals along the outcrop and at cross-cuts showed it 
to be six, eight, and twenty-five feet wide, respectively, 
with a maximum width of fifty feet. The outcrop was 
followed up the slope of the hill for a thousand feet. 

Possible origin of the iron ore. The limonite is in 
all probability a surface leached product, which may 
change in character at depth and grade either into sul­
phides or siderite and limestone. Some sulphide weath-

-• 
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ering appears on one or two of the dumps and sulphides 
were found in the back of one of the tunnels, but it is 
not known whether or not they are related to the origin 
of the ore. 

Although limonite frequently occurs as gossan, a 
product resulting from the weathering of sulphide veins, 
it appears more likely in this case that it has been formed 
through the weathering of siderite. This carbonate is 
an important rock forming mineral, and is commonly 
associated with the carbonates of calcium and magne­
sium, the two principal constituents of the limestone wall 
rocks. Iron bicarbonate, which is a soluble compound 
formed in solutions where an excess of carbon dioxide 
is present, has the capacity of replacing lime carbonate. 

Through such a process limestone may be eventually 
changed into siderite, which in turn breaks down through 
a simple oxidation and hydration process into the more 
stable compound, limonite. This latter transformation 
is accompanied by a contraction in volume of approxi­
mately 27 per cent1, which would account for the marked 
porosity of the ore. 

Moreover, the Bechtol deposit is similar in mineral 
content and occurrence ( with exception of the few sul­
phides noted) to the deposit on the Thompson property 
just northeast of Deep Lake, where with better exposures 
the conclusion was reached that the limonite is a product 
of oxidation and hydration of veins of iron carbonate. 

Economic aspect. The ore of this property is some­
what similar to that of the Ernest Thompson property. 
The ore on the dumps amounted to approximately 300 
tons. Judging from the extent and character of the ore 
body, there is probably as much as twenty thousand tons 
of ore in the deposit, although it is possible that several 
times that amount may be present. 

1F. W. Clarke; Data of Geochemistry, U. S. Geol. Survey. Bull. 695, 
(1920), p. 574. 
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Thomp8011 Property 

Location. This property is located in section 23, T. 
39 N., R. 41 E., at an elevation of 3,075 feet. It is sit­
uated on the west slope of the mountain three-fourths 
of a mile northeast of Deep Lake. A trail from near the 
upper end of the lake leads to the property. The nearest 
railroad point is Boundary, a station on the Great 

Llme&'tone 

F10. 5.-Hypothetlcal section or the Thompson property, near Deep Lake. Stevens 
County. showing the relation of the vein to the country .rock and the gradation of the 
residual Jlmonlte body to Iron carbonate beneath It. 

Northern Railway, twelve miles north of Deep Lake. 
There are four claims-Iron Slope, Iron Tunnel, I ron 
State, and Iron Farm-all owned by Ernest Thompson 
of Leadpoint. 

Description of 1·ocks. The only rock in the immediate 
vicinity of the deposit is a dolomitic limestone. This 
belongs to the old meta.morphics, and like all members 
of this series, has been intensely folded and fractured. 
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It is moderately :fine-grained and varies from white to 
blue or blue mottled in color. The beds dip to the west 
at an angle of about 60 degrees, and are cut by numerous 
veinlets of calcite and stringers of limonite. The in­
trusive granite, which has been described above, is ex­
posed a short distance south of the deposit and is the 
only igneous rock that was observed. 

Mining development. While no active mining has 
been done on the property, a considerable amount of 
energy has been expended in doing prospecting and ex­
plo1·ative work. Twenty or more pits have been opened 
at intervals along the outcrop of the vein in such a man­
ner as to cross-cut it and thus determine its width. In 
most instances these operations involved no more effort 
than that necessary to remove the overburden and un­
cover the vein. Only small quantities of ore were thrown 
out of any of them. The most extensive workings are 
situated near the north end of the Iron Tunnel Claim. 
There a tunnel has been driven into the hill for 85 or 90 
feet, from which drifts were developed and a shallow 
shaft sunk into the ore body. From these workings 
several hundred tons of ore have been broken out, and 
now lie on the dump. 

Ore deposits. The iron ore on the proper ty is 
practically all porous brown limonite, though goethite 
(Fe20 3.H20) is also common. A little pulverulent red 
hematite, or probably the mineral turgite (2Fe20 3.H20), 
was noted at a few points, but it is rare. The ore body 
is a vein deposit, and occurs between wall rocks of dolo­
mitic limestone, which dip to the west at an angle of 60 
degrees. The limonite vein cuts across the bedding planes 
of the limestone, and dips toward the east. An observa­
tion taken inside the tunnel showed the strike of the vein 
to be approximately north and south, and the angle of 
dip to be 38 degrees. This angle appeared to be consid­
erably greater at several other points. The total length 
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of the main vein is about 1,800 feet. From an outcrop 
near the center of the Iron Tunnel Claim, to a point 800 
feet north, the vein is continuous and averages about 30 
feet in width. There it pinches out, but reappears again 
on the face of a prominent cliff 500 feet to the north, 
where the exposure is 15 feet wide. From the cliff the 
vein is fairly continuous for 1,000 feet farther north, 
and averages 10 feet in width. Near the site where the 
tunnel has been opened, a spur branches off from the 
main lead in a northeasterly direction. It attains a maxi­
mum width of 20 feet, but extends for only a short dis­
tance. On the Iron Slope Claim there are several narrow 
veins, which average in width only two or three feet. 

Possible origin of the iron ore. The ore occurs in a 
similar way to that on the Bechtol property about a mile 
and a half southwest, and was probably concentrated in 
the same way. The ore is largely a porous brown limo­
nite, with many of the pores and cavaties lined with a 
shiny black stalactitic variety of the same mineral, or 
coated with white calcium carbonate. Goethite is prom­
inent locally, and may be fairly extensive. The wall 
rocks have been badly shattered, and the fracture lines 
are now occupied by the veins · of limonite. It seems 
highly probable that the veins represent the courses pur­
sued by mineralized solutions, which followed the natural 
laws governing chemical deposition and replacement. 
The source of the solutions is a matter of speculation, 
but it does ·not seen unlikely that they may have orig­
inated directly or indirectly from the granite intrusion, 
which is exposed a short distance south of the deposit. 
The owner states that assays made of the ore showed it 
to carry 9 ounces of silver and traces of zinc and lead. 
No sulphides were observed, however. 

From its texture the limonite appears to be a sur­
face leached product, and evidence of its original char­
acter was found where the vein is exposed on the cliff. 
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An upper zone of limonite 15 or 20 feet in depth graded 
below into siderite and limestone. Siderite (iron car­
bonate) is an important 1·ock-forming mineral, and is 
commonly associated with dolomitic limestones because 
of the isomorphous relationship of the carbonates of iron, 
calcium, and magnesium, which makes any degree of mix­
ture of the three possible in the same crystal. In conse­
quence of this similarity, if dolomitic limestones, such as 
those which form the wall rocks, are invaded for a suffi­
cient length of time by carbonated iron solutions, they 
may eventually be changed to iron caTbonate, which, 
when subjected to suTface oxidation, is converted into the 
more stable compound, limonite. This latter transforma­
tion is accompanied by a conh·action in volume of ap­
proximately 27 per cent, which would account for the 
porous textuTe of the ore. 

The sample of ore analyzed by Prof. R. P . Cope was 
collected at the tunnel, but is probably considerably above 
the average of mine run ore. The high metallic iron con­
tent shown in the analysis is due to a large amount of 
goethite having been present with the limonite. 

E conomic a-spect. The analysis of a specimen of an 
especially good grade or' the ore shows it to contain nearly 
60 per cent metallic iron, 0.048 per cent phosphorus, and 
0.006 per cent sulphUl'. In places, it will probably show 
higher percentages of sulphur than this specimen indi­
cates. The fact that the ore occurs with limestone is 
rather in favor of its usability. There is doubtless a 
total of at least 50 thousand tons of ore exposed in all 
the properties, although there is a possibility of several 
times that amount being present underground. The 
writers are of the opinion, however, that, owing to the 
character of the deposit, the ore will not be found at a 
very great depth from the surface. 
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THE ORIENT DISTRICT 

Nnpoleon 1'llne, 

Location. The Napoleon mine is located in the north­
west quarter of section 3, T. 37 N., R. 37 E., at an eleva­
tion of about 2,500 feet. The nearest railroad point is 
Boyds, a station on the Great Northern Railway, about 
172 miles distant. A wagon road has been built to the 
property from the main highway along the Kettle river. 

Description of r.ocks. The rocks exposed in the vicin­
ity of the mine are argillite and amphibolite, which have 
been intruded by monzonite porphyry. The argillite has 
been correlated by Charles E . Weaver1 with the Stevens 
series and is designated by him as being of Paleozoic 
age. The amphibolite occupies a belt several hundred 
feet wide and is the ore-bearing phase. The monzonite 
porphyry occurs as dikes, and is thought to have been 
instrumental in causing the mineralization. 

Mining development. The mine workings consist prin­
cipally of three main tunnels and a large glory hole or 
quarry, all of which are said to be connected one with 
another by means of stopes and raises. An aerial tram­
way, now dismantled, was used to transport the ore to 
the railroad siding near the river. 

Ore body and possible origin of the ore. The ore min­
erals are pyrite, pyrrhotite, and magnetite, together with 
small quantities of chalcopyrite, with which are associ­
ated irregular patches of garnet. In the upper zones 
limonite occurs, as an oxidation product. Howland Ban­
croft2, who made a rather complete survey of the prop­
erty in 1910 when operations were in progress, describes 
the ore body and its possible origin as follows: "The 
general trend of the ore body, like that of the main mass 

1The MJ_neral Resources of Stevens County, Wash. Geo!. Survey, 
Bull. 20, (1920). 

'The ore deposits o f northeastern Washington, U. S. Geo!. Survey, 
Bull. 550, (1914), p. 91. 



56 Bulletin No. 27, Division of Geology 

of amphibolite, is east and west. As developed by under­
ground workings, the mineralized zone is approximately 
60 feet wide and 300 feet long. The vertical distance 
from the top of the glory hole to the main level is· 250 
feet, but the extent of the ore body below this level has 
not yet been definitely determined. A large 
part of the ore body above level No. 1 has already been 
stoped out. 

"The run of mine ore is said to contain approxi­
mately 33 per cent iron, 12 per cent sulphur, 10 per cent 
lime, 30 per cent silica, 0.3 per cent copper, a trace of sil­
ver, and from 0.05 to 0.10 ounce of gold to the ton. 

"The intimate association of the ores with amphibol­
ite and especially the presence of garnet in the ores point 
to contact metamorphic action, and it is thought that 
the ore may have been deposited by solutions accompany­
ing or following the intrusion of the monzonite por­
phyry." 

Economic aspect. The ore of this property is largely 
an iron sulphide and can hardly be considered an iron 
ore for use in making iron and steel. In the past it has 
been used as a flux in the smelter at Greenwood, B. C. 

ANALYSES OF IRON ORES FROM STEVENS COUNTY 

A,·E. Analyses by S. Shedd; Iron Ores of Washington, Wash. Geol. 
Survey, Ann. Rept., vol. 1, (1901). 

CLUGSTON CREEK DISTRICT 

Au A,. Iron ore from I. X. L. mine, Sec. 11, T. 39 N., R. 37 E., Colvllle. 

VALLEY DISTRICT 

B,, B,. Iron ore from Silver King mine, Valley. 
C. Iron ore from Vigilant mine, Valley. 
D. Iron ore from Capitol mine, Valley. 
E . Iron ore from Mineral Point. 

F,, F 2• Iron ore from Capitol mines, Valley. Collected by S. B. Coon, 
reported by W. H. Whittier; An Investigation of the Iron 
Resources of the Northwest, Bureau Industria l Research, 
Bull. 2, U. of W., (1917). 
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G. Specimen of hematite and limonite from Kulzer property, Cap­
itol mine, Sec. 20, T. 31 N., R. 41 E . H. H. Cooper, 
collector. Analysis by Prof. R. P. Cope, State College of 
Washington, (1922) . 

H. Specimen of hematite from Hill property, west of Valley, Sec. 
17, T. 3 N., R. 39 E. H. H. Cooper, collector. R. P. Cope, 
analyst, (1922). 

DEER TRAIL DISTRICT 

I. Specimen of magnetite from Read property, near Hunters, Sec. 
14, T. 30 N., R. 37 E. H. H. Cooper, collector. R. P. Cope, 
analyst, ( 1922). 

DEEP LAKE DISTRICT 

J. Specimen of limonite and goethite from Ernest Thompson prop­
erty, Sec. 23, T. 39 N., R. 41 E. J enkins and Cooper, col­
lectors. R. P. Cope, analyst, (1922). 

Ao n. 0 D E ---------- -1~-------------
Iron (Fe) ....... •.. . .........•.... 56.58 50.48 67.50 68.10 59.111 58.58 50.05 
smca (Sf02)..... ...... . ..... .. ... 4.49 14.00 1.00 1.12 s.so 3.54 10.12 
Alumina (AhOo). .... ............ 2.00 2.48 ... ..... ........ 1.85 3.18 17.23 
Manganese (Mn) ... .. ....................... .. ............................ ... ..... ...... . 
Phosphorus (P)... ... . . .. .. . . . . . . 0.81 o.30 . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . O.S6 0.51 0.20 
Sulphur (S). . . .. . . . ..... . . .. . . . . . 0.32 0.32 0.38 0.25 0.33 0.21 0.42 
TltanlUD'.l clJoxlde (TIOs) ................................................................ . 

Fo G R r J 
-------------1------ ------------
Iron (Fe) ...... . .. . ........................ 41.70 ol.50 53.56 68.57 60.40 59.99 
Silica (SI02) .............. . . ............... 10.30 10.80 8.45 1.69 3.23 2.83 

fi~::ei~},~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::: "0:37·· "'o:i9" :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: 
PhosJ)boras (P). •. .... .. .. ..... . .... .. •. . . O.ll7 0.116 O.l4 0.024 O.IY1 O.OtS 
Sulphur (S)... .. ................... .. . . .. . Tr. Tr. 0.004 0.006 0.048 0.023 
Tltao!UD'.l diox:lde (TIO,)................. 0.25 o.so . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. Tr. . ...... . 

FERRY COUNTY 

THE BELCHER MINING DISTRICT 

Introduction 

The Belcher mining district lies some 20 miles north 
of the center of F erry County. There are no towns 
within the boundaries of the district, so either Curlew 
or Republic is depended upon as a base of supplies. The 
iron proper ties within the district are situated on 
Belcher and Cooke mountains at an elevation of about 
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4,650 feet and approximately 10 miles northeast of Re­
public. The Great Northern Railway passes within 5 
miles of the properties, but the nearest distance to it by 
wagon road is 7 or 8 miles. 

Copper Key Mlne 

The country rock in the vicinity of the Copper Key 
mine, which is located on the west slope, and near the 
summit of Belcher Mountain, consists of limestone, dolo­
mite, calcareous shales, and slates, which dip at an angle 
of 15 to 30 degrees to the southwest. This sedimentary 
series has been intruded in a number of places by a mon­
zonite porphyry which has been instrumental in causing 
more or less contact metamorphism in contiguous strata. 

Howland Bancroft1, who spent some time on the 
property in July, 1910, describes the ore body and its 
occurrence as follows : '' As exposed by the workings 
on the Copper Key, the ore bodies represent an irregular 
replacement of limestone or dolomite by pyrite, pyrrho­
tite, and magnetite with some chalcopyrite. They follow 
tbe general trend of the strata which they replace, and 
locally they lie directly above or beneath the intrusive 
porphyry. . . . As a large quantity of magnetite is 
present in the ore body, and as in places it is remarkably 
free from pyrite and pyrrhotite, it may possibly be of 
economic importance. 

'' The general relations existing in this mine point to 
the conclusion that one or more intrusive sheets of mon­
zonite porphyry have invaded the sedimentary 1·ocks in 
a direction approximately parallel to their bedding 
planes-that is, striking northwest and dipping 15 to 30 
degrees, or perhaps more, to the southwest. On each side 
of the intrusive body the strata have been replaced to a 
greater or lesser extent by ore-bearing solutions that 

'OP Cit. p. 174. 
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accompanied or followed the intrusion. The replacement 
was irregular, being much more pronounced in the lime­
stone or dolomite than in the other sediments.'' 

Oversig h t Mine 

About half a mile south of the Copper Key mine 
on the southeast side of Cooke Mountain lies the Over­
sight group of claims. The, ore occurs as a replacement 
deposit in dolomitic limestone, under conditions very 
similar to those described under the Copper Key. The 
replacement minerals developed, that constitute the ore 
body, are chiefly pyrite, pyrrhotite, and magnetite, with 
a smaller amount of chalcopyrite. The ores carry low 
values in gold. 

Belcher Mine 

The Belcher mine is located about a mile north north­
east of the Copper Key, near the top of the northern part 
of Belcher Mountain. The rocks exposed are a continua­
tion of those which occur near the Copper Key and Over­
sight properties, though the crystalline limestones and 
dolomites are more in evidence. Monzonite porphyry is 
likewise present in the form of intrusive dikes which 
measure from a few feet to several hundred feet in thick­
ness. Howland Bancroft1 discusses the nature of the ore 
body and the possible origin of the ores as follows : '' The 
Belcher deposits have many characteristics in common 
with those of the Copper Key, both representing irregular 
replacements in limestone and dolomite. The sulphide 
ore in the Belcher mine is chiefly pyrite, and magnetite 
is not so prominent as in the Copper Key. Associated 
with the ores are garnet, epidote, and tremolite, of con­
tact-metamorphic origin. The outcrops of the deposits 
are very similar, being composed mainly of limonite. 
On the No. 2 level a drift follows an ore body for about 
75 feet--40 feet through solid ore and 35 feet through 
more or less replaced country rock. The replaced 

'Op. Cit . p. 178. 
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stratum has been shown to be at least 20 feet thick and 
may be thicker. On the No. 3 level ore is exposed beyond 
a small winze on the north. It is more or less irregular 
except near the place where the incline has been sunk 
below No. 3 level. This incline is reported to be in ore, 
some of which is said to contain 4 per cent of copper. 
As the incline was full of water when visited, it was 
inaccessible. Not enough work has been done on this 
ore body to determine its size. In fact, the developments 
show in only a very poor way the relation of the ore 
deposits to the rocks on each side. To judge from the 
exposures and outcrop on the surface, the deposit should 
be from 5 to 20 feet thick and should extend downward 
along the dip plane for some distance. The length along 
the strike has not been determined. 

"Here, as in the Oversight and Copper Key prop­
erties, the deposition of the ores is thought to have ac­
companied or followed the intrusion of the monzonite 
porphyi·y, and the ores are clearly of contact-metamor­
phic origin. The formation of large quantities of pyi·ite, 
with pyi·rhotite in minor quantities, is indicative of an 
abundance of sulphur, so that the iron present could com­
bine with sulphur to form FeS2, rather than FenSn+h 
as in the Oversight and Copper Key deposits. The ab­
sence of a high percentage of magnetite in the Belcher 
area substantiates this view when it is considered that 
magnetite forms a large part of the ore bodies in the 
Oversight and Copper Key, where pyrite is about equally 
prominent and pyrrhotite forms a considerable part of 
the ore." 

Economic aspect. Most of the deposits of this district 
contain large quantities of sulphides. Some of the ore 
bodies of the Copper Key mine, according to Bancroft 
(previously quoted), may prove to be of economic value, 
because of their freedom from sulphides. 
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ANALYSES OF IRON ORE FROM BELCHER DISTRICT, 
FERRY COUNTY 

A, B. Analyses of samples of Iron ore. Howland Bancroft; The Ore 
Deposits of Northeastern Washington, U. S. Geo!. Survey, 
Bull. 550, (1914) . 

A. Analysis of iron ore from Wander claim, Oversight group. J. G. 
Fairchild, analyst. 

B. Analysis of iron ore from Copper Key mine. J. G. Fairchild, 
analyst. 

A B 

fi8~a <ft?o~j:: :: :: : :: : : : : : : : : : : ::::::: ::: :: : : : : : : : : :: : : :: : : : : : : :: :: : : : : :: : : : . ~:~:. · 6g:~ 
Limo (OBO) .................................... . ..................... . ...... H.71 6.78 
Magnesia (MgO)................................... .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12.01 1.10 
Phosphorus pentox:lde (P:Oo).. ........ .... .. ... .. .. .. .. ... . . . . ... .... ... . . 0.164 0.164. 
Sulphur ($)......... .. .. . . .. . . . . .. .. . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 .90 o.os 
Ar!l(lofc (As). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . Nooe None 

OKANOGAN COUNTY 

THE MYERS CREEK DISTRICT 

1utroductfon 

The Myers Creek district is situated in the north­
eastern part of Okanogan County. It is divided by 
Myers Creek, the central drainage line of the area, into 
two dissimilar topographic divisions. The western part 
is a moderately low rolling country with comparatively 
broad open valleys ; while that to the east is much higher 
and more broken, with some deep ravines and gorges. 
Buckhorn Mountain, in the eastern division, rises nearly 
3,000 feet above the level of the valley and attains an 
elevation at its summit of 5,580 feet. The two iron prop­
erties located within the district are both situated on 
the slope of Buckhorn Mountain. The nearest railroad 
point is on the Great Northern Railway at Chesaw Spur, 
near Myncaster, B. C. 

N eutral-Astec Property 

L ocation. This property is located on the north slope 
of Buckhorn Mountain, in sections 13 and 24, T. 40 N., 
R. 30 E., at an elevation of 4,800 feet. In an air line 
it is three miles east northeast of the town of Chesaw, 
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though five miles by wagon road. The distance to Che­
saw Spur, the nearest railroad point, is five miles. The 
iron property comprises two claims, the Neutral and the 
Aztec, which are owned by James S. Grant and William 
Fahsbender of Chesaw. 

Description of rocks. The rocks exposed at the sur­
face are quartz-bearing hornblende syenite, and the con­
tact metamorphics locally known as "garnet rock" and 
'' epidote rock.'' Limestone and calcareous shales are 
exposed farther west. 

The quartz-bearing hornblende syenite is exposed 
over an area of about four square miles on the north, 
northeast and east sides of Buckhorn Mountain. This 
rock occurs in the form of an irregular shaped bath­
olith, which is intrusive in the older metamorphic series. 
Umpleby1 has correlated it provisionally with the Meso­
zoic intrusion. It is a bluish gray medium-grained rock 
composed principally of feldspar and hornblende with 
occasional grains of quartz. 

"Epidote rock" and "garnet rock" are local terms 
applied to the metamorphic rocks occurring in the con­
tact zone. The name applied depends upon whether 
epidote or garnet is the preponderant rock-forming min­
eral. These alteration products are generally fine 
grained, and in most cases effervesce freely in dilute 
hydrochloric acid due to the matrix of calcite in which the 
crystals and crystalline grains of epidote and garnet are 
embedded. Actinolite is also present, occurring in long 
dark-green prismatic crystals, together with more or less 
of the lighter colored tremolite. Other minerals which 
have been identified that occui· associated with those men­
tioned above, other than metallic minerals, are diopside, 
quartz, and titanite. 

'Joseph B. Umpleby; Geology and Ore Deposits ot the Myers Creek 
Mining District, Wash. Geol. Survey, Bull. 5, (1911), p. 23. 



CANA.Q.~ UN IT E O STAT~ E,,,..,, __ 

J o i) c ree/r 

6 5 4 2 6 

12 7 

18 18 

19 2 2 23 9 

29 28 27 26 30 

cr~eJ< 

31 32 33 34 36 31 

T. 40N 

FIG. 6.-Jl,[ap of t he Mye1·s C1·eclt m inln,!' district. northeai.t ern Olmnogan County, showing the location o( claims. The Grant ,.tnd N eutral claims lie prin-
cipally in section 24. (Oont,r lbntell by .J. l\1 . Por ter.) 



Iron 01·es, Fuels and Fluxes of Washington 63 

Mining development. Three tunnels have been opened 
on the property about the deposit on the Neutral claim, 
but they were largely for exploration of copper values, 
and are of only incidental interest with respect to the 
iron. The magnetite ore body has been worked prin­
cipally by means of open cut mines, since the ore lies 
at the surface with only a thin overburden to be stripped 
off. During the war period and in the two years imme­
diately following, 8,000 tons of ore are said to have been 
taken from these open cuts and shipped to the North­
west Magnesite Co. at Chewelah. 

A number of years ago the property was prospected 
by the British Columbia Copper Mining Co. It was 
their intention to use the magnetite as a flux, and to re­
cover sufficient precious metal to pay mining and trans­
portation costs. Assays made, however, showed the ore 
to carry values of only 80 and 85 cents in gold, so the 
project was abandoned. 

No active iron mining has been done on the Aztec 
claim. The property has a tunnel 80 feet long which is 
largely in magnetite, with pyrite and chalcopyrite inter­
mixed. Two diamond drill holes have been sunk. One, 
sunk near the top of Buckhorn Mountain to a depth of 112 
feet, showed traces of gold, 0.7 to 0.9 ounces of silver, 
and 0.2 to 4.3 per cent of copper. 

01·e deposit. The ore bodies on the property are ir­
regularly shaped lenticular masses of magnetite which 
are enclosed in the zone of metamorphic rocks that lie 
along the plane of contact in those localities where lime­
stones or calcareous shales have been invaded by the 
hornblende syenite. The largest body observed occurs 
on the Neutral claim, and measures 400 feet long by 50 
to 100 feet wide. The difference in surface elevation 
between points at either end of the deposit is more than 
200 feet. Associated with the magnetite is pyrite, to­
gether with a little pyrrhotite and chalcopyrite. Smaller 
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outcrops occur along the trail farther west, and similar 
bodies with indefinite outline and unknown extent have 
been prospected along the contact metamorphic zone in 
a number of places in sections 13, 24, and 35, T. 40 N., R. 
30 E. 

Possible origin of iron ore. The genesis of the mag­
netite is pretty clearly defined. Its occurrence within the 
metamorphosed limestone along the contact with the in­
trusive hornblende syenite and its association with min­
erals that are peculiar to contact metamorphic deposits 
both indicate that it belongs to this type. Moreover, the 
irregular shape of the lenses and bunches of the ore are 
themselves characteristic. The minerals that occur are 
those which are typical of such deposits according to 
the best authorities. Those noted, and arranged in quan­
titative importance as nearly as observations permit, 
are garnet, epidote, actinolite, tremolite, diopside, and 
titanite. 

It is a well known fact that when a magma migrates 
to the upper crust of the earth, and cools there, it always 
produces a greater or lesser change in the rocks with 
which it comes in contact. 'l'he character and intensity 
of the alteration depends, however, on the composition 
of the magma, its size, the depth from which it has 
migrated, and the nature of the rocks that are invaded. 

It is obvious that an acidic (siliceous) magma will 
behave differently from one of basic character, and that 
a large igneous mass is more likely to produce more ex­
tensive metamorphic reactions than a small one. The 
depth from which a magma has migrated is important 
from the standpoint that the incident relief of pressure 
due to the decreased amount of overburden will result 
in a release of large amounts of vapors (mineralizers) 
and magmatic waters that in escaping pass into adjacent 
and overlying rocks. Where these enclosing rocks are 
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limestones or calcareous shales conditions are ideal for 
geochemical reactions to take place. The excessive heat 
of the magma dispels the carbon dioxide in a large meas­
ure, while the residuary lime, magnesia, etc., act as fluxes 
which unite with the liquid silicate minerals given off 
by the intrusive. In this manner magnetite may be sep­
arated from the iron-bearing silicates introduced into 
the limestones. It is altogether natural that where such 
reactions ensue, there will be no regularity in size or 
occurrence of the ore bodies formed. It is worthy of 
consideration by the prospector, however, that such de­
posits occur only in those zones where the contact rocks 
consist largely of lime or magnesia, and need not be 
sought in those localities where quar tzites or other sili­
ceous rocks predominate. 

Economic aspect. An analysis of a specimen of ore 
from this property shows it to contain 70 per cent met­
allic iron, 0.02 per cent phosphorus pentoxide ( or 0.009 
per cent P), and 0.21 per cent sulphur. In various places 
in this deposit, sulphides are present which would, no 
doubt, raise the sulphur content of the ore considerably. 
The ore body was estimated to contain, in all probability, 
about 375 thousand tons. After further development 
work is accomplished, however, a much greater amount 
may be disclosed, although the type is characteristically 
irregular. 

lll aC?Lean Property 

Location. This property is located on the east slope 
of Buckhorn Mountain, in sections 24 and 25, T. 40 N., 
R. 30 E ., at an elevation of about 4,700 feet. In a direct 
line it lies only four miles east of Chesaw, but by wagon 
road it is 5% miles farther. The nearest railroad point 
is at Chesaw Spur, a station on the Great Northern Rail­
way, near Myncaster, B. C., which is 14 miles distant. 
The property consists of ten claims that are collectively 

-5 
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known as the Roosevelt Group. All are owned by J . A. 
MacLean of Spokane. 

Description of rocks. The rocks appearing at the 
surface are essentially of the same character as those 
occurring on the Neutral-Aztec property, which have 
been described above. They consist of metamorphosed 
limestones, calcareous shales and the intrusive quartz­
bearing hornblende syenite, together with the contact 
metamorphic products locally known as "garnet rock" 
and "epidote rock." 

Mining development. The principal workings on the 
property consist of a few surface openings and a tunnel 
800 feet long, from which stopes and cross cuts have 
been developed. A considerable amount of mining equip­
ment has been erected at the tunnel to facilitate opera­
tions. The mine has been worked in the past principally 
for its copper value, though the ore carries some gold 
and silver. During the years 1919 and 1920 the North­
west Magnesite Co. at Chewelah furnished a market for 
magnetite ore, and to supply this demand the mine was 
operated for a few months for the purpose of extracting 
bodies of magnetite which had previously been discovered 
in the mine. It is said that some 2,000 tons of the mag­
netite ore were hauled to the railroad at Chesaw Spur, 
and from there shipped to Chewelah. At the time the 
property was visited, however, operations were sus­
pended. 

Ore body. The ore minerals consist of ma-gnetite, 
chalcopyrite, and pyrite, which carry varying amounts 
of gold and silver. The nature of the occurrence of the 
ore has been described by Joseph B. Umpleby1 as fol­
lows : '' The ore bodies are irregular replacement de­
posits in limestone and beds of calcareous shale, and 

'Geology and Ore Deposits ot the Myers Creek Mining District, 
Wash. Geol. Survey, Bull. 6, (1911), p, t5. 
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although development is not sufficiently advanced to de­
termine the extent or peculiarities of the various bodies, 
yet it is quite certain that future work will encounter 
irregularities characteristic of such deposits. Past work 
has met variations similar to those which will be en­
countered in the future.'' 

Possible origin of the iron ores. The iron ore occurs 
in metamorphosed limestone near the contact of that 
rock with the intrusive hornblende syenite. In the min­
eralized zone with the ore are associated garnet, epidote, 
tremolite, calcite, chalcopyrite, pyrite, and quartz. Since 
these same general conditions have been shown to exist 
on the Neutral-Aztec claims one mile farther north, it 
appears that the iron ores on the two properties are 
genetically identical, and in both cases represent a prod­
uct of contact metamorphism induced by the intrusion 
of the quartz-bearing hornblende syenite into the older 
limestones and calcareous shales. 

Economic aspect. The ore apparently occurs rather 
irregularly in this deposit. Its quality was not deter­
mined through analysis, but it is probably somewhat simi­
lar to that of the Neutral-Aztec. Since there were no 
good exposures at the surface, and the underground 
workings were not accessible at the time the investiga­
tion was made, the quantity of the ore in the deposit is 
indeterminate. 

THE SQUAW CREEK DISTRICT 

lotroduetloa 

The Squaw Creek district occupies an area of about 
75 square Iniles in the extreme southern part of Okanogan 
County. Pateros, the only town within its boundaries, 
is situated in the northeastern part near the junction of 
the Methow River with the Columbia River, and is acces­
sible from Wenatchee over the Great Northern Railway. 
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Fuller Property 

This property is located about one mile in a direct 
line north by west from Pateros in the east half of sec­
tion 26, T . 30 N., R. 23 E., at an elevation of 2,300 feet. 
It consists of one claim, the Lone Pine, which is owned by 
A. D. Fuller of Pateros. 

The country rock exposed on the property is a gray, 
medium grained, syenitic gneiss, which is composed of 
orthoclase, plagioclase, biotite, hornblende, prismatic 
crystals of epidote and numerous grains of magnetite. 

No active mining has ever been attempted on the prop­
erty. The principal development work consists of a 
prospect tunnel that has been driven 95 feet into the 
mineralized ledge. A small quantity of ore lies on the 
dump. 

The ore mineral is magnetite, which is intimately in­
termixed with large amounts of hornblende and actino­
lite. The ore, thus composed, is coarse grained and has 
a more or less schistose appearance. It occurs in seams 
and thin lenses in a ledge composed of hornblende, bio­
tite, and actinolite. In places the magnetite is the pre­
ponderating mineral, but it never occurs free from the 
hornblende and actinolite. The ledge varies from a few 
feet to 15 feet in thickness, and is exposed along its direc­
tion of strike for four or five hundred feet. It is situated 
between wall rocks of syenitic gneiss, and dips at an 
angle of 65 degrees north 70 degrees east. 

The same minerals that constitute the ledge matter 
are abundant in the gneiss, and there is in general a 
gradation of the one into the other. In view of these 
relations it appears that the magnetite, along with the 
hornblende and actinolite, was originally concentrated 
through magmatic segregation, and later modified to its 
present form by regional metamorphism. 

Economic aspect. The analysis of a specimen shows 
it to be a titaniferous iron ore, containing about 57 per 
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cent metallic iron, 0.05 per cent phosphorus pentoxide, 
0.097 per cent sulphur, and 3.25 per cent titanium dioxide. 
An average sample of the deposit, however, would not 
show as high a grade in iron as this analysis would indi­
cate, for the ore is irregularly intermixed with rock. 
It is impossible to state the probable depth of this de­
posit. It is quite possible that it may contain 20 thousand 
tons of ore mixed with rock. 

ANALYSES OF IRON ORE FROM OKANOGAN COUNTY 

MYERS CREEK DISTRICT 

A1-A,.. Analyses of average weekly samples of iron ores from Neutral 
mines from July 25, 1920, to October 31, 1920, by Northwest 
Magnesite Company. 

----------------1-----------
Iron Sesquloxlde (Fe,Oa) and Alumfaa (AlsO,) ..... . 84.74 BS.SO 85.30 87.64 88.28 
Silica (SIO•)...... .. ... .. . . . . . . .. .. . . • . .. . . . . . .. .. .. .. .. 9.42 9.80 9.62 8.80 8.00 
Lime (OaO) ..... .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .• .. .. .. ... .. . .. . . 6.36 6.40 5.46 (.86 5.00 

Ao A1 As A• Ato 
-------------·------------
Iron Sesquloxlde (Fe10a) and Alumina (AbOa) ...... 90.00 &•.76 86.90 84.16 85.50 
Silica (SI02)... ............... ......... .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. . 7.56 8.50 7.46 8.50 8.6! 
Ltme (OaO) ....... ...................................... \l.88 6.18 S.82 6.0\l 5.24 

B. Analysis of a specimen of magnetite from the Neutral property, 
Sec. 13, T. 40 N., R. 30 E. H. H. Cooper, collector. R. P. 
Cope, analyst, ( 1922). 

SQUAW CREEK DISTRICT 

C. Analysis of specimen from Fuller proper ty, Sec. 26, T. 30 N., R. 23 
El., near Pateros. H. H. Cooper, collector. R. P. Cope, analyst, 
(1922) . 

B C 

Metallle Iron (Fe) ......... .. ....... ....... . ..... ... . . ................ . . . ...... 70.17 57.~2 
Silica ($102) . .. .. . .. . .. .. . . .. .. . .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. . .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... .. 1.90 4.61 
Phosphorus peotoxlde (P20,)............ . .... ... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... . . .. .. 0.02 0.05 
Sulphur (S) ............................................... . ................... 0.21 0.097 
Titanium dioxide (TIO•) ............................................................. S.25 
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CHELAN COUNTY 

THE BLEWETT MINING DISTRICT 

IDtrodaettoa 

The Blewett, or Peshastin, mining district is situated 
in the rugged mountainous region of south central Chelan 
County, not far from the center of the state. Blewett, 
located on Peshastin Creek at an elevation of 2,328 feet, 
is the only town in the district. It may be reached over 
the Blewett Pass road from Cashmere, a town on the 
main transcontinental line of the Great Northern Rail­
way, thirteen miles to the north. It is also accessible 
from Ellensburg or Cle Elum. The district embraces 
two iron properties. 

Rothert Pl"operty 

This property is located two miles south of Blewett, 
in the south half of section 13, T. 22 N., R. 17 E., just 
above the junction of Tronson with Peshastin Creek. 
The property consists of one claim, Magnetite No. 1, and 
is owned by E. H. Rothert of Seattle. 

The principal rocks exposed on the property are 
granodiorite and peridotite, the latter now partially 
altered to serpentine. 

The granodiorite bas been correlated with Mt. Stual't 
granodiorite, which is of pre-Tertiary age, but is thought 
to be younger than the peridotite1, with which it is 
intimately associated. It is a massive gray granitic 
appearing rock, composed of white plagioclase and ortho­
clase feldspar, biotite, and hornblende, together with 
scattered grains of quartz. 

The peridotite, while a common rock in the district, 
varies in color, texture, and composition from place to 
place. On the Rothert property, it is a massive bluish 
black rock of dense compact texture, partially altered to 
serpentine, though originally composed principally of 

•Mount Stuart Folio, No. 166, (1904), U. S. Geol. Survey. 
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olivine and enstatite. Magnetite is an abundant constit­
uent, and occurs either in grains disseminated through 
the rock or in small pockets and segregations. 

Near the center of the claim a 50-foot tunnel has been 
opened into the peridotite. This has cut through patches 
of magnetite but no extensive bodies were disclosed. The 
ore on the dump has not been separated from the rock, 
and, otheT than samples, none has been removed. 

The magnetite appe~rs to be a result of the segrega­
tion of the more basic phases of the peridotite, although 
the differentiation is far from complete, and no large 
isolated masses of ore have been formed. 

Economic aspect. The analyses of this ore show it 
to contain from 42 to nearly 50 per cent metallic iron, 
and from a trace to 0.024 per cent of phosphorus. The 
magnetite in the ore body, however, is scattered through 
the black rock of the deposit and is not concentrated into 
large bodies of commercial importance. 

McOa.rthy Property 

This property is located two miles south southwest of 
Blewett, in sections 14 and 15, T. 22 N., R. 17 E. Eight 
claims have been located, all of which are owned by J. W. 
McCarthy of Blewett. 

The principal rock occuning at the surface is perido­
tite, which is cut by diabase dikes having a general north­
east southwest trend. The peridotite is bright to dark 
green in color and has been extensively altered to serpen­
tine. 

Two or three tunnels have been opened on the prop­
erty, but about all that has been disclosed in any of them 
is serpentine rock. Some iron ore has been thrown out 
of one or two shallow surface pits. 

The iron ore occurs in connection with the peridotite 
and appears to consist of the more basic phases of that 
rock. The ore mineral is chiefly magnetite, which usually 
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occurs as conspicuous black shiny grains disseminated 
through the rock, though locally it may form the prin­
cipal constituent. The best grade of ore occurs in a zone 
8 to 10 feet wide and a hundred or so feet long, adjacent 
to one of the diabase dikes. It has the texture and gen­
eral character of the other basic phases of the peri­
dotite, but the iron minerals have been mostly oxidized 
to hematite. The analysis of this ore shows it to be only 
moderately high in iron and to contain a great deal of 
silica, though phosphorus and sulphur are low. 

Economic aspect. The analysis of a picked specimen 
shows it to contain 48 per cent of iron and 0.024 per cent 
phosphorus. The ore deposit was not found to contain 
any large concentrated bodies of magnetite of commer­
cial importance. 

ANALYSES OF IRON OREJ FROM CHELAN COUNTY 

BLEWETT MINING DISTRICT 

A,-A,. Analyses of iron ore from Magnetite No. 1 claim, by Dr. El. H. 
Rothert, Rothert Process Steel Co., Seattle. 

B. Specimen of higher grade hematite with some magnetite, from 
McCarthy property, Sec. 14, T. 22 N., R. 17 E. H. H. Cooper, 
collector. R. P. Cope, analyst, (1922). 

Aa B 
----------------1---------
Iron (Fe) ......................... . ........................ 42.67 
Silica (SIOo) ............................................... 18.54 
Alumlnmn (Al)................... .................... ..... 8.55 
Chromium (Or). .. .. ............ .. ... .. ....... ....... ...... 1.06 

49.74 42.00 47.98 
9.57 12.00 10.Sl 
6.32 .............. .. 

Calcium (Oa).. .... ..... .. .. .. .... .. .... .. .. . . . .. ... . . . .. .. 1.2S 
Magnesium (Mg)............................ .. ............ 8.66 
Manganese (Mn)............ . ........ . ............ .......... 1.29 ...................... .. 
Pllospborus (P)... ................ .... ..... . . . ...... . . . .. . 0.028 Tr. o.024 o.024 
Salpllur ($). .. .. .. .. .... .......... .... .• ..... . . .... .. . . • ... 0.067 Tr. 0.07 0.000 
Titanium (Tl)............................................. 0.14 S.21> ............ ... . 
Loss on Ignition.............................. ........ . ............ 1.2S ............... . 

KITT IT AS COUNTY 

THE CLE ELUM DISTRICT 

Introduction 

The Cle Elum district is situated in the northwestern 
part of Kittitas County among eastwardly projecting 
spurs of the Cascade Mountains. The Cle Elum River, 
a tributary of the Yakima River, is the central drainage 
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line. A wagon road has been built up the river as far as 
Camp Creek, thus permitting access to the interior of 
the district from Ronald, Roslyn or Cle Elum. 

Balfoar Guthrie ( Comp Creek) Property 

Location. The ores occur principally along the river 
in the vicinity of Camp Creek and Boulder Creek, in 
sections 26, 34, and 35, T. 23 N., R. 14 E., and on the 
mountain ridges south of Boulder Creek in sections 1 
and 2, T. 22 N., R. 14 E. The nearest rnilroad approach 
is at Lakeside, a station located on Cle Elum Lake, on 
the Roslyn branch of the Nor thern Pacific Railway, 16 
miles distant. The claims, of which there are said to be 
about 40 in all, are known as the Balfour Guthrie Group. 

Description of rocks. The geology of the district has 
been described1 in considerable detail by George Otis 
Smith and Bailey Willis, and the following discussion is 
largely drawn from their work. 

The oldest rocks appearing in the vicinity of the Cle 
Elum iron ore deposits are slates, limestones, cherts, 
quartz schist, volcanic breccias, and tuffs, which consti­
tute a pre-Eocene complex. All of these rocks are 
more or less metamorphosed and extensively intruded 
by large masses of peridotite. The peridotite is a dark 
granular rock composed chiefly of olivine and enstatite 
which have been considerably altered to serpentine. This 
peridotite, or serpentine, as it is frequently called, is 
separated from the overlying Swaulr sandstone (Eocene 
age) by an unconformity, along which the iron ores lie. 

The rocks of Eocene age appearing in the district 
have been divided into three formations: First, the lower 
sandstone which is called the Swauk, referred. to above; 
second, the Teanaway basalt; and third, the upper sand­
stone which is called the Roslyn. These rocks suffered 
more or less structural deformation during the late 

1The Clealum Iron Ores. Am. Inst. Min. Eng., Vol. 30, (1900), p. 359. 
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Flo. 7.-Map of the Cle Elum Iron ore district, Kittitas County, showing the 
pos ition of the claims which lie a long the ore body on the contac t between perldotlte 
on the east side and sedimentary rocks (Swauk formation) on the west and south 
aides. (Map nontrlbuted by Robert Young.) 
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Eocene, or early Miocene, the disturbance being mani­
fested in the vicinity of the ore deposits by an anticlinal 
fold. 

Rocks of post-Eocene age are of both sedimentary 
and volcanic origin, though basaltic and andesitic extru­
sives predominate. 

Mining development. The development work on the 
several claims constituting the Balfour Guthrie Group 
consists of a large number of openings, crosscuts, and 
tunnels along the outcrop, together with three or four 
diamond drill holes. It is said that the most vigorous 
operations were conducted during the period 1889 to 
1892, when the building of an extensive plant at Kirk­
land, on the shore of Lake Washington, was being con­
sidered. Since then no especial activity has been shown. 

Ore body. The Cle Elum ores have been a subject 
of many investigations and reports, both private and 
public. Dr. S. Shedd, who visited the property in 1899, 
describes1 their general character in the follo,ving man­
ner: '' These ores may be separated into three classes 
as follows: Massive, laminated, and oolitic. The massive 
ore has a dull, greenish black color, and when powdered 
gives a brownish black streak. The laminated ore varies 
in appearance, in some cases being dark red, and in others 
having considerable of a metallic appearance, but in each 
case giving a deep red powder or streak when pulverized. 
The oolitic ore has a greenish black color and contains 
nume1·ous oolites in an amorphous ground mass and 
when powdered gives a brownish black streak or powder. 

"All of these ores are quite strongly magnetic and 
are apparently mixtures of hematite and magnetite. In 
some of the ore bodies all three classes of ore are found 
and in others only one class. The oolitic ore, so far as 
I could determine, is not found in the ore bodies farthest 

'Iron Ores of Washington. Wash. Geol. Survey, Vol. 1, Ann. Rept,, 
(1901), J). 244. 
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up on the hill, high above the river, but is quite common 
in those down near the river and especially those near 
Camp Creek.'' 

The ore bodies occur at the contact between the ser­
pentine formation and Swauk sandstone and outcrop 
along the river, appearing as conspicuous lenticular 
ridges, which stand 10 or 15 feet higher than the level 
of the valley and vary from a few feet to 30 feet in 
width. 

Beginning at a point near Camp Creek the outcrop 
extends for about a mile in a direction bearing south 20 
degrees west along the east side of the Cle Elum River. 
Just above the mouth of Boulder Creek the contact line, 
along which iron ore outcrops at ir regular intervals, 
crosses the river, parallels the stream a mile farther 
south, recrosses, and swings in an easterly direction 
across the high mountain spurs south of Boulder Creek. 

The elevation of the valley where the iron occurs is 
2,900 to 3,000 feet, while the more southern outcrops on 
the divides south of Boulder Creek occur at elevations 
from 3,500 to 5,000 feet. 

The most complete paper1 published on the Cle Elum 
ores is that by George Otis Smith and Bailey Willis, who 
spent considerable time studying the ores in 1899. Their 
discussion of the relation of the ores to the country rock 
is as follows: The ore bodies "have a definite geologic 
position in the rock series of the district, and their dis­
tribution is determined by the geologic structure. They 
lie on the surface of an extensive formation of serpentine, 
at and in the base of a sandstone, called the Swank sand­
stone. The serpentine is older than the sandstone. It 
had been much eroded when the sandstone was deposited, 
and the sandstone, although composed chiefly of granitic 
sand, contains in its lower beds, near the serpentine, bits 
of decomposed serpentine and heavy minerals derived 

'Op. Ci t . 
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from it. Laminated lenses of shale composed of serpen­
tine wash and also conglomerates of serpentine boulders 
occur at the base of the sandstone. Thus the surface 
on which the iron ores occur was an eroded surf ace, 
which, with soil and other residual accumulations, was 
buried beneath granitic sands. The relations and charac­
ter of the ore indicate that it was a sedimentary deposit 
on the serpentine, was covered by the sands, and later 
metamorphosed to its present condition.'' 

Possible origin of the iron ore. "The iron concen­
trated in the hematite and magnetite of the ore may be 
of extraneous origin or derived from an adjacent rock. 
In the facts of its position and association there is no 
evidence to show that it is a deposit brought in from any 
more or less remote extraneous source. There is much, 
on the contrary, to connect it with the serpentine. In 
its :field-relations the ore lies on the serpentine, contains 
serpentine waste, and grades into shale derived from ser­
pentine. 

THE ANALYSES OF THE ORE AND SERPENTINE 

Serpentine Ore 
Per Qint Per Cent 

810,...... ........................................ .. .. . .. . .. . . . . .. . . . 39.00 
Tl02............................................ . ............ . .. . . . .. TT. 
AhO• ......... . . ................................................. , . .. l. 75 
0r.o... . .. .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. . . . .. 0.41 
Fe,o... .... ......... .... .. ...... .. .... .. .. .. .. . ..... .. ...... . ... . . . .. 5.16 
FeO... .. .. • .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • • .. .. . .. . .. . . . 1. 71 
MnO.................... ... .. .. .. .. .. .. .... . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . . .. .. . . . . 0.15 
MgO...... ... . . .. .. .. . . .. . .. .. .. ... .. . . . .... .. . . .. .. .. .. . . .. . .. .. . . .. 88.0 
H20............................................................... . .. 13. 74 
K,O plus Na.O................ .... .. .... .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .... . . .. 0.10 
P20o.. .... .. .. .. .. .. .. ... ....... .... .. .. .... .. ...... .... .. .. . . ... . . . . Tr. 
NIO.......................................................... .. .. . . . . 0.10 
s............................................................. . .. . . . . . 0.03 
002..... .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. . .. . . .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. . . . . oone 

7.50 
0.7 

21.9 
2.2 

37.l 
2J.8 

Tr. 
2.8 
6,8 

undet. 
o.oo 
0.2 
0.03 
0.15 

'' The analyses of the ore and serpentine show that 
they both contain in addition to the usual rock-constitu­
ents, such occasional ones as chromium and nickel. Mag­
nesia, an important constituent of serpentine, is also 
found in the ore. It is therefore reasonable to suppose 
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that the iron ore is a result of concentration from the 
serpentine. . . . 

"The reactions begun in the alteration of the original 
peridotite into the serpentine were doubtless continued 
in the process of weathering, the magnesia being re­
moved as carbonate, together with some of the iron, 
while silica may have been set free in the chalcedonic 
state. Such is the process as usually observed in the 
weathering of serpentine. It seems probable that the 
residue from the decomposed serpentine was composed 
principally of the hydrated oxides of aluminum and 
iron. . . . 

'' The original deposit of aluminous iron ore has been 
metamorphosed in consequence of deep burial, and of 
movements suffered in the deformation of the region. 
The plane of contact of the Swauk sandstone on the 
serpentine may have been the course of waters which 
oxidized or reduced the ores from their original state to 
their present condip.on. Diaspore, which occurs in the 
ore in small quantities, may have resulted from a partial 
dehydration of the bauxitic material present. Rutile 
and chromite are minerals also present in small quanti­
ties. Whether desilicification has continued during this 
second period is uncertain, but the presence of solutions 
containing free silica is indicated by the filling of minute 
cracks in the ore with what appears to be chalcedonic 
material. The ore and its relations have not been studied 
sufficiently to determine the nature of the metamor­
phism.'' 

Economic aspect. The ore of this deposit varies from 
low percentages in iron to over 68 per cent, averaging 
between 40 and 50 per cent for the whole body- not 
merely for specimens. It contains generally less than 
0.05 per cent phosphorus and varies in content of sulphur 
from nothing to 0.17 per cent. Titanium is not generally 
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present, according to most of the analyses. Therefore 
the deposit contains a fairly good grade of iron ore. 
This deposit is undoubtedly the largest known iron ore 
body in the State. J udging from the extent of the outcrop 
of the ore body and the character of the deposit, it may be 
estimated to contain possibly as much as five million 
tons. Further development of adjacent properties may 
disclose additional bodies. It is a type of deposit which 
may extend to considerable depth. 

D urrwaehter ( Li berty Lode) Property 

This property is located on the west side of Mount 
Peo, at an elevation of 2,800 feet, overlooking, to the 
north, the valley about Cle Elum and the Cascade Moun­
tains beyond. It may be reached by trail, one-fourth mile 
long, from Taylor's farm, and this, in turn, by a road 
from South Cle Elum-a distance of two miles to the 
station of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railroad. 
The property consists of a group of six claims, placed in 
a double row, running east and west, largely in the south­
ern half of section 10, and partly in section 9, T. 19 N., 
R. 15 E. The owners are two brothers, Charley and 
E. G. Durrwachter. 

There are about ten openings on the property, but 
none of these disclose much evidence of the size or oc­
currence of the ore deposit. The rock present is a green 
to black glaucophane-garnet schist which is chiefly com­
posed of needles and bladed crystals of the mineral glau­
cophane interspersed with an abundance of microscopic 
red garnets. In places the schist shows distinct mag­
netite and hematite phases or zones. Two of these, lying 
roughly parallel to each other, comprise the ore body. 

The ore in general is only slightly magnetic and the 
iron mineral appears to be largely hematite, though even 
the higher grades contain a large amount of glaucophane 
and garnet. The following is a partial analysis of a 
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specimen collected on the Liberty claim by 0. P. Jenkins 
and analyzed by R. P. Cope: 

Per Cent. 

Iron (Fe)' ............................... 26.56 
Silica (SiO. ) .............. ... ............ 29.49 
Phosphorus (P) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.24 
l:>ulpbur (S) ...••... . , .................... 0.09 

These f erruginous phases are oxidized to a greater 
or lesser extent on the surface, forming rusty ledges. 
In places quartz stringers impregnate the schist. The 
upper, or that ledge which seems to be the principal part 
of the ore body, varies in width from an extremely nar­
row ledge to one several feet in thickness. It was fol­
lowed for about 2,000 feet and is said to extend much 
farther. The iron-schist body dips at an angle from the 
horizontal, about 30 to 35 deg1·ees. The bearing on the 
dip varies from due south to southwest, and is directed 
into the face of the hill. 

The nature of the country rock and character of the 
iron-bearing phases furnish a striking analogy to the 
occurrence of the iron ores along the Skagit River oppo­
site the town of Hamilton. 

The glaucophane-garnet schist probably originated 
from some shaly sedimentary rock, which has undergone 
extreme metamorphism. The iron phase of the schist 
is probably part of the original sedimentary material, 
but it may have been introduced later by circulating solu­
tions coming from some intrusive body. 

The surrounding sedimentary and igneous formations 
(andesite-porphyry and Manastash formation of Tertiary 
age), shown by Smith in the Mt. Stuart Folio2, appar­
ently have nothing to do with the occurrence or origin 
of this body of iron ore. 

Economic aspect. The ore from this property is of 
low grade and is quite siliceous. with a high percentage 

'Iron content ot garnet not Included In determination. 
•u. s. G. s. FoUo, No. 106, (1904). 
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of phospho1·us. Unless a better grade of ore is found 
the deposit cannot be considered of any commercial im­
portance. 

ANALYSES OF IRON ORE FROM KITTITAS COUNTY 

CAMP CREEK (CLE ELUM) DISTRICT 

A·C. From private repor t by R. H. Stretch, E. M. 
A. Average analysis of iron ore from Cle Elum, tested at Lanark­

shire Steel Works, Motherwell, England. 
B. Average analysis of eighteen sacks of iron ore collected at reg­

ular Intervals across body. Analysis by Prof. C. F . Chand­
ler and C. E. Pellen, Columbia College, New York. 

C,·C,. Iron ores taken at various poin ts along exposures. Dr. Ed­
ward Riley, London, England, analyst. 

D,-D,.. Analyses of iron ore by Prof. James A. Dodge, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

D1• Magnetic Point claim. 
D2• Iron Chance11or claim. 
D,. Iron Boss cla im. 
D,. Yankee claim. 
D,. Iron Monarch claim. 
D,. Roslyn claim. 
D,. Iron Duke claim. 
D8• Maguet claim. 
D.. Cle E lum Lake claim. 
D10• Stronghold claim. 
Du- Iron Yankee claim. 

E. Smith and Will is; The Clealum Iron-Ores, Wash., T r ans., A. I. 
M. E., Vol. 30, p. 368, (1900). 

E ., E 2• Samples taken by Dr. J. P. Kimball. 
E ,. Sample taken by Bailey Willis. Average of 350 square yards 

exposed, approximate analysis, except for Fe, P, and S. 
E,. Mona rch m ine, average sample in pit bottom, taken by Curt.is 

and Smith. 

F-J. From private repor t of Robert Young, M. El, Tacoma, Wash. 
F. Samples taken by G. J. Valentine, chief chemist, Moss Bay 

Steel Works, Worthington, England, Sept., 1891. 
F,. Iron Boss claim. 
F.. Iron Monarch claim. 
F.. Iron Monarch claim. 
F,. Iron Prince claim. 
F 0 • Iron Prince claim. 
F ,. Iron Yankee claim. 
F,. Average results of 7 samples. 

-6 
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G, H. Analyses from Iron Prince claim by Prof. Sidner, University of 
Minnesota. Samples taken by Dr. J. P. Kimball, reported 
to Balfour Guthrie Company, (1890). 

G. No. 1 drill hole-depth 105 feet. 
H. From bottom of slope-35 feet deep. 
I. Analysis of iron ore from summit of Magnetic Mountain. Dr. 

James Dodge, analyst. 
J. Average of 11 samples, only three of which showed titanic acid, 

by D. H. Bacon, manager Minnesota Iron Co. 
K. Analyses of S. Shedd; Iron Ores of Washington, Wash. Geo!. 

Survey, Ann. Rept., Vol. l , (1901) . 
K1• Average of laminated ore from exposures in Emerson mine. 
K,. I ron ore from Hard Scrabble mine, similar to Emerson mine. 
K,. Average of laminated ore from Roslyn mine. 
K.. Average of laminated ore from Yankee mine. 
K,. Oolitic iron ore from Iron Monarch mine. 
K.. Massive Iron ore from Yankee mine. 
K1 • Massive iron ore from Iron Monarch mine. 
K,,. High grade massive iron ore from Roslyn mine 

A• 01 0. o. 
------------ ------------------ -
Iron (Fe) .................................. ... .. .. 52.3\lt 55.08 
Silica (SI02) . . .. . . . .. .. . . .. .. . . . . .. .. . . .. .. .. . .... . 5.41 10.ZS 
Alumina (Al.Os).. ............................. .... 6.31 0.60 
OhromJc oxide (Or.Os).......... ... ............... 2.12 
Lime (OaO). .................................. .. .. . Tr. 0.53 
Magnesia (MgO) ................ . ............. . .... 0.80 1.48 
Maoganous oxide (MoO).......... ... . .. .. .. . .... . 1.65 0.1731 
Nickel oxide (NIO)....... ..................... .. . .. 2.98 ...... I 
Oobalt oxide (CoO)..... . .... ..... .. .. .. .. . . . .... . Tr. . ..... 1 
Phosphorus (P)....................... ..... . . .... . 0.02iif 0.014 
Sulphur (S)....................... ............ .. .. . Tr. Nooe 
'l'ltoolum dioJClde (TI02) ...... . ............... ... . . .. .. .. . Nooe 

o. c. 

40.55 
7.65 
9.16 
2.98t 
Tr . 
3.87 
1.00 

1.20 

Tr. 
Tr. ........ 

D1 

55.3.5 51.66 
7.f6 5.85 
3.66 8.80 
2.911 3.011 
1.17 None 
2.16 3.26 
2.20 0.62 

0.92 0.90 

0.08 0.02 
0.07 0.05 .. .... .. ........ 

n. Ds 

----------- - ----~-~---~-~ 
Iron (Fe) .... . .. .. . .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. . 50. 76 
Sflfcn (S101). . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. . . .. .. .. .. .. . .. • . 5.90 
Alumina (AloOo) .............. ..................... U.90 
Chromic oxide (Or,O,) .. .... .... ........ .. ... .... . 3.891 
Lime (CaO).. ... .• .. .. .. •. .. .. .. .... .. .... .• .. .... . 1.15 
.lllagnesla (MgO)................... ........... . .... 1.00 
Maogooous oJClcle (MoO)..................... .... . 0.60 
Nickel oxide (NIO) l 
Cobalt oJClde (000) I .............. · ......... ·.... 0.70 
Phosphorus (P)........... .. .... .... .... .. . . . .... . 0.0.13 
Sulphur (S). .. ... . .. .. .. .... .. .. .............. .... . O.Oi 
'l'ltanlum dioxide ('1'102) .. . .............................. . 

52.26 
6.10 
5.40 
4..661 
1.25 
2.75 
1.15 

1.10 

0.016 
O.OI 
None 

60.55 
12.99 
1.53 
0.72 
0.11 
O.Zl 
Tr. 

........ 
0.03 
None 
None 

42.58 68.84, 
31.23 l.85 
2.98 None 
Nooe None 
2.09 O.Of 
0.45 0.09 
1.85 Nooe 

........ ........ 
0.18 O.OI 
0.07 None 
None None 
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D, D• Do D1 Da 

----------- ------- --------- ------
·Iron (Fe) ............................. .. ... ........ 59.23 58.10 60.00 60.S9 56.79 
Slllcn (S!Oo).. . .. .... .... .. . . .... .. .. . ... .. .. . ... .. 9.56 12.95 12.71 12.87 9.49 
Alumina (AbOs). .... .. . . •. .. .... .. .. ... . ..•• .. .. . . 1.21 o.89 1.01 1.27 2.26 
Oh.romlc oxide (Or.Oa) .. ..... .... . . . . . . .. .. . . . ... . 1.53 2.39 1.26 0.63 
Lime (OaO). .. .. .. . . .... .. .. .... . . .. ..... . .. . . . ... . 1.69 1.18 0.93 0.09 
Magnesia (MgO)... .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . 1.00 I.75 0.19 0.12 . ...... . 
Manganous oxide (MnO).......... ........... . ... . Tr. •Tr. '1'1'1 'l'r. • .... . . . 

~~!lt0;~~e<f6~ii:::::::::::::::;:::::::::: ::::: :::::::: :::::::: ::::::: : :::::::: :::::::: 
Phosphorus (P).. ... .. .. .... .. .. .... .. .. ... . . .. ... 0.03 o.os 0.02 0.02 0 .02 
Sulphur (S). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. Tr. Nooe Nooe None None 
Titanium dioxide ('.l'IO•)....... . ......... . ... . ... . None None None None None 

Do D,o Du E,• 
------------------~---'~------
Iron (Fe) . . .... .......... . ....... .... .. . ..... .. .... 15.36 52.81 42.88 58.77 35.16 
Silica (SIOt) . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . • . . . .. . 37 .83 U.82 20.89 8.10 14..40 
Alumina (AbOs)... .. ... . .. .... .. .... . . .. .. ... . .. . . 7.71 4.72 6.19 4.08 23.70 
Oh.romlc oxide (OuO,) .. . .................. . . .. . . . . . . . . . Tr. Tr. 5.20 

t~~e\9:%;.oj:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: t: u~ 
.Maogaoous oxide (MnO) ... .. . . .. .. .. ......•. ..... . .. . . . .. . .. .. ... . . . .... . 0.80 0.4-8 
Nickel oxide (NIO). .. .. .. .. .... .... •. .. ..•. . . . . ... . ..... .. . .. ... .. • . .. .. .. . o.68 .. .. ... . 
Oobalt oxide (OoO) ....... ....................................... .. ..................... . . 
Phosphorus (P).... ... .. .. .. . . . . .. .. . . . . .. . . . . . .. . 0.05 o.03 0 .01 ...... ••....•... 
Sulphur ($) . •. . . ... . .. . ..... .. .. •... .••.. . .• . . . . . . o.os None 0.01 ...... . ... .... .. 
Titanium dloxlde (T!Oo) ... ......... .. ....... . . . . . None None None .... . .••... .. . .. 

Ea• F2 Fa 
---------------------'---- - ----- ---
Iron (Fe) ....... . ..................... . .. . . .... .... 4.2.51 n. 737 51. 00 47.QO 58.40 
Silica (SfO•) . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . ... . 7.60 8.950 7.'l!t 6.68 5.88 
Alumina (AbOo) .............•. .......•.... ........ 21.00 20.376 .. . ... .. .. . ............ . 
Obromlc oxide (Or,Oa). ... . . .. . . .. . ... .. .. . . . . ... . 2.20 1.9211 .. ... . .............. .. .. 
Lime (CaO). .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . . . .. .. .. . ... • ... .. ... 8.60 ••••.•.•..•. ... •••. .. ••• 
Magnesia (MgO). . .. .. .. . .. ... ...... .. .. .. ..... . ... . 2.30 0.72 . ...... ..... ... .. ... •... 
Manganous oxide (MnO). ...... .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . 'l'r. . .... .... .. .. ..... ...... .... ... . 
Nickel oxide (NIO) ................. .. .. .. ... .. .... · 0.20 • • • · , • I 1 71 o 99 1 S7 
Cobalt oxlde (OoO) ... ............ ... ...... .. . .. . . . . . . .. . . . .. . .. · · · 
Phosphorus (P)..................... .. .. .... . . ... . 0.0391 0.0621 0. 008 0.00! 0.004 
Sull)bur (S). ... .. .. ........... ............... . . ... . 0.03 0.13 . ...... . ........... .... . 
Titnnluro dloldde (TIO•)..................... .... . o. 70 ..... .... . ..... ................ . 

_______________ ____ F_. __ F_··_I_F_._ ,___:::__ _ _ o_ 

Iron (Fe) .......................................... 50.40 M.80 4.7.30 51.01 56.95 
SIiica (S10o). . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . 7 .30 6.63 18.91 .. ... .... ..... . . 
Aluroina (AJ.O,) ......... ........... . ....... . ....... ... ....... .. . . ................ . ....... . 
Obromlc oxide (Cr.Os)... .. ........... . ........... . . . . . .. . . . . .• . . . . . . .. . . . 5.541 • .. ••... 
Lime (OaO) ........... . ................•.......... . ............ ............ . ....•. . ....... . 

~~g;:~~ur:~~Je·ciinoj:::::: ::::::::::::::: ::::: : :: :::: :: ::::::: :: ::: ::: ::: ::::: :::::::: 
Nickel oxide (NIO) I 58 
Cobalt oxlcte (OoO) l • · · · · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·· · • 1.37 2.03 1. 1.88 . . .. ... . 
Phosphorus (P)... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . 0. 008 0.003 • . • • . • • . 0.017 • . ..•••• 
Sulphur (S).. .. ................. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.05 .... .. . . 
Tltnntum dioxide ('l'!Oo) ..............•............•.. ..•............ .... ... .... .... . ... . . 
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H Ii b J 

Iron (Fe) .............................•..... .. ..... 59.50 57.51 54.84 51.05 {7.10 
Silica (S10o). . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . •. .. . . .. . . . . .. . . . . ... . . . . . . .. . 11.07 13.3Z 9.45 15.58 
AJumfna (Ai,Os)................. .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . 4..5It t.92.t . . • . • . . . 1.92. 
Chromic oxide (OroO•) ........... . ....... . . . . ...... ............... ........... ...... ... ... , 

~:~~9:%g0s:::::::: :::::::::::: ::::::::::: :::: : :::: ::: : :: : :::: : ::::::: : :::: ::: : :::: :: : 
Manganous oxide (MnO). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . 0.67'1'1 •••••••• 
Nickel oxide (NIO) l 
OObalt oxide (OoO) I • • • • .. · · · · · · · • · · • • • • • · • • ••• • • • • · • • · · • • ·" · • • • · • • • • · • • · · • • "· • • • • • · • • 
Phosphorus (i>).......... . .. .. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . ... . . .. .. .. . 0.06 0.05 0.035 ••..• , .• 
Snlphur (S) ... .. ................ ... ........................ None None o.n .. ..... . 
'l'itnnlum dioxide (TIOo) ...... . . ........................ , .................. ...•....•• , •... 

Ko 

-----------1--------------
'Iron (Fe) ......................... 47.87 47.10 61.68 4-0.2, M.40 51.13 57.12 
Sllica (SiO•) ...................... 14.00 8.70 7.&1- 7.60 5.54 6.94 5.68 
Alumina (AbOo).... ........... ..• 6.02 12.22 5.67 25.95 8.29 U.23 4..80 

i¥l:~?:~1:;ott\:::·:::::· :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: :::::::: 
Manganous oidde (MnO)... .. . ... Tr. 0.39! 0.301 . . •.. .• . Tr. 0.58t ....... . 

~~!lt0~!1~e <fb~k::::::::::::: : :: :: :: : ::: :: ::: ::::: ::: : :::: :: : : ::::::: : :::: :: : : :::: :: : 
Phosphorus (P).............. . ... . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . Tr. Tr. . ......... .. . .. . 

~~~~~<8Jioxicie· fr10;;:·:::::.:: : :: : : :: : ::::: ::: ::: :: ::: .. '.'::: .. ::::: ::: : :::: ::: : :::: ::: 

*Alkalies and oxyg,in were ~orded In A and B as .2.49 and 26.606, respectively. 
Combined water was recorded in A, E1, and Ei as 3.13, 1.53, and 6.60, respectively. 
Carbonic acid was recorded In A as J.90, and carbon dioxide In Ea as 0.15. Loes 
on Ignition was given in B as 5.30. 

t'l'be Iron was given as feufc oxlde (Fc20a), 57.44, and ferrous oxide (FeO), 
5.58. 

tRecolcnlatcd from figures orlgino!ly given. Or changed to OroOa; AJ, to AloOa; 
Mo, to MnO; 1'20• , to P. 

§Phosphorus was given as phosphoric acid Hs(PO,) 0.061. 

T h e Tennnwny Mining Dlsulct 

This property was not visited during the course of 
the examination of the iron ores. The following data 
have been presented by Robert Young, M. E., Tacoma, 
Washington: 

There are two groups of claims located upon this 
deposit: the Iron Mountain and Devine groups. They 
are situated on Beaver Creek, about three miles south of 
Mount Stuart, east of the Teanaway River. In the Iron 
Mountain group there are 15 mining claims, numbers 1 
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to 12, N. E. Iron Lode claim, N. E. Iron Lode claim No. 2, 
and N. W. extension No. 1. The Devine group is not 
described nor the number of locations given. The claims 
appear to be at an elevation of from 5,000 to 6,000 feet 
above sea level, near the top of a high ridge. They are 
accessible to Berry and Monument creeks, which lead to 
an automobile road, perhaps one-half a mile distant in 
a direct line. The Teanaway logging railroad is to be 
constructed to a point within four miles of the claims and 
a wagon road connects the distance between the end of the 
railroad and the claims. 
L,·L, and M,-M,. Analyses made by J. C. Beneker of Seattle. 

L,. Iron ore from upper part of main deposit. 
L,. Iron ore from central part of ledge. 
L,. Ir.on ore from lower part (interior portion). 
L.. Iron ore from lower part (surface). 

M,·M,. Collected by a second party. 
M,. Iron ore from Devine group. 

M,,M8• Iron ore from lower claim. 
M:.. From a piece of dark red .ore, resembling hematite from up­

per claim near M •. 

Lt L• La __________ , ___ - - ---- ______ ,_ --
Metallic Iron (Fe)....... ......... 51.27 52.09 
Silica ................... . .. . . . .... . JS.SO 10.10 
Alumina ................. . .. ....... 10.09 10.16 
Manganese........................ 0.58 0.85 
Nickel............................. 1.06 0.85 
Otuomh1m ....................................... . 
Pbosphorus.. . ... ... . . . . . . . . . .. .. . 1.026 o.016 
Sulphur............. .............. None None 

52.21 
9.00 
7.90 
1.15 
1.07 
l.70 
0.026 

None 

Mo 

51.04 49.68 50.56 49.54. 
0.88 12.10 12.02 13.64 
7.42 .... . .................. . 
1.1$ ....................... . 
1.18 1.12 l.ll 1.15 

········ ................ ········ o.ou ........... ..... ········ 
None ....................... . 

Mo M, 
------------ 1----- --- ----
Metallic Iron (Fe) ... ...................... 46.ZS 40.81 45.35 5S.07 51.02 50.11 
SUJca. •. •• • .. • • • • . . • • . • • . .. . . • ... • •• • • • . • • • 16.56 13.34 14.30 7.62 9.62 0.84 

:ifi~~!e~_.::.-::_.·.:_.::.:.:.:.:_.::_.::_.·.:_.·.:.:_:_.::_:_:_.::.:_:_~~ lri ::i:ii:: ::i:i/ .. Hf ::~i: ::i:~:: 
Ohromlum.. . .. ........ .............. ..... • 1.7 ........ ... ....• 1.55 ... ............ . 

:~wt~:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
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T.he Big Creek District, South of Eaaton, 

N,-N.. Analyses of iron ore by Prof. James A. Dodge, Minneapolis, 
Mino., 1891. (The character of this deposit bas not been 
reported upon and the writers have not examined the 
deposit.) 

Nt N, Na N• 
----------- --------------
Iron (Fe) ................ . ................. ...... .. 
SIJlca (SfOo) . ................... ........ .... . .... .. 
Lime (OaO) ..................... .... ........... .. .. 
Magnesia (MgO) ... .. .............. ........... .... . 
Manganese (Mn) .. ................................ . 
Phosphorus (P) .............................. . .. .. 
Sulphur (S) ................... .. .................. . 
Copper (Cu) ..................................... .. 
Oomblned oxyg,m with Fe, Mn, and P ......... . 

'6.87 
2'1.20 
2.84 
0.48 
2.27 
1.18 
None 
Tr. 

20.16 

KING COUNTY 

52.42 
18.38 
3.15 
0.27 
1.32 
1.27 
0.01 

23.18 

THEl SUMMIT MINING DISTRICT 

lntr0<luctlon 

84.81 
35.66 
2.96 
0.19 
6.71 
0.85 
0.02 
Tr. 

18.81 

42.83 
27.(7 
4.(9 
0.71 
3.06 
1.69 
0.05 
0.24 

19.46 

46.70 
29.03 
Z.t5 
0.12 
0.61 
1.03 
o.~ 

20.02 

The Summit mining district lies in the hea.rt of the 
Cascade Range, in the east central part of King County, 
at an average elevation of 3,800 feet. The relief of the 
region is a striking feature and is characterized by sharp, 
pronounced divides, and precipitous mountain peaks, 
deeply trenched by steep-sided canyons. The district is 
principally drained by the tributaries of Snoqualmie 
River. It is accessible by automobile over the Sno­
qualmie Pass road, or may be reached from Rockdale, 
a station on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. P aul Railway. 
There are two iron properties in the district, one of which 
is located on Guye Creek on the west side of the shoulder 
connecting Guye Peak with Snoqualmie Mountain, the 
other on Denny Creek, on the western slope of Denny 
Mountain. Magnetite is said to occur on Chair Peak 
also, but the extent is not known. 

Denny Property 

Location. This property is located two miles north­
east of Snoqualmie Pass on the west slope of Denny 
Mountain and on the north fork of Denny Creek, at an 
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elevation of 3,500 feet. It comprises nine claims, all of 
which are patented. These claims are on record at the 
Government Land Office, Seattle, under mineral survey 
numbers 37 to 45, inclusive. The surveys were made in 
1883-84. 

Description of rncks. The country rock occurring 
on the property consists of members of the Guye forma­
tion and the intrusive Snoqualmie granodiorite. The prin­
cipal member of the Guye formation in connection with 
the iron ore is a white, coarse-grained limestone which 
has been crystallized locally to white marble, especially 
where it has been affected through contact with the in-
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Fto. 0.- Map of cJastms on the Denny property, Summit mining distric t, King County. 

trusive granodiorite. The limestone occurs in a thin 
bed and is not extensive. The granodiorite consists es­
sentially of plagioclase and orthoclase feldspar, quartz, 
hornblende, and mica. 

Mining development. No active mining has ever been 
done on the property, and the principal explorati ve work, 
which consists of one 53-foot tunnel and five or six open 
cuts and pits, was done for assessment work 35 or 40 
years ago. 

Ore body and possible origin of iron ore. The ore 
body, which consists of magnetite, lies along the contact 
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of the intrusive granodiorite with limestone beds of the 
Guye formation. It occurs in mineralized bands or beds 
and isolated masses, which have a general trend of north 
and south, and dip toward the east. The location of the 
deposits at or near the intrusive contact, together with 
the presence of such characteristic contact minerals as 
garnet, hornblende, calcite, and quartz, suggest that the 
magnetite is of contact metamorphic origin. The same 
general conditions exist on Guye P eak, and magnetite 
is said to occur similarly on Chair Peak. George Otis 
Smith and Frank C. Calkins1 describe conditions and 
indicate possible origin of the ore on the Denny prop­
erty as follows : "The mineral deposits which have been 
prospected as iron ore constitute a mineralized band 
rather than a distinct vein. The granodiorite is much 
jointed and the joint planes are coated with hornblende 
and garnet crystals. In the gulch where some explora­
tion work has been done, a complete section of the ore­
bearing band can be seen. The band is parallel to one 
of the principal joint planes trending a little west of 
north, and has on its west side a bed of massive garnet, 
in places 10 feet wide. 

"Next to this are garnet, quartz, green hornblende, 
and calcite, all well crystallized. The magnetite occurs as 
nodules one foot or less in diameter and associated with 
it are masses of pyrite crystals. Through oxidation of 
the pyrite the rock forming the sides of the gulch is 
coated with iron oxide, which makes the indications of 
the extent of the iron somewhat deceptive. At another 
opening on this property, pure magnetite forms a vein­
like body with parallel bands of massive garnet and of 
calcite. The magnetite appears to be the oldest and the 
calcite the youngest of these crystallizations. Surface 
workings on the mountain slope expose what are appar-

'Snoqualmie Folio, No. 139, (1906), U. S. Geol. Survey, p. 13. 
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ently large bodies of this magnetite, but these bodies are 
found to be oval lenses, 20 feet or more across, which lie 
approximately parallel to the surface and thus exhibit 
maximum exposure of the ore.'' 

Gu ye Property 

Location and ownership. This property is located 
approximately in sections 29 and 31, T. 23 N., ~ . 11 E ., 
about 21/2 miles almost due north from Snoqualmie Pass, 
at an elevation of about 4,600 feet. It comprises nine 
claims, all of which are patented, and is called the Guye 
Summit Group. These claims are on record at the Gov­
ernment Land Office, Seattle, under mineral survey num­
bers 46 to 51, and 87 to 89, inclusive. All ar e owned by 
J. W. Guye of Aberdeen, Washington. 

Description of rocks. The country rock occurring on 
the Guye property consists of conglomerate and lime­
stones or marble belonging to the Guye formation, and 
the Snoqualmie granodiorite. The granodiorite has been 
proved1 to be intrusive into the Guye formation (Miocene 
age) and has been assigned to the late Miocene or post­
Miocene age. It is a granitic appearing, holocrystalline 
rock, consisting essentially of plagioclase and orthoclase 
feldspar, quartz, hornblende, and biotite. 

The limestone occurs in beds only a few feet wide. 
Where it lies contiguous to the granodiorite, it has been 
crystallized to marble and partially replaced by garnet 
and magnetite. The ore deposits occur along this con­
tact zone. 

Mining development. The claims constituting this 
property were filed on September 15, 1884, and patented 
in 1891. The principal development work upon the ore 
bodies was done during the period between the above 
dates, and consisted of one tunnel and four or :five open 
cuts and pits. No active mining has ever been done. 

'U. s. G. s. Folio. No. 139, (1906), p, 7. 
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Ore body MU}, possible origin of the iron ore. The 
ore body occurs in beds or bands under similar field rela­
tions to those on Denny Mountain two miles to the south­
west. The deposits are found at or near the contact 
where limestone beds (Guye formation) have been in-

F1G. 10.- Map or cla ims on the Guye property, Summit mining distri ct, King County. 

truded by the Snoqualmie granodiorite. The ore bands 
are in general wider, however, and more continuous than 
those occurring on Denny Mountain. 

George Otis Smith and Frank C. Calkins1 , who 
mapped the geology of this region, discuss the probable 
genesis of the iron ore on the Guye prospect as follows: 

'' The origin of the magnetite at the contact of the 
intrusive granodiorite is undoubtedly more or less di­
rectly connected with the intrusion. The association of 
minerals and the position of the deposits strongly favor 
this view. The relations observed at the Guye tunnel 
suggest replacement of the limestone by the magnetite 
and garnet, and the date of this mineralization may very 
plausibly be referred to the later stages of the gran­
odiorite intrusion. At the Denny prospect the abundance 
of pyrite may indicate that the sulphide was deposited 
along with the oxide. In one specimen of metamorphosed 

10p. Cit. p, 13. 
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wall rock both magnetite and pyrite occur, and under the 
microscope the magnetite can be seen in small grains 
along cracks in the rock and in finer grains bordering 
the larger grains of pyrite. It seems doubtful, however, 
whether the most of the magnetite could have been de­
rived from the sulphide, since sulphur is wholly lacking 
in the analyses of the Guye ore and no pyrite was noted 
there. That there has been a slight amount of subsequent 
concentration of the ore is shown by one case of breocia­
tion of the massive garnet with impregnation by the 
magnetite.'' 

Economic aspect of the Guye and Denny prnperties. 
According to the analyses the ore of these properties 
varies from 55 to 71 per cent metallic iron, with an aver­
age of about 65 per cent. It appears that the ore in most 
cases is low in phosphorus and is generally low in sul­
phur, except where sulphides are present in the ore body. 
They are present in the Denny property, but are nearly 
lacking in the Guye. The ore from these properties is 
representative of the best grades of magnetite in the 
State. According to the descriptions and the appearance 
of the deposits they are comparatively large but irregular 
and discontinuous. Their tonnage cannot be safely esti­
mated from t4e data collected. The situation of the ore 
bodies should make them of economic importance if iron 
ore is needed locally on the Coast. 

THE MILLER RIVER DISTRICT 

Introduction 

The Miller River District is situated in the north­
eastern part of King County along the South Fork of 
the Skykomish River and only 15 miles west of the Cas­
cade divide. It embraces two iron properties. 

A.nderBon Propert,r 

This property is located in section 11, T. 26 N., R. 
10 E., about three-quarters of a mile southeast of Baring, 
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a station on the main line of the Great Northern Rail­
way. 

Some mining development work has been done on the 
property, and at the time the mine was visited, about 
200 tons of ore lay on the dump. One carload is said to 
have been shipped under the direction of Dr. E. H. 
Rathert of Seattle. 

The ore mineral is magnetite. It outcrops on the 
north slope of the mountain several hundred feet above 
the Skykomish River. The outcrop eArposes a more or 
less lenticular shaped ore body which measures 25 to 30 
feet in height and approximately 15 feet in width. The 
ore in many respects resembles that which occUI·s on 
Guye and Denny mountains at Snoqualmie Pass, and 
apperu·s to be a contact replacement deposit in a bed 
of white coarsely crystalline limestone. 

Economic aspect. According to the analyses, the ore 
varies from 55 to 60 per cent metallic iron, and is fairly 
low in phosphorus and sulphur, but rather high in 
titanium dioxide, 0.94 per cent. No large quantity of 
ore appeared to be present in this deposit. There were 
probably some five thousand tons in the deposit and on 
the dump. 

·wmtrum,-SmJth hoperty 

This property is located on Money Creek, a tributary 
of the Skykomish River, five miles southwest of Miller 
River station, and near the line between sections 35 and 
36, T. 26 N., R. 10 E., at an elevation of 2,900 feet. It 
consists of two iron claims, which are known as the Wash­
ington and Chicago. The nearest railroad point is at 
Miller River, a station located on the Great Northern 
Railway. 

The country rock in the vicinity of the claims is of 
both igneous and sedimentary origin. The sedimentaries 
consist of crystalline limestone, siliceous limestone, and 
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quartzite, all having suffered igneous intrusions and 
severe metamorphism. 

The ore mineral is magnetite of similar character to 
that occurring near Baring, and at Snoqualmie Pass. 
It is said to outcrop in three different places on the 
claims, the largest exposure being 51 feet across. A 
tunnel, claimed to be 257 feet long, has been opened into 
one of these ore bodies. The analyses given in the tables, 
made by Dr. E . H. Rothert, were of ore taken from the 
tunnel. This mine was not visited by the writers, but the 
type and texture of the ore, as well as the general char­
acter of the rocks on the property, favor an origin re­
sulting from contact replacement of limestone. 

Economic a.spect. According to Rothert's analyses 
the ore contains about 65 per cent metallic iron and varies 
greatly in phosphorus content. Since the writers did not 
examine this deposit an estimation of its tonnage cannot 
be given. 

ANALYSES OF SNOQUALMIE PASS IRON ORE, KING COUNTY 

A11 A,. Analyses by E. Fulmer. B,, B,. Analyses by S. Shedd. 
Shedd; Iron Ores of Washington, Wash. Geol. Survey, 
Ann. Rept., Vol. 1, (1901). 

A., A.. Analyses ot samples collected from two cUfl:erent localities, 
Guye property. 

B,. Iron ore from surface 60 yards from Denny mine. 
B,. Iron ore from Denny mine. 

C. Iron ore from Denny mlne. Analysis by Booth, Garrett and 
Blair, Philadelphia (1890). 

D,-D •. Iron ore from Snoqualmie Pass. Analyses by G. J. Valentine, 
Chief Chemist, Moss Bay Hematite Iron and Steel Co., 
Worthington, England. 

E1-E,. Analyses of six samples of iron ore from Snoqualmie veins 
by Prot James A. Dodge, Minneapolis, Minn. 

A, A: B, ------------•--- ------------
Iron (Fe)...... ........................... 66.81 60.62 62.45 68.U 65.48 67.SO 
snrca cs10,) .. ... .... ................ .... . s.oo <l.20 5.78 1.ao 7.99 3.88 

i~~1fl~fs1'.~~?:-:-:-.·-:-.:_·._· .. ·._:_·._:: .. · . .-:··:·.··:·_· .. · .. ·._·._·:·: ::~:::::::::::::~:ii::::~:~:: Hh 'ii~ .. 
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D1 Da D• D• -------------•------------ ------
Iron (Fe)....................... . ........ . 64.00 67.00 62.fl> 64.50 61.00 69.39 
Snlca (8!02)'. ........... . ..... ....... . ... • 5.56 1.67 7.99 6.03 . . . .. . . . 2. '72 
Alumina (AbOa) ..........•.....•..•• .• .. ......•. .. ..... •......•.••• •..• ...•.•.. .•..• .. ..• 
Phosphorus (P). .... .... .. .. .... .... .. . . . 0.02 0.02 Tr. Tr. 0.018 0.35f 
Sulphur (S)..... .. •. . . . . . . .. . . .. . . .• . . . . . . 0.12 o.os 0.05 0.06 o.063 0.042 

--------- -------~~~I~~ 
Iron (Pe) .................. ............... .. ....... 71.17 68.56 G7.17 68.4-0 70.18 
Silica (SIO:).. . .. .... .. .. ... . .. .. .. .. ... . . .. . ..... . 1.30 2.77 4.02 2.28 1.87 
Alumina (Al .Oa) .......... .. •... . • ..•... .. ............ . ..•.....•. ....... .. ....... ••. ... •.. . 
Pbosl)horus (P) . ...... .. .. •.. . . . . . •.....• ... ... .. . 0.039 0.035 0.031 0.035 0.031 
Sulphur (S). .. .. .. .. .. ... . .. .... .. .. .. . ... . ..... .. . 0.005 0.019 o.oo 0.008 0.013 

•In this sample there was a lso recorded: Cao, 7.120: MgO, 2.774; 
CuO, none; and titanic acid, 0.085. 

ANALYSES OF ffiON ORE FROM NORTHEASTERN KING COUNTY 

MILLER RIVER DISTRICT 

A,·A,. Analyses of iron ore by Dr. E. H. Rothert, Rothert Process 
Steel Company, Seattle. 

A,, A,. Iron ore from Money Creek, 5 miles southwest of Miller 
River Station. 

A,. Iron ore from Anderson claims, Baring. 
B. Specimen of magnetite from Anderson property, near Baring, 

Sec. 11, T. 26 N., R. 30 E. Jenkins and Cooper, coUectors. 
R. P. Cope, analyst. 

A• As B ------------------•------------
Iron (Fe) .......... ............. ..... . .. ............ . ........ 66.00 67.00 55.00 60.70 
smca (SJO,).................. .. . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . 4.10 2. 70 10.20 9.51 

&1~~t?:~t:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::: :::::::: t; :::::::: 
Phosphorus (P)......... .. . . . .. . . ... . .. . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.0264 0.87 0.065 o.o:u 
Sulphur (S) ....... . ....... ... .•............ .. ................ None None . . ...... 0.09 
Titanium dioxide (TIOt) . ...... . . . ......... ...... .... •. .. .. . •. . .. ... ... .. ..• Tr. 0.94. 

SKAGIT COUNTY 

THE HAMILTON DISTRICT 

lntrocluctlon 

The Hamilton district is situated in the central part 
of Skagit County, in northwestern Washington, amid 
westerly p1·ojecting spurs of the Cascade Mountains. 
The elevation of the Skagit River valley, which forms 
the major drainage line of the region and along which 
the iron ores occur, is 95 feet at Hamilton and 313 feet 
at Marblcmount, while the elevation attained by the tim · 
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bered mountain ridges which form the divides is approxi­
mately 3,000 feet. 

The Great Northern Railway extends up the river 
as far as Rockport, a station located 10 miles below 
Marblemount. Dr. S. Shedd1

, who visited the district in 
1900, discusses the extent of the iron deposits as follows : 
'' Outcrops of iron ore appear at intervals along the 
valley from Hamilton to Marblemount, a distance of 
about twenty-five miles. While the deposits have been 
found in a number of places along the trend, there has 
not been work enough done to tell definitely just what 
the relations of the different outcrops are to each other, 
but I am inclined to think they are lenses rather than 
veins, and probably not continuous between the outcrops. 
The ore bodies vary in thickness from a few feet to 30 
feet. From Hamilton to Birdsview, a distance of six 
miles, the iron ores appear at intervals on the south side 
of the Skagit River in five lines, one above the other, 
while at Marblemount only two lines of outcrops have 
been found so far. These outcrops trend approximately 
east and west and have a dip to the southwest of about 
55 degrees.'' 

Iron lt[ountaln P roper ties 

Location. The Iron Mountain properties are located 
on the south side of the Skagit River, opposite the town 
of Hamilton, in sections 23 and 24, T. 35 N., R. 6 E. The 
best known claims are the Hamilton, Mayflower, Blue 
Jay, Last Chance, F airhaven, Washington, Inaugural, 
and Scottish Chief; though these do not by any means 
constitute the total number of locations that have been 
made in the district. 

Description of rocks. The rocks of the district consist 
of sandstone, limestone, shales, and glaucophane-garnet 
schists. Dr. Shedd describes a section taken through the 

'Op. Cit. 
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coal measures that overlie the iron ore formations as 
follows: '' Occurring in connection with the iron in this 
district, especially across the river from Hamilton and 
lying above it are at least four seams of what is said to 
be a good grade of coal. Some work has been done on 
this coal, but for some reason it has been stopped and at 
present nothing is being done. The :first vein is from 
1,000 to 1,200 feet above the iron ore, and has a thickness 
of from 8 to 10 feet of coal with three streaks of boney 
matter from 11/2 to 4 inches in thickness. Just below the 
coal is about 300 feet of sandstone and then come the 
slates in which the iron occurs. The second vein occurs 
about 100 feet above the :first and has six feet of coal 
comparatively free from dirt. The formation between 
the two seams of coal is a gray sandstone with four feet 
of :fire clay just below the upper vein of coal. From the 
second vein of coal to the third is 1,100 feet of gray sand­
stone. Number 3 is three feet thick and contains no dirt. 
Vein number 4 is 1,200 feet above 3, and the formation 
between the two is sandstone.'' 

The country rock of the iron ore deposits appeared 
to consist for the greater part of schists and slates. 
Specimens of the most characteristic of these metamor­
phic rocks were collected and found to be glaucophane­
garnet schist. It is a greenish gray to grayish black 
rock, the greenish variety being the more common. The 
texture of the schist is so fine in many cases as to, give 
a slaty appearance, though it is commonly foliated, and 
crumpled. Crushed fragments of the schist mounted on 
a slide and studied under the microscope revealed it to 
be composed largely of long blades and needles of the 
mineral glaucophane, together with numerous rhombic 
dodecahedral crystals of pale red garnet. A.ctinolite 
is also a more or less important constituent, while c.l1lorite 
is present as an alteration product. 

-7 
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Mining development. The iron ore was discovered 
in about 1881 and since then from time to time consider­
able development work has been done, but no great 
depth has been r eached. During the early exploration 
days two tons of the ore were sent to Tacoma and tested 
in the smelter there. A few years later (1887), twenty 
tons were sent to Irondale for experimental purposes. 
Tests are also said to have been made at the furnace 
formerly operated at Sedro Woolley. About seven or 
eight years ago four or five thousand tons of the iron ore 
were mined from the Hamilton and Inaugural mines and 
shipped to Concrete. 

The greater part of the workings on the various 
claims consist of surface cuts opened along the strike of 
the ore bodies. On the Hamilton claim, however, the 
development work, in addition to open cuts, includes a 
shaft 40 feet deep and a tunnel 60 feet long, while on 
the Inaugural claim there is a shaft said to be 90 f eet 
deep, and a tunnel 50 feet long. 

Ore bodies. The iron ores as shown by the various 
analyses, carry a considerable amount of manganese. 
They occur in a series of parallel layers, one above the 
other, the lowest of which lies along the bank of the Skagit 
River and the highest on the slope of the mountain several 
hundred feet above the valley. The ore is dark colored, 
has a medium specific gravity (4.1), a fine even grained 
texture, and is schistose in appearance. 

The character and grade of the ore vary. Most of 
it is slightly magnetic, showing tho presence of magnet­
ite, though some grades appear to contain a great deal 
of hematite, almost to the exclusion of magnetite. The 
quantitive relation of the hematite and magnetite over 
the district as a whole, was not determined. It was 
obsel'ved, however, that the ore layers, which were found 
to vary from a few feet to 30 feet in width, are not uni-
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form in cross section, but grade insensibly into the schists 
that form the wall rocks, so that in places what appears 
to be fairly good ore actually consists largely of glauco­
phane and garnet with only a subordinate amount of 
magnetite and hematite. The specific gravity of the ore 
is 4.1; of garnet, about 4.0; of glaucophane, 3.1, and of 
magnetite or hematite, 5.1. The variation of the glauco­
phane, garnet, and iron content is so great in different 
samples that no generalization as to the average content 
is possible. The better grades, however, appear to be 
about half magnetite and hematite together. 

A few specific and fairly representative cases relative 
to the occurrence of the ore will be cited. On the Blue 
J ay claim the thickness of the ledge is about 10 feet. 
Stiingers of clear quartz, sometimes four or five inches 
wide, carrying more or less chalcopyrite, ramify tJu·ough 
the ore bands approximately at right angles to the bed­
ding. The beds dip into the hill at an angle of 63 de­
grees, south 28 degr ees west. The ore has a bluish red 
cast and gr ades into a hanging wall of bluish green 
glaucophane-garnet schist. The foot wall is not exposed. 

Conditions on the adjoining Last Chance claim are 
essentially the same. 

On the Fairhaven claim both hanging wall and foot 
wall are well exposed and both are greenish glaucophane 
schist. The beds dip 65 to 70 degrees to the southwest. 
The strike is south 45 degrees east. 

The Washington claim adjoins the F airhaven on the 
east. A surface working exposes the ore band for 400 
feet along the direction of strike, showing an average 
width of 12 feet. The hanging wall is glaucophane schist. 
The foot wall is concealed by the dump upon which two 
or three hunched tons of ore lie. 

Conditions on other claims are practically the same 
in their general occurrence and will not be further dis­
cussed. 
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Possible origin of the iron ore. The ore bodies appear 
to be definite in shape and constitute layer s in the sedi­
mentary series in that locality. This feature is shown 
by the parallel arrangement and general conformation 
of the ore layers to the dip and strike of the enclosing wall 
rocks. The original rocks are badly metamorphosed, 
which makes the problem of origin more or less uncertain, 
but it appears probable that the ore seams represent a 
stage in deposition when there was slow accumulation 
of sediment. Marshy lands generally offer favorable 
conditions where bog iron, bog manganese, mud, and clay 
may accumulate together, forming layers of greater or 
lesser thickness. Then, if for any reason the conditions 
become altered in such a way as to incur a greater influx 
of sediment, the mud and clay would easily preponderate, 
causing a gradation to a material that when solicli:fi.ed 
would constitute ordinary shale. 

In the event of repeated transitions from one order 
to another, there would be produced alternating beds 
of shale interlayered with seams of bog iron and man­
ganese in much the same manner that sandstone and shale 
higher on the mountain are interlayered with successive 
beds of coal. 

Subsequent to the deposition, the shales and bog ores 
have been subjected to intense metamorphism, probably 
r egional, which has converted the shales and clayey por­
tions of the bog ore layers into glaucophane and garnet, 
while the bog ores themselves have been dehydrated, 
yielding magnetite, hematite, and pyrolusite. 

There is a further possibility that the iron phase may 
have been introduced subsequent to the deposition of 
the shales through the agency of cfrculating solutions 
given off from some intrusive body, but the writers are 
inclined to think the sedimentary origin is the more prob-
able of the two. ' 
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Economic aspect. The ore varies from 31 to 41 per 
cent metallic iron, according to the analyses, with a high 
percentage of silica, fairly high percentage of phosphorus, 
a low percentage of sulphur, and manganous oxide aver­
aging about 10 per cent. The ore is, therefore, of low 
grade, and could not be used in the acid processes of iron 
and steel manufacture. It is the opinion of the writers 
that probably 100 thousand tons of low grade iron ore 
could probably be extracted from these properties. 

ANALYSES OF HAMJLTON IRON ORES, SKAGIT COUNTY 

A·F, J, K. Analyses by R. W. Thatcher. G. Analysis by E. Fulmer. 
H. Analysis by S. Shedd. Shedd; Iron Ores of Wash· 
ington, Wash. Geo!. Survey, Ann. Rept., Vol. 1, (1901) . 

A. Iron ore from tunnel, Inaugural mine, Hamilton. 
B. Iron ore from surface, Inaugural mine. 
C. Iron ore from shaft at depth of 85 feet, Inaugural mine. 
D. Iron ore from Hamilton mine, average sample. 
E. Iron ore from Hamllton mine, near middle of vein. 
F. Iron ore t'rom Hamilton mine, near wall. 
G. Iron ore from J. J. Conner prospect, Hamilton. 
H. Iron ore from vein highest above river, Hamilton. 
I. Iron ore from Treadwell mine, near Marblemount, 25 miles 

above Hamilton on Skagit River. 
J. Iron ore from .ore body situated lowest down on bill, Pitts· 

burg mine. 
K. Iron ore from upper of two ledges, Pittsburg mine. 

L,L.. Analyses of iron ore from Snowstorm claim, opposite Ham· 
ilton, Dr. E. H. Rathert, analyst. 

_ ____________ , __ A __ B_,_o __ n __ E_ 

lron (Fe) .......................................... 43.S9 31.0S 43.01 
SIJJca (S{02) . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19. 98 31.82 18. 36 
Al mnlnn (At.O,}... .. . . .. . . .. • . . . .• .. . . .. .. . .. . .. . . s.ao 6.70 s.100 
Oalclmn carbonate (OaOO•) .. . ...... .. .. . . . . . ... . 3.0S 6.82 S.O'l 
Manganese oxide (1110.0,) ................... ..... 12.so H.28 12.00 
Phosphorus (P)........... .. ..... .... ........ .... . o.u 0.19 o.69 
Sulphur (S) ........ ....... .... . ........ ............ .......... ... .......... . 

F G H 

82.14 
30.58 
7.2? 
5.62 

11.74 
0.72 
0.06 

1 

36.72. 
20 .24 
7.40 
9 .77 

13.04 
Tr. 

J ---------------,----------
Iron (Fe) ......................................... . 
Silica (SIO:) ... . .......................... . ..... .. . 
Alumina (At.Oo} ............................... ... . 
Calcium carbonate (OaOOo) . .............. ...... . 
Manganese o~lde (MnaO,) ...................... .. 
Phosphorus (P) .................................. . 
Sulphur (S) .. ... ............................. ..... . 

83.SS 
82.94_ 

2.67 
S.81 
7.31 
1.00 
0.16 

46.60 42.43 48. 72 82.!n 
27.~t 24.18 22.86 28.05 
None 0.5'1 8.17 8.43 
3.96 3. '18 8.06 
0.19 8.08 8.11 
0.59 0.64 0.44 O.Sl 

.. . ..... , 0.25 ............... . 
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Lo L, L,• K I L, 
- -------------1---:-- - -----
tron (Fe) ........ . .... . . .. . .. ...................... 29.ll 35.90 S7.00 87.00 40.50 
SIUcn (SJOo) ....................................... S2.40 26.60 17.00 17.00 22.00 
Alumina (AloO,)\.. ........ ...... ........ ..... . . .. . .56 ......................... .. .... . 
Onlclum carbonate (O'aOOi). .. .... .. .... .. . . . .... 0.71 . .... .......................... . 
Manganese oxide CMn•O•>· .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. . 13.11 J3.52l . .. . . . . . 0.561 12.rm 

l!,~~u'1r0 rnr~~~·.:·.:·::.:·::::::::::::::::::.::: ::::: .. ~:~ .. : :::: :: : ::::: :: : ::: ::::: ::: :: ::: 
!Given as dnsoluble residue. 
!Given as Mn and recalculaud to MoaO,. 
*'.l'ltaolum Is given as 3.00. 

THE P UGET SOUND BASIN 

INTRODUCTION 

The Puget Sound basin lies at the western foot of the 
Cascade Mountains, and includes the broad e).'Panse of 
territory stretching westward between the Columbia 
R iver on the south and the Canadian boundary on the 
nor th; to the Olympic and Coast mountains on the west. 
This wide tract of land represents a geosyncline, or ex­
tensive downwarp in the earth's crust, the surface of 
which as a whole is not far above sea level. In fact, the 
waterways and channels of the Puget Sound occupy a por­
tion of the trough where submergence has been of so pro­
found a nature as to admit the sea. Topographically the 
basin consists of a level or gently undulating plain broken 
in places by low rounded hills that rise 1,000 to 1,500 feet 
in height. 

This basin-shaped area embraces a large number of 
scattered bog iron deposits, the hematite deposit on 
Sumas Mountain, Whatcom County, and the titaniferous 
magnetite deposit near Elma, Grays Harbor County. 

BOG IRON DEPOSITS 

Bog iron deposits have been reported from a number 
of counties situated in and bordering on the Puget Sound 
basin. Bog iron has been reported from Thurston 
County, as occurring in the vicinity about Little Rock; 
and from Clallam County as occurring south of Iron­
dale; but the exact locations of the deposits have not been 
indicated. 
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Snohomt,1h Count-,, 

In Snohomish County bog iron occurs on the farm of 
F. 0. Coe, 11h miles northeast of Arlington, in section 
36, T. 32 N., R. 5 E. The deposit has a lateral extent over 
two or three acres and appears to be 21h to 3 feet thick. 
Bog iron occuTs in the same locality on the farm of 
Thomas JeffeTSon, in section 30, T. 32 N., R. 6 E., 4 miles 
northeast of Arlington. The property was worked 10 or 
12 years ago when the iron ore was r emoved from an area 
covering three or four acres, and shipped to the furnace 
then operating at Irondale. It appeared probable that 
very little ore was left. 

Economic aspect. Analyses were not made of the ore 
of either of these two bog iron deposits, but it is quite 
similar to other bog ore deposits in the State. Since 
the Coe property covers 2 or 3 acres to a depth of 21h 
to 3 feet, it contains probably a.bout 10 or 15 thousand 
tons of ore. Some of this ore appears to contain a con­
siderable amount of manganese dioxide. 

Most of the ore from the J effe1·son property appears 
to have already been removed. There may be a few 
thousand tons left. All this ore is of low grade and in 
quantity insufficient to be considered of special economic 
importance. 

In Whatcom County bog iron occurs in a number of 
places in the vicinity of Bellingham, F erndale, and Lyn­
den, but the deposits are generally small. The most ex­
tensive that are known occm· about one mile north of 
Lynden, in sections 8 and 17, T. 40 N., R . 3 E. On Stur­
man 's farm the bog iron covers an acre or so to a depth 
said to average 2 feet. The ore either lies at the surface 
or is covered with only a few inches of soil. 

On the adjoining faTm of Thomas H erringa there is 
an exposure that covers approximately five acres, which 
varies in thickness from O to 2 or 3 feet. 
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The nature of the occurrence of the several bog iron 
deposits visited was essentially the same and the bog iron 
probably originated under analogous conditions, similar 
to those that are characteristic of the genesis of ores of 
this class. 

Bog iron ore is a variety of limonite, with an ad­
mixture of more or less clay, silt, and other impurities. 

In the Puget Sound basin the bog iron has probably 
accumulated in preexisting marshes and swamps where 
it formed layers of hardpan, which are now exposed at the 
surface. Since iron is an abundant constituent of many 
rocks, and present in most of them, it may have been 
leached from those in the adjacent territory by percolat­
ing waters charged with organic or possibly sulphuric 
acids, and carried by these solutions into the swamps, 
where precipitation ensued. The deposition from car­
bonated waters might have been effected through r eac­
tions set up by intermingling solutions brought together 
in the marshes, or through the agency of the so-called 
'' iron bacteria,'' which are organisims existing in the 
ground water and soil, that possess the capacity of ab­
sorbing iron from solutions and r edepositing it as ferric 
hydroxide. In case the iron was carried by the sulphate 
solutions, it may have been precipitated by carbonates, 
phosphates, or organic matter present in the ,1rnter, and 
subsequently oxidized to the ferric hydroxide, or limonite, 
which is now found. 

Economic aspect. An analysis made of a specimen 
of bog ore from near Lynden shows it to contain nearly 
40 per cent metallic iron, a high percentage of silica, 
0.153 per cent phosphorus (which is high) , and 0.013 per 
cent sulphur. This is, therefore, a low grade of iron ore. 
These deposits contain in all some 20 thousand tons. 
Other deposits in Whatcom County may contain in all 
about 15 to 20 thousand tons. 
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ANALYSES OF BOG IRON ORE FROM VARIOUS LOCALITIES 
IN WASHINGTON 

A,-B. Analyses by E. Fulmer. B. Analysis by S. Shedd; Iron Ores 
of Washington, Wash. Geo!. Survey, Ann. Rept. Vol. 1, 
(1901). 

A,. Bog ore from Irondale district, Jefferson County. 
A,. Bog ore with gravel from Irondale district. 
B. Bog ore from Cheney district, Spokane County. 

C. Analysis of a specimen of bog limonite, from a point one mile 
north or Lynden, Whatcom County. Jenkins and Cooper, 
collectors. R. P. Cope, analyst, (1922). 

---------- ------i~ l~_n __ o_ 
Iron (Fe)............. .................... . .. ..... . .......... 53.67 28.48 35.12 39.67 
Silica (S102)... .. .. . . .. ... . .. ... .. .... ... ... .... .. .... ....... 9.67t ~0.85t 16.80 19.•3 
Alumina (AbO•). .. .. . ... .. •. .. .. ... . . .. . .. ........ .... . . .. . None None 10.94 ....... . 
Onlclum carbonate (OaOO,)... .. .. ...... . . .. . . . . .. .. . . .. ... 0.95 2.10 ............... . 
Manganese oxJde (Mo:Os)... .. . . ... .. . .. . . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . 0.20 O.O'Z ............... . 
Pbospborus (P)......... .. .. . . . . . ... . . . . .. . . .. . .. .. . . . .. . . . . 1.00 0.17 0.81 0.153 
Sulpbur (S) . .. . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . . ... . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . .. .. . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . 0.19 0.013 

tOrigioally recorded as Insoluble residue. 

HEMATITE GROUP ON SUMAS MOUNTAIN. WHATCOM COUNTY 

This property is located on the west slope of Sumas 
Mountain, in the northwestern part of Whatcom County. 
It is situated in section 2, T. 39 N., R. 4 E., and in section 
35, T. 40 N., R. 4 E ., at an elevation varying from 700 to 
1,600 feet. The nearest railroad station is at N ooksak, 
a town on the Northern Pacific Railway, about four miles 
distant. Seven claim.shave been located, which are col­
lectively known as the Hematite Group. 

The f erruginous bodies that have attracted much at­
tention lie along the contact between a dark green perido­
tite formation and an overlying bed of conglomerate 
which dips south 60 degrees west at an angle of 45 de­
grees. The ore phase appears to consist chiefly of low 
grade hematite that has been more or less hydrated. 
It is exposed in a chain of outcrops along the bed of a 
stream for a distance of 1,500 feet, and varies in width 
from O to 20 feet, though the more f erruginous portions 
are generally less than 10 feet wide. 
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The better grade ore has a dull red massive appear­
ance and gives a dark brownish red streak or powder 
when pulverized. Some of the powder was mounted on a 
slide and studied under the microscope by reflected light. 
This showed it to be composed, in addition to the earthy 
red material, of occasional grains of quartz, numerous 
grains of magnetite, and particles of a black, shiny, non-

F10. 11.-Map of the Hemat1te Group of claims on Sumas Mountain, Whatcom County. 

magnetic mineral resembling magnetite, which were prob­
ably chromite. Many of the magnetite grains were sur­
rounded by a coat of the red powder and their presence 
was detected only by means of a magnet moved about 
the :field of the microscope. 

A partial analysis of a specimen of the ore collected 
from one of the higher grade bodies during the investi­
gation, analyzed by P rof. R. P. Cope, gave the following 
results: 
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Per Cent 
Iron (Fe) ........ . .................... . . 37.31 
Silica (SIO, ) ..... . ..............•........ 20.83 
Phosphorus (P) ........ . ................. 0.20 
Sulphur (S) .. . .......................... 0.008 

The ore phase appears to be a residual product formed 
through sur:ficial weathering of the basic peridotite prior 
to the deposition of the conglomerate. The criteria in 
favor of such a mode of genesis are as follows: (1) the 
ore zone lies immediately beneath the conglomerate and 
apparently represents the upper portion of the old land 
surface upon which the conglomerate was laid down; 
(2) the more highly oxidized parts of the ore bodies are 
adjacent to the conglomerate, away from which they grade 
insensibly into the slightly altered peridotite; (3) the 
texture and structure of the ore phases are analogous to 
those of the original peridotite; and ( 4) the oxidized ore 
material contains partially altered grains and particles 
of the same constituents that occur in the peridotite, such 
as magnetite, etc. 

Economic aspect. The ore is of very low grade. A 
picked specimen shows only 37 per cent metallic iron, a 
high silica content, and a high phosphorus content. The 
ore body appears to vary greatly in grade from place to 
place. It is of no commercial value as an ore of iron. 
It may, however, be found to be of value in some other 
industry, such as in the paint industry. 

DENNIS PROPERTY NEAR ELMA, GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY 

This property is located in the southeastern par t of 
Grays Harbor County, in the southeast quarter of section 
28, T. 18 N., R. 5 W. It is situated 31h miles east of 
E lma, and 2% miles off the Olympic Highway. The 
nearest railroad station is Elma, which is located on the 
Northern Pacific Railway. 

The development work done, at the time the property 
was visited, consisted of one open cut and two or three 
pits. Some ore has been mined from the open cut, one 
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carload of which was shipped to the Bilrowe Alloys Co. 
at Tacoma, and 1,000 pounds to the Rothert Process 
Steel Co. at Seattle, where it was used for experimental 
purposes. 

The ore is a hard, granular, titaniferous magnetite. 
It occurs in a bedded deposit, lying beneath a mantle of 
3 to 8 feet of soil, ferruginous clays, and sand. The 
ore body, which is more or less intermixed with sand and 
gravel, varies in thickness from 1 to 4 feet, and appears 
to have an areal extent over 2 or 3 acres, though lateral 
boundaries have not been well defined. 

A specimen of the ore, studied under a hand lens, ap­
pears to be made up of small, well rounded grains of 
the minerals magnetite and ilmenite, which are firmly 
cemented together. Chemical analyses of the ore reveal 
a high titanium content. 

The textural character of the ore, the irregular nature 
of the bedded deposit, and the layered structure of the 
overlying f erruginous sand and clay, as well as the chem­
ical composition of the ore, all indicate that the deposit 
is a sedimentary black sand, now compactly cemented 
together. 

Economic aspect. The ore from this property con­
tains, according to the analyses, a.bout 50 per cent metallic 
iron, about 23 per cent titanium dioxide (which is ex­
tremely high), 0.01 to 0.18 per cent phosphorus, but not 
very much sulphur. The ore is, therefore, a titaniferous 
iron ore, at present of no commercial importance. Both 
the Rothert Process Steel Company of Seattle, and the 
Bilrowe Alloys Company of Tacoma have experimented 
upon this ore and have made titanium steel through their 
own special processes, but they have not succeeded in a 
commercial manufacture of the metal. 
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ANALYSES OF ELMA moN ORE, GRAYS HARBOR COUNTY 

A, B. Titanlferous i ron ore (consolidated black sands) from Sec. 
28 T. 18 N., R. 5 W., near Elma. 

A. Analysis by Bennett's Chemical Laboratory, Tacoma. 
B. Analysis by Professor R. P. Cope, Department of Chemistry, 

State College of Washington, (1922) . J enkins and 
Cooper, collectors. 

~r~t!:?~iti~;.-.. :·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·:·::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: 
~:::tne~~n~lrgo) .... :::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :: : : :: :: : : : : : : :: : : : : : : : : : : :: : : : Mang a oese (Mo) ... . ........................................... . ...... . ..... . 
Phosphorus peotoxlde (PeOo) ............................................... . 
Sulphur ($)1 .......................... . .................. .. .................. . 
Titanium dJoxlde (TIO:) ........... . ........................................ . 

tThe Iron was orlgjnally recorded as FeO, 65.54. 

A B 

50.93t 50.02 
1.38 o.so 
3.00 •.•••.• 
o.oo ...... . 
1.13 ...... , 
o.os ...... . 
0.01 O.lS 
0.077 0.062 

U.12 22.23 

MISCELLANEOUS ANALYSES OF moN ORES FROM GRAYS 
HARBOR COUNTY 

BLACK BILLS 

(Exact location not r ecorded) 

A1·A,. Analyses by E. Fulmer. Shedd; Iron Ores of Washington. 
Wash. Geo!. Survey, Ann. Rept., Vol. 1, (1901). 

A,, A,,. Float, apparently nodules of consolidated black sand. 
A,. Black sand. 

At A, A, 

------------- --------- 1--- ----
~1~':nf:a0) ci;.i;o~i .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::. ::::: :: :: ::::: :: :::: :: ::: 5i:: t: ~:~ 
Manganese oxlee (,Mn3Q,). ... . .. ... .. . ..... .. ....... .. ...... ....... .. . O.H 0.23 0.18 
Phosphorus peotoxlde (P•O•)............. . ........................... Tr. . ............ . 
Insoluble reslclue ...................................................... 13.04 25.02 24.U 

MISCELLANEOUS moN DEPOSITS 

There are a number of places in the State in which 
fron ore deposits are thought to exist, but upon examin­
ing the localities no ores of importance were fotmd. 
There are, for example, a number of places where black 
sands occur, which are of no commercial importance. 
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Bog iron deposits are probably present in small amounts 
in nearly every county in the State. It was reported that 
iron ore was present in a certain locality on Lopez Island. 
On examination, however, nothing was found save ser­
pentine rock. 

A highly siliceous iron-manganese ore occurs above 
Lake Cushman in Mason County. It has been shipped 
to Bilrowe Alloys Company of Tacoma, and ferro-man­
ganese has been made from it, experimentally. This ore, 
therefore, would be of more importance in relation to the 
manganese problem than simply to the iron industry. 

According to various reports there may be other hem­
atite deposits in Stevens County, especially in regions 
of the Huckleberry Mountains, west of Chewelah. It is 
also reported that there are other magnetite deposits on 
the Middle Fork of the Snoqualmie River. 

ANALYSES OF IRON-MANGANESE ORES FROM MASON COUNTY 

LAKE CUSHMAN DISTRICT 

A,-A,,. Analyses by E. Fulmer. Shedd; Iron Ores of Washington, 
Wash. Geo!. Survey, Ann. Rept., Vol. 1, (1901) . 

A,. Ore from cabins. 
A:, A,. Ore from Pomeroy mine, 4,000 feet above river. 
Ao, A,,. Ore from Hoodsport mine. 

----- ---------------------
Iron (F e) .. . .. . .. .. . .. .. . .. .. . ... .. . .. . .. .. . . .. 16.34 10.25 4.13 10.66 10.20 13. i8 
Insoluble residue .................. .. ........... 24.21) 70.50 19.04 27.39 11.64 20.35 
Alumlno (Al20o) .. .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. 8.00 0.65 6.91 2.33 1.24- ....... 
Onlclum carbonate (OaOOs) . .................. n.28 1.13 6.00 49.10 70.84 00.91 
l\langanese oxide (Mn20s) ...................... 2i.14 0.32 42.58 5.18 1.58 4.18 
Phospboms (P) ...... .......... .. .. .. ....... .. 0.13 Tr. 0 .21 0 .16 0.16 0.20 
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CONCLUSIONS 

ORIGIN OF THE IRON ORES 

Of the twenty-five iron deposits described as occurring 
in the State of Washington, sixteen are composed largely 
of magnetite, one of titaniferous magnetite ( cemented 
"black sand"), five of limonite (brown 01·e) , two of hema­
tite, and one of pyrrhotite. 

The ores have originated in a number of different 
ways, which may be summarized as follows : 

(1) Sedimentary deposits. 
Bog ores, located in various places including tbe follow ing: 

Li ttle Rock, Thurston County. 
Irondale, Cla llam County. 
Arlington, Snohomish County. 
Lynden, Whatcom County. 

Placer deposits of black sands, subsequently cemented .. 
Dennis property, Elma, Grays Harbor County. 

Sedimentary deposits, subsequently metamorphosed. 
Iron Mountain, Hamilton, Skagit County. 
Dut·rwachter property, Cle Elum, IGttitas County. 

(2) Residual deposits. 
Deep Lake District, Leadpolnt, Stevens County (also a re­

placement deposit) . 
Clugston Creek district, Colville, Stevens County (also a 

replacement deposit). 
Kulzer property, Valley, Stevens County (also a replace, 

ment deposit) . 
Hematite group, Sumas Mountain, Whatcom County. 

(3) Laterite deposit (in part residual and in part sedimentary), 
subsequently metamorphosed. 
Camp Creek deposit, Cle Elum, Kittitas County. 

(4) Replacements in limestones, probably from ascending solu­
tions. 

Rill property, Valley, Stevens County. 
,Deep Lake district, Leadpoint, Stevens County (for the 

greater part a r esidual deposit). 
Clugston Creek district, Colville, Stevens County (for 

the greater part a residual deposit). 
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(5) Contact metamorphic deposits. 
Read property, Hunters, Stevens County. 
Napoleon mine, Stevens County, near Boyds, Ferry 

County. 
Copper Key, Oversight, and Belcher Mines, near Curlew, 

Ferry County. 
Neutral-Aztec and McLean properties, Chesaw, Okanogan 

County. 
Guye and Denny properties, near Snoqualmie Pass, King 

County. 
Anderson property, Baring, King County. 
Williams-Smith property, Miller River Station, King 

County. 

(6) Magmatic segregation deposits. 
Fuller property, Pateros, Okanogan County. 
Rotbert and McCarthy properties, Blewett, Chelan 

County. 

Since the i ron ores in the State occur in such a 
variety of ways, the quality of the ores and the size of 
the ore bodies will have no uniformity. Of these various 
types of deposits, the contact metamorphic is the most 
usual; while the lateritic, subsequently metamorphosed, 
contains the deposit of greatest size. 

MINERAL COMPOSITION OF THE IRON ORES 

The most important iron ore, hematite, is only spar ­
ingly represented in the State of W asbington. The best 
grade is found on the Hill property in Stevens County, 
wher e its extent is unknown, but is probably very limited. 

Magnetite, which is of less commercial importance 
than hematite, represents the content of the greatest 
number of iron deposits in the State. Most of the bodies 
of magnetite are irregular in shape and of undependable 
content. In some places the ore may be very high grade 
and in other places very low. An exception to this rule 
is represented by the deposits nor th of Cle Elum on Camp 
Creek. · 

The brown ores, of much less commercial importance 
than hematite, composed principally of limonite, may be 
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classed in two distinct groups-residual and bog. Of 
these, the residual is of greater importance, both in qual­
ity and quantity in Washington. The largest deposits 
of limonite in the State appear to be those in the region 
of Deep Lake, Stevens County. A little carbonate ore is 
present there, too, but it will probably not prove to be of 
particular commercial importance unless new and larger 
deposits are found. 

QUALITY OF THE IRON ORES 

The quality of the iron ores of Washington has in 
general been found to be fair. A number of the ores, 
however, are too high in phosphorus to be used in the 
manufacture of steel by either the acid Bessemer or acid 
open hearth processes, though they would still prove 
suitable for use in the basic open hearth or electric fur­
nace. The high sulphur content of some of the ore bodies 
would undoubtedly disqualify the ore for use in the steel 
industry. The high sulphur ores, however, might be made 
of commercial importance indirectly, through use for 
special purposes, such as fluxes, etc. 

The quality factor, then, while probably barring cer­
tain deposits from use in the steel industry, would not 
necessarily mean complete prohibition of their economic 
use. 

QUANTITY OF THE IRON ORES 

It is not possible to determine how much iron ore 
there is in the State of Washington, with the present 
available data and with any :field work one might do with­
out actually prospecting and drilling the various prop­
erties. It is safe to say, however, that most of the de­
posits are irregular in shape, and quite limited in size. 
A relative idea of these quantities bas been presented on 
the summary table of the iron ores of Washington, pre­
sented on the accompanying map of the State in the 
columns - known, probable, and possible. We know of, 

-8 
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or are quite sure of finding, at least 815 thousand tons 
of iron ore in the State. It is quite probable that there 
are nearly 3 million tons available from all of the de­
posits. There is a possibility that 7 or 8 million tons 
might be found to exist if intelligent mining were carried 
on to the limit. This is not enough iron ore, however, 
to maintain an iron and steel industry of any considerable 
size in the State of Washington. 

ACCESSIBILITY OF THE IRON DEPOSITS 

The deposits of iron ore are scattered over the State. 
The greatest number, and those of the largest size, are 
located in Kittitas, Stevens, Okanogan, King, and Skagit 
counties. Some of the deposits are located near the rail­
road, and some in the mountains a number of miles away 
from transportation. These f eatnres are brought out 
clearly on the summary table printed with the map of 
the State. This irregular occurrence of the iron ore is 
an unfavorable feature of the problem. 

SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS 

In summing up the various features of the iron ores 
of the State, we find that we must come to the following 
conclusions in regard to the possible establishment of an 
iron and steel industry in the State: 

(1) That there is not enough iron ore in the State, 
so far as known at present, to warrant the establishment 
of such an industry to depend upon these deposits alone. 

(2) That the principal iron ores in the State are 
magnetites and limonites, which are not as desirable in 
the iron industry as hematite. 

(3) That the ores vary greatly in composition on 
account of occurring in so many different types of de­
posits, hence a uniform grade for an iron industry would 
be hard to maintain. 
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(4) That most of the ore would have to be shipped 
long distances. 

It is quite possible, however, for these iron ores to be 
used locally in various industries other than those of 
iron and steel manufacture. 
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COKE AND LIMESTONE OF WASHINGTON 

WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THEIR USE AS A FUEL AND 

A FLUX IN THE IRON AND STEEL INDUSTRY 

BY 

S. SHEDD 

FURNACE FUELS 

In the manufactui·e of iron, fuel constitutes one of 
three essentials. The fuels used are coke, charcoal, an­
thracite, and raw coal. 

COKE 

Coke is a light porous fuel produced by the distilla­
tion of mineral coal containing enough bituminous matter 
so that when heated to a certain temperature the whole 
mass cakes or cements together . This process of dis­
tillation drives off practically all the volatile matter and 
leaves nothing but the non-volatile parts of the coal. 
These consist mainly of the carbon and the ash of the 
coal. Coke may be made from lump coal, mine run, or 
washed slack. Metallurgical coke is made either in bee­
hive or by-product ovens, the former producing about 
75 per cent of all the coke made in this country at the 
present time. 

The yield of coke is higher with the by-product oven 
than it is with the bee-hive oven and a wider range of 
coals can be used and coked in the former than in the 
latter. In some few cases, however, coals that can be 
successfully coked in the bee-hive ovens swell so much 
during the ope1·ation of distillation of their volatile mat­
ter, that it is impossible to push the coke from the by­
product oven. 
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In physical structure coke may be porous and light, 
or dense and heavy. It may be hard and capable of 
sustaining a heavy load, or it may be soft and easily 
crushed. Whether hard ot soft, it may be brittle and 
tend to break up easily into small pieces. Strong coke, 
when struck, gives a clear ringing sound, while soft coke 
gives a dull sound. There is also much variation as re­
gards the ease with which different cokes ignite and enter 
into combustion. 

The cellular structure of coke is one of the main ad­
vantages it has over other forms of furnace fuel, and 
within certain limits, other things being equal, the more 
porous the coke the better it is as a fuel. Of course, 
there is a limit to the advantage gained by this porosity, 
and that is reached when the cells are so developed as 
to weaken the cell walls to such an extent that the coke 
will crush in the furnace. 

CHARCOAL 

This is a very satisfactory furnace fuel, on account 
of the fact that it is practically free from sulphur, phos­
phorus, and very low in ash. In coke, the ash consists 
largely of silica and must be fluxed with some base, while 
in charcoal it is largely lime and alkalies, and supplies a 
part of the flux needed to combine with the gangue of 
the ore. 

There are two general classes of woods from which 
charcoal is made. These are designated as "hard," and 
include such woods as oak, hard maple, hickory, and 
woods of this general character, or "soft," such as fir, 
pine, etc. The character of the charcoal made from these 
two grades of wood is somewhat different. That made 
from hard wood is heavier and harder, and hence better 
suited as a furnace fuel. 

Charcoal is very porous and can therefore be burned 
rapidly per square foot of hearth area. While charcoal 
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is a splendid fuel in some ways, it has one or two serious 
drawbacks. In the first place, it is very doubtful whether 
it has the physical strength necessary to withstand the 
conditions in a large furnace. In the second place, the 
difficulty of obtaining an adequate supply of cord wood 
for a large charcoal industry, is a very serious one and 
one that practically prevents the use of charcoal. In 
Washington there is practically nothing but soft wood 
from which to make charcoal, and this, as already stated, 
makes a poorer charcoal than hard wood. 

ANTHRACITE COAL 

Good anthracite coal has about the same chemical 
composition as coke, and is simply bituminous coal from 
which the volatile substances have been distilled off in 
nature by heat and pressure developed as a result of 
geological movements in the earth's crust. Anthracite 
is very different in texture from coke, being very compact 
instead of porous. This makes the surface exposed per 
unit of weight much less than it is in coke, and this re­
duces the output of a given furnace much below what it 
would be if coke were used in place of anthracite. The 
above is only one of several things that make anthracite 
less desirable than coke, but it is not necessary to consider 
these others here. Anthracite at one time, in certain 
localities, was used to a considerable extent as a furnace 
fuel, but as the coke industry was developed and coke 
proved to be a better furnace fuel than anthracite, and 
as the use of anthracite for other purposes increased and 
caused the price to advance, the anthracite iron industry 
gradually declined until at the present time there are only 
a few places where anthracite is used exclusively as a 
fuel. 

RAW COAL 

Bituminous coals may be separated into two some­
what distinct groups, and are designated as coking and 



122 Bulletin No. 27, Division of Geology 

non-coking coals. The non-coking coals may contain a 
normal amount of volatile matter, but are free, or almost 
so at least, from tarry ingredients. On account of this 
fact, this grade of bituminous coal has been used as a 
furnace fuel. The fact that these coals lack porosity 
and hence are comparatively slow burning, has probably 
been one of the main reasons for the decline in the use of 
this coal as a furnace fuel. Then again, while these coals 
are comparatively free from tarry substances in the ma­
jority of cases, they are not absolutely free from this 
material and as it takes only a very small amount of such 
matter to cause trouble in the furnace, this has caused 
a gradual decline in the use of bituminous coal as a 
furnace fuel. 



COKE AS FURNACE FUEL 

Coke has many of the most desirable qualities of a 
furnace fuel. When made from good coal, it usually 
occurs in large lumps, which is one of the very desirable 
qualities of a furnace fuel. Coke as a general thing has 
sufficient strength to resist breaking, while being charged 
into the furnace and not crush when subjected to the 
weight of the charge in the furnace. On account of its 
cellular structure a large amount of surface is exposed 
per unit of weight, and on account of this a large amount 
of coke may be burned in a given time, giving a large 
amount of heat and allowing rapid operation of the fur­
nace. 

PHYSICAL PROPERTIES 

By some the question of strength of the coke is con­
sidered the quality of greatest importance. W. B. Phil­
lips1 makes the following statement in regard to this 
point: '' If there is any one quality of coke which is of 
greater importance than any other to the iron maker, 
it is strength. The coke must be strong enough to bear 
the grinding and torsional strains to which it is subjected 
during its descent in the furnace. It grinds upon itself 
and is also, and to a much greater extent, ground by the 
ore and the limestone. The dust made in this manner is 
lighter than the dust from the ore and stone and is 
carried away by the blast and deposited in the dust­
catchers. 

'' Some coals do not yield a strong coke unless they are 
pulverized. Whether this is due to the nature of the 
ash, its irregular distribution, the relation between the 
coking and non-coking constituents of the coal, or to a 
number of causes acting among themselves, is not known. 
When such coals are pulverized they often make good 
coke. The composition of the ash may also affect the 

1Iron Making ln A labama., (3d edition) Geo!. Survey of Alabama, 
(1912), p. 129. 
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size and shape of the cells and the thickness of the cell 
walls, for it is obvious that as the fusibility of the ash 
depends upon its composition, the reaction between the 
ash and the carbon is also a function of its composition. 
But of such matters not much is known.'' 

After a long series of washing and coking tests made 
on coals from various parts of the United States, Mol­
denke, Belden, and Delamater1 drew the following con­
clusions: 

"No data are given in the detailed statement for com­
pressive strength or height of furnace burden supported, 
as the results obtained show conclusively the worthless­
ness of these determinations. This conclusion was 
reached after careful attempts to obtain results on 1-inch 
cubes. Four cubes were selected from each coke made, 
care being taken to obtain pieces with no fracture and 
representing as nearly as possible the average of the 
coke. The cubes were cut by means of an emery wheel 
and guide, and although by no means perfect, they were 
as nearly so as possible and always the two sides used 
in the machine were parallel. The machine used for 
breaking was a Tinius Olsen patent machine of 10,000 
pounds capacity, and gave direct readings of the ulti­
mate strength. 

'' Only a few of these results, taken at random, are 
given, and these only to show their great variation and 
the worthlessness of this method of drawing conclusions. 
Illinois No. 16, test 10: 910 pounds, 1,330 pounds, 2,190 
pounds, and 2,270 pounds; Indiana No. 4, test 6: 640 
pounds, 790 pounds, 1,060 pounds, and 1,245 pounds; 
Kentucky No. 1, test 76: 880 pounds, 1,065 pounds, 1,920 
pounds, and 2,570 pounds; Ohio No. 9, test 94: 535 pounds, 
890 pounds, 1,170 pounds, and 1,600 pounds; Virginia No. 
1, test 68 : 7 40 pounds, 1,120 pounds, 1,280 pounds, and 

'Washing and Coking Testa ot Coal and Cupola Tests ot Coke. U. 
S. Geo!. Survey, Bull. No. 336, (1908), pp. 45-47. 
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2,060 pounds; West Virginia No. 16, test 49 : 520 pounds, 
1,500 pounds, 1,780 pounds, and 2,100 pounds. 

'' The difficulty of obtaining a cube, or any number of 
cubes to represent anything more than the piece of coke 
from which it is taken is so apparent that results pre­
tending to show compressive strength of any amount of 
coke are worse than useless- in fact, misleading. Even 
if coke is selected the whole height of the charge and 
tests are made on cubes in number representing the num­
ber of inches, the results still show only the strength of 
the one piece of coke from some particular part of the 
oven and it is practically impossible to procure even 
approximately similar results from other pieces taken 
from different places. The condition of burning, the 
quenching either inside or out, and any number of factors 
which it is not possible to know, much less control, make 
different portions of the same oven vary greatly. 

"A simple calculation will show that coke with a com­
pressive strength of 48 pounds will support the burden 
of any modern furnace; consequently this test gives no 
data of practical value. Moreover, there are so many 
other factors, such as action of heat and gases, attrition 
of coke against coke, against other ingredients of charge, 
and against the side walls, etc., that any calculation to 
show the burden-bearing capacity of the coke, even if 
it were possible to select cubes representing the whole 
charge, would be inaccurate if based simply on a com­
pression test. 

'' The yield of coke appears to be increased and the 
amount of breeze reduced by preliminary crushing. 
Whether there is a limit to the degree of fineness, or 
whether a point may be reached beyond which finer crush­
ing gives no appreciable improvement or has opposite 
effects, can not be determined from the present results; 
but the data available indicate that it would be economical 
to crush all coal before charging in to the ovens, even 
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though a coke of good quality may be obtained without 
this preliminary treatment. Fine crushing also appears 
to increase the strength of the coke and make the fracture 
less irregular, by the greater uniformity and distribution 
of the ash, but the weight per cubic foot is reduced. The 
strength of the coke is probably influenced by the amount, 
composition, and distribution of the ash, but the results 
so far obtained show no definite relations between these 
factors or their relative importance. 

"The matter of investigating the action of CO2 on 
red-hot coke as determining its value for furnace work 
was thoroughly considered. The conclusion was reached 
that it was of no practical importance, as there are so 
many other factors in the blast furnace. In view of the 
fact that the gases in the furnace are mixtures of CO2, 

CO, H, 0, N, water vapor, and probably others, it appears 
that action of CO2 is of little value unless the action of 
these other gases, either independently or in connection 
with CO2 is known. An investigation of the action of CO2 

on red-hot coke, as a means of making comparison of 
hardness, is being made and gives evidence of yielding 
some positive results, but work along this line has not 
progressed far enough to draw any definite conclusions. 

"The loss of sulphur from coal to coke by volatiliza­
tion varies with the different coals, depending on several 
factors, among which, in the order of their importance, 
are the condition in which sulphur exists in the coal, 
the heat of the oven, the rapidity of coking, and watering. 
The sulphur loss ranged from 20.79 per cent on Arkansas 
No. 1 (test 95) to 63.07 per cent on Illinois No. 29 (test 
170), the average for all tests being 43.27 per cent." 

Mr. William Hutton Blauvelt1, in an article published 
in the Transactions of the American Institute of :Mining 

1The By-product Coke Oven and Its Products, Transactions Am. 
Inst., M1n. and Met. Eng., Vol. LXI, (1919), pp. 442-444. 
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and Metallurgical Engineers, has the following to say 
in regard to quality of coke: 

'' The physical structure of the coke is quite as im­
portant as its chemical composition. It is the physical 
structure which gives coke its advantage for metallurgi­
cal work over other forms of solid fuel, and it is important 
that the structure should be adapted to the conditions 
under which the coke is to be used. 

"The blast furnace is the great coke consumer. In 
the days of the bee-hive oven one kind of coal gave a coke 
with a certain physical structure, and another coal gave 
another structure. Furnaces either adapted their prac­
tice to the coke, or changed their coke supply. Coke was 
recognized as hard or soft, porous or dense, and that 
was about all that was known regarding physical struc­
ture. 

"Mr. Brassert says in his paper on 'Modern American 
Blast Furnace Practice,' read in 1914, that 'the early 
coke produced in our byproduct ovens, even from the 
same coals as were successful in the beehive oven, burned 
too slowly and made our furnace operations exceedingly 
difficult, by preventing rapid and continuous movement 
of the stock. The lack of knowledge and experience along 
these lines was responsible for the slow progress at­
tending the introduction of byproduct ovens in this 
country.' The economy of the byproduct oven practically 
forced its adoption by the furnace operators, and for 
several years, as Mr. Brassert states, ' at a number of 
American plants byproduct coke bas been made which 
rivals in quality our best beehive product.' 

'' The byproduct oven, with its variable mixtures of 
coals, variable heats, coking time, width of oven, fineness 
of coal charged, and other controlling factors, permits a 
control of coke structure formerly impossible. The 
problem is to determine, first, what is the structure best 
adapted to standard furnace practice, while recognizing 
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that special practice requires modifications of structure ; 
second, what conditions are necessary to produce it. 

"Notwithstanding the general acceptance of Gruner's 
theory of ideal combustion in the furnace, the production 
of a high thermal head at the tuyeres is of the first im­
portance, and the best coke is that which reaches the 
tuyeres in proper condition to produce the highest tem­
peratures in the tuyere area, and in just sufficient quan­
tity to do the amount of work required there under the 
conditions produced at this maximum temperature. 

'' The ideal coke is one that will descend through a 
furnace shaft to the combustion zone in front of the 
tuyeres with the least loss from attrition and oxidation, 
and when it arrives there will burn at the highest pos­
sible rate. Of course, these are paradoxical qualities. 
However, Mr. Walter Mathesius points out in his inter­
esting paper on 'Chemical Reactions of Iron Smelting' 
that 'modern American coke-oven practice has made 
enormous strides toward approaching this apparently 
paradoxical ideal' He stated that this is accomplished 
by producing coke with an open-cell structure, in which 
the cell walls themselves are amply strong and well pro­
tected by a graphitic coating. 

"The time of contact of the blast with the coke in the 
tuyeres area can be only a few seconds and the speed 
of any chemical reaction decreases as the relative quan­
tities of reacting and resulting substances approach 
equilibrium. Therefore, the farther these relative quan­
tities remain from the status of equilibrium, the higher 
the rate of resultant combustion. With the facts now 
before us, I am disposed to believe that we, in seeking to 
produce the best blast-furnace coke, should aim to produce 
an open-cell structure, with cell walls strong and hard. 
Later experience may, however, show that there are other 
requirements that are not now known to us. It is not 
necessarily true that the open-cell structure is the same 
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thing as a high percentage of cell space. The advantage 
of an open-cell structure is that it gives the oxygen of 
the air easy access to the carbon. It is entirely possible 
that a coke of very fine cell structure, having say 50 
per cent of cell space, might offer less surf ace for prompt 
combustion under 1,ractical conditions than another coke 
containing larger cells but having the same percentage 
of total cell space. 

'' The composition of the cell wall, which it is agreed 
should be hard, thin, and strong, and, according to Mr. 
Mathesius, covered with a graphitic coating that is smooth 
and bright, is a much more complicated matter. What 
are the conditions of coal mixture and coking which pro­
duce this kind of wall T I think we have not yet found 
the answer to this question, although we know some of 
the conditions that are favorable to this result. The coal 
mixture, the degree of :fineness of grinding, the coking 
time, and the heats are probably all factors. 

'' Our search for the best coke structure to meet a 
given set of furnace conditions is not an easy one, but 
we know better which path to start on than we did even 
a few years ago. Are we not agreed on the following 
points at least? 

1. The coke must be hard. 
2. It must have an open-cell structure; that Is, cells of good size 

and approximately 60 per cent. of cell space. 
3. It must have a high rate of combustibility. 

'' Can we add anything more to this list T Some in­
vestigators have concentrated thefr comparisons on the 
rate of combustibility, but I cannot believe that this test 
alone is sufficient to determine the best coke structure, 
because it ignores one of the sides of the paradox. While 
the best coke must burn rapidly at the tuyeres, it must 
also resist attrition and oxidation during its descent in 
the furnace. Good-sized cells and a good percentage of 
cell space, coupled ·with a hard structure, would seem to 

-9 
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give a coke corresponding to Mr. Mathesius' definition. 
Testing the rate of combustion has been a help to us, and 
I hope we will find a test for hardness of structure bet­
ter than the crushing of the 1-inch cube specimens, over 
which so much time used to be spent in the days when 
John Fulton wrote his book on 'Coke.' '' 

CHEMICAL COMPOSITION 

This is also an important factor in determining the 
value of coke as a furnace fuel. 

The impurities that are most important in this con­
nection are sulphur, ash, and phosphorus. The amount 
of sulphur in a coke depends on the amount of sulphur in 
the coal from which the coke was made. In the process of 
distillation a part of the sulphur is vaporized and lost, 
but a considerable part goes into the coke. The amount 
of sulphur varies from about 0.4 per cent in the best cokes 
up to as much as 2.5 per cent in the poor grades of coke. 

The amount of ash in a coke is an important factor 
in determining its value as a furnace fuel. This comes 
from the coal, is largely silica, and varies from about 5 
per cent in the very best grades of coke to as high as 22 
to 25 per cent in the poorest grades of coke. 

The ash not only cuts down the percentage of fixed 
carbon in the coke, but also makes it necessary to use 
enough additional limestone to flux this silica and remove 
it in the slag. 

The amount of phosphorus in the coke, while usually 
low, is very important because it all goes into the iron. 
The amount of phosphorus allowable, however, depends 
on the grade of iron to be made, the amount of phos­
phorus in the ore, and in the limestone being used as a 
flux. In some grades of iron the maximum amount of 
phosphorus allowable is as low as 0.03 to 0.04 per cent 
and in these cases the amount of phosphorus in the coke 
is very important. 



W ASIDNGTON COAL 

The coal of this State varies much and ranges from 
sub-bituminous to anthracite. In general the nearer the 
main axis of the Cascade Mountains is approached the 
higher the percentage of fixed carbon as compared with 
volatile hydrocarbon. This is due probably to the dif­
ferent conditions that have prevailed in these different 
parts of the state in times past. The distribution of the 
different kinds of coal in Washington is shown on the 
map which forms Plate I of this report. The data for the 
distribution and kinds of coal in each area were taken 
from a map furnished by George Watkin Evans, Con­
sulting Mining Engineer, 2207 Smith Building, Seattle, 
Washington. 

IMPURITIES IN COAL 

The principal impurities in Washington coals which 
have a marked effect on the quality and commercial value 
of the coal are ash, sulphur, and moisture. Bituminous 
coal, for instance, may be good or poor depending on the 
percentage of impurities ; and the same is true as regards 
other kinds of coal. 

SULPHUR 

The amount of sulphur in the Washington coals varies 
considerably, but on the average is not especially high. 
Analyses1 of about 290 samples of coals from this State 
show a maximum of 6.7 per cent of sulphur and a mini­
mum of 0.23 per cent. Only a few of these coals, as shown 
by these analyses, have more than 1.9 per cent of sulphur, 
while a very large number have from 0.4 to 0.6 per cent, 
and the average is probably about 0.5 per cent. 

MOISTURE 

Moisture is present in greater or lesser amounts in 
coals, varying not only in the different 1.'inds of coal, but 

'Smith. E. Eggleston, Coals ot the State ot Washington, U. S. 
Geo!. Survey, Bull. 474, pp. 41-75. 
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also in various grades of the same kind of coal. Accord­
ing to the analyses already cited the Washington coals 
show a maximum of about 32.1 per cent, and a minimum 
of 2.4 per cent. 

ASH 

The amount of ash in a coal has much to do in de­
termining its quality and hence its market value. On ac­
count of this the question of reducing the amount of 
ash in the process of mining the coal and preparing it for 
market is given very careful consideration. 

The ash in a coal comes from vai·ious sources. All 
vegetable matter contains more or less mineral matter 
and this goes into the coal and constitutes a part of the 
ash. Sediment is supplied in various ways to the bog or 
marsh in which the organic matter is being accumulated, 
and this would be intimately mixed with the organic 
matter, and later with the coal, and cannot be separated 
from it. 

This sediment may be brought into the marsh from 
the adjacent land area by the wind or by streams that 
flow into it. It is usually very fine and is deposited in the 
interstices between the particles of the organic matter as 
they accumulate in the marsh or bog. 

Thin partings of mineral matter of ten occur in coal 
beds, and if these are not removed in the preparation 
of the coal for market, they will form a part of the ash of 
the coal. These thin layers of mineral matter may resul t 
from a change in condition such that for a certain period 
of time the amount of sediment carried in suspension and 
deposited in the marsh or bog is in excess of the rate at 
which the coal is forming. In other cases conditions 
may change so that for a period of time the organic 
matter completely decays, leaving the inorganic material 
to accumulate in a layer free from vegetable matter. 

In many cases the amount of ash in a coal as mar­
keted depends to a considerable extent on the character 
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and condition of the rocks above and below the coal In 
some cases these rocks are but little indtu·ated and it is 
very difficult to mine the coal without getting more or 
less rock with it. Much of this, however, may be removed 
by screening and washing. 

The amount of ash in the coals of Washington as 
shown by the analyses mentioned above varies from a 
maximum of 77.3 per cent to a minimum as low as 3.67 
per cent. On the average Washington coal is high in ash. 



WASHINGTON COKE 

Washington has coal deposits of considerable extent 
that have the properties requisite for coking. They oc­
cur along the western slopes of the Cascade Mountains 
in Whatcom, Skagit, King, Pierce, and Lewis counties; 
while on the eastern slope coking coal occurs in the 
Roslyn field in Kittitas County. 

The coke manufactm·ed in Washington in the past 
has been largely bee-hive oven coke; but some by-product 
coke has also been made. In 1918, according to statistics1, 
the amount of bee-hive coke produced in Washington was 
93,659 short tons, while the by-product coke for the same 
year was 30,129 short tons. Statistics for 1921, furnished 
by the State Mine Inspector, show a very marked de­
crease since 1918; and at present the by-product coke 
is about all that is produced. The total production for 
1921 was 48,507 tons, and of this total, 44,012 tons were 
produced by one company as a by-product. These figures 
show the relative importance of these two kinds of coke 
as far as Washington is concerned. 

The bee-hive ovens used in Washington are of the 
ordinary type, in some cases using mechanical chargers 
and unloaders ; but in most cases hand methods are in 
use. The product is mostly 48 and 72 hour coke. 

A few chemical analyses2 of Washington coke are 
given here to show its composition as compared with coke 
from other parts of the United States, which is being 
used as a furn ace fuel. 

ANALYSE S OF WASHINGTON BEE-HIVE COKE 

Moisture 
at Volatile Fixed 

1os•o. Matter Oarbon Ash 
----- --- ---

Wilkeson . .. .. ... ... . ............................. . . 0.76% 1 ,99"/o 79.58% 18.6'1% 
0.72 2.Sl 78.20 18.27 
0.70 1.26 77.70 20.34. 
0.78 1.53 77.11 20.08 
1.12 2.81 79.21 16.&J 
0.55 1.25 78.44 19.76 

Carbonado ........................................ . 

0.52 1.25 79.!9 18.74 
0.07 1.04, 80.49 18.40 

Fair fn-s ............... .. . . . ....................... . 

0.18 1.35 79.47 10.00 
0.00 1.01 80.49 18.tl 

•M ineral R esou!'ces of the United States in 1919, (Prellmlnary Sum­
mary), p. 48. 

' D a nie ls, Joseph: T h e Coking Indus try of the Pacific Nor thwest, 
Unive rs ity of Was hington, Engineering Experiment Station. Bull. No. 
9, (1920), pp. 14-16. 
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ANALYSES OF WASHINGTON BY-PRODUCT COKE 

Molijture 
at Volatile Fixed 

100• 0. Matter Oarbon Ash 

18.45% 
18.60 
19.90 
18.71 

Seattle plant ........ . . . ... .... .. ..... ... ... ......• 0.89% 
0.40 
0.25 
0.10 

0.68% 
1.00 
1.45 
S.58 

60.50% 
80.00 
78.40 
77.Gl 

Experimental tests were made by the United States 
Bureau of !Ylines in its plant at Denver 0.d the coking of 
coal from Carbonado and Roslyn with the foliowing re­
sults1: 

ANALYSES OF CORE FROM CARBONADO AND ROSLYN COAL 

Moisture ....... .... .. .... .... .. .. ..... .. . ..................... . . 
VolatUe matter .. ..... .... ................. ..... .............. . 
Fliced carbon ........ . ............................... . . ........ . 
Ash ........................................... ... .... ...... ... . . 
Sulphur ........................................................ . 
Phosl)honis ................................................... . 
Physlca I properties of coke­

Specltlc gravity: 
Apparent ....................................... . ..... . 
Rent • ................................... . ................ . 

Volume .. .. ......................... ...... ... ... .. 
Coke-per cent ..................... .......... ............. . 
~ Ifs-per cent ........ ............... ......... ............ . 

Weight per cubic foot ........................... . 
Wet pounds ...................................... . ........ . 
Dry pounds ........................... .. ...... .. .......... . 

I. 

0 .6,I, - 2.40 
1.83 - 2.42 

70.42 - 79.to 
16.S2 -26.17' 

0.52 - 0.66 
0.1J8- 0.122 

0.89 - 0.96 
1.89 - 1.94 

II. 

0.03 - 0.48 
0.71 - 2.81 

76.SO -81.99 
18.Z'I -20.18 
0.# • 0.00 
0.048- 0.06,S 

1.03 - 1.10 
J.97 - 1.00 

47.00 -50.00 53.00 -55.00 
50.00 -53.00 45.00 -47 .oo 
87.25 -91.48 92.54 -96.55 
54 .JS - GO.OS 63.25 -eB.47 

I. Fifty-one hour test on washed, finely crushed Roslyn coal. 
II. Fofty-four hour test on washed, finely crushed Carbonado coal. 

The Connellsville coke has long been considered the 
standard coke manufactured in the United States and 
chemical analyses of two samples of this coke arc given 
bere.2 

CHEMICAL ANALYSES OF CONNELLSVILLE COKE 

Pro>.1mate analyslst 
Moisture .................................................... .......... . 
Volatile combustible ... ...................... ..... .................... . 
Fixed carbon ......................................................... . 
Ash ............... . .................................................... . 

Sulphur .... . .......................................................... . 
Phosphon1s .................................................. ... ...... . 

Speclflc gravity of the coke substance ..... . ............................. . 
Apparent specific gravity of the coke .................................... . 
Percentage of porosity ............................. .. ... . ................. . 

tAnalysls of sample as r eceived. 

r. 

0.28 
1.32 

88.lS 
10.27 

100.00 
.SI 
.017 

l.00 
1.00 

47.00 

II. 

0.10 
0.51 

Sl1.60 
1).70 

100.00 
.63 
.009 

J.00 
1.00 

47. 00 

'Bolden, A. W., Delamater. G. R., Groves, J. W., and Way, K. M., 
Washing and Coking Tests or Coal, U. S. Bureau o f Mines. Bull. No. 
5, (1910), PP. 46-48. 

'Report on the Operations ot the Cont-Testing Plant of the United 
States Geological Survey at the Louisiana. Purchase Eh..'l)oslt!on, St. 
Louis, Mo., 1904, U. S. GeoL Survey, Professional Paper, No. 48. (1906), 
Part I, p. 265. 
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I. Standard Connellsville 72 hour coke. 
II. Standard Connellsvllle 48 hour coke. 

The following analyses show the range in composi­
tion of cokes from various parts of the United States1

: 

I. II. 

Moisture . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . •. •. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . • . . . . . . 0.23- 0.01 O.Z2- 1.67 
Vo latile matter . .. . ... .. .. .. .... .. .. .......... ... • .. .. ..... ... .. . . . .29- 2.26 .11-1.60 
Fixed carbon ...................................................... 9'2.53-80.84 92.44-76.87 
Asb .. ................ .. ............................................. 6.9:>-15.90 7.23-lO.SG 
Sulphur .. .. .. .. • .. . . .. .. .. .. • . . .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. . . . . .. .. . .. .. .. . • .. . . . .81- 1.87 .61.- 2.45 

m. rv. 

Moisture ........................................................... 0.16- 1.52 0.07- 0.60 
Volnt.lle matter . . . . . .. .. . .. . .. . . . . . . .. .. . . . . .. .. . . .. . . . .. .. .. . .. . . . .so- 1.67 .t&- 2.35 
Fl:<:ed carbon ...................................................... 93.2"Hl8.52 95.47-8(.09 
As h . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . ... .. . . .. .. .. .. . .. .. . . . .. .. .. ... . .. .. .. .. . . . . .. . . . 5.SO- 8.29 4.00-12.96 
Sulphur . .. ... . . .. ... .•. .. . . .. .. .. .. • • . .. . .. .. . • .. . .. .. . .. .. .. .• .. . . . A~ 1.02 .53- 2.26 

I. Range of composition of Pennsylvania cokes. 
II. Range of composition of Tennessee cokes. 

ill. Range of composition of Virginia cokes. 
rv. Range of composition of West Virginia cokes. 

CONCLUSIONS. 

The above analyses give the composition, not only of 
Washington coke, but of some of the best grades of coke 
from various parts of the United States. A comparison 
of these tables shows that the Washington coke is espe­
cailly high in ash. In very few cases is it as low as 16 
per cent, while in most of the analyses given it is above 
18 per cent. This is about 8 to 10 per cent higher in ash 
than Connellsville coke, and the percentage of fixed 
carbon is considerably lower than it is in the better 
grades of coke. 

The amount of sulphur and phosphorus in Washing­
ton coke is not high and it will compare very favorably 
in this regard, so far as determined, with the best grades 
of coke. 

'Moldenke, Richard; The Coke Industry of the United States as 
Related to the Foundry, U. S. Bureau of Mines, Bull. 3, (1910), pp. 
29-30. 
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The physical properties of Washington coke have not 
been very carefully studied, but the indications are that 
in this respect Washington coke would be a fairly satis­
factory furnace fuel. 

The most objectionable features of coke, as a furnace 
fuel, made from Washington coal, are its high percentage 
of ash, and the fairly high percentage of volatile matter. 
The latter, in all probability, can be easily reduced in the 
process of manufacture of the coke. The question of the 
ash, however, is a much more serious one. This might 
perhaps be slightly reduced by very careful washing and 
preparation of the coal before it is coked. It is doubtful, 
though, whether, even with the greatest of care in the 
preparation, the amount of ash can be reduced very ma­
terially. This high percentage of ash in Washington 
coke is the worst feature about it and the one that will 
be most detrimental to its use as a furnace fuel. 



FURNACE FLUXES 
INTRODUCTION 

In actual practice only two bases are ever used as a 
blast furnace flux. These are lime and magnesia. These 
are used partly on account of the fact that they occur in 
nature in such great abundance and far exceed all other 
alkalies or alkaline earths put together. They also occur 
widely distributed on the surface of the earth. Another 
reason why they are used is because they, especially lime, 
are among the most powerful chemically of all the bases. 
Lime is of ten used alone, but never magnesia. This is 
due partly to the fact that lime, practically free from 
magnesia, occuTs in large quantities in nature, but large 
quantities of magnesia free, or practically so, from lime 
occur so seldom that it would be many more times ex­
pensive than lime. Another reason for using limestone 
is that it is generally considered much more active chem­
ically than magnesia. 

ORIGIN OF LIMESTONE 

Limestones are of two general classes as far as the 
way in which they have been formed is concerned. First, 
those which have been formed as a result of chemical pre­
cipitation from solution, and second, those which have 
been formed through the accumulation of shells or skele­
tons of organisms that secrete calcium carbonate as tests 
or skeletons. Most limestones, however, are of organic 
origin and have been formed in the ocean, being laid 
down under water of varying depths and at varying dis­
tances from the shore. 

Limestones vary both in chemical composition and in 
general appearance. In many cases the physical appear­
ance is an indication of the chemical composition. Con­
ditions under which limestones have been formed have 
varied more or less and as a result of this the limestones 
vary in composition and appearance. In some cases the 
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physical appearance is due to changes in the limestone 
after deposition, as in the case when metamorphism takes 
place as a result of the application of heat and pressure. 
In such a case the limestone is changed to a marble. The 
two rocks may be exactly the same, chemically, but in the 
limestone the calcium carbonate is more or less amor­
phous, while in the marble it is distinctly crystalline and 
occurs as crystals of calcite in a calcareous cement. In 
chemical composition limestones differ much. In cases 
where they have been formed near shore, or at least under 
shallow water conditions, a considerable amount of land 
derived material may be accumulated with the calcium 
carbonate and a shaly or argillaceous limestone would 
be formed. In the case of limestones formed farther from 
shore and in deeper water, where the water is clearer, 
much less in the way of impurities would be formed in it. 
Limestones formed under these different conditions would 
differ both chemically and physically. 

COMPOSITION 

Limestones are made up mainly of calcium ca1·bonate 
with greater or lesser amounts of other substances, such 
as magnesia, silica, alumina, and iron. When pure, it 
should contain 56 per cent lime (CaO), and 44 per cent 
carbon dioxide (CO2 ); and it is expressed by the formula 
CaC03, and is a calcium carbonate. Deposits in which 
the composition. approaches closely the formula given 
above are not very common, however, and when well 
situated are valuable commercially on account of the 
growing demand for certain purposes where the purity 
is an essential property. It should not be inf erred, how­
ever, that only the perfectly pure limestones a1·e of com­
mercial value. In many cases the impurities that occur 
in the limestone make it valuable for certain purposes. 
The argillaceous material, for instance, in some limestone 
makes it valuable in the manufacture of cement. 
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:Magnesia is one of the very common impurities found 
in limestone, and may vary from a trace to almost any 
amount. When a limestone contains 2L 7 per cent mag­
nesium oxide (MgO) , 30.4 per cent calcium oxide ( CaO) 
and 47.9 per cent of carbon dioxide, it is considered a 
dolomite. Magnesia, while considered detrimental for 
some purposes, is beneficial for others. 

From the above it must be plain that the value of a 
limestone does not depend always on its purity, but may 
depend as much on the fact that it is impure. When the 
sum of the silica, alumina, and iron is more than 36 per 
cent, it is not usually called a limestone, but is spoken of 
as a calcareous shale. 

USES 

Limestone is used very extensively for many purposes, 
such as the manufacture of lime, the manufacture of 
cement of various kinds, metallurgy of iron, lead and 
copper smelting, building stone, road metal, crushed 
stone, glass-making, and many others of lesser impor­
tance. The use with which we are especially concerned in 
this report is in connection with the metallurgy of iron. 

Blast-Furnace Flux. One of the very important uses 
of a limestone is as a flux in the iron blast furnaces of 
the country. Practically 40 per cent of the limestone 
quarried in the United States in 1918 was used for this 
purpose. According to statistics1 the amount so used 
,vas 21,593,451 long tons valued at $21,473,254.00. 

The value of a limestone as a blast furnace flux de­
pends very largely on the purity of the stone, especially 
as regards the percentage of silica, alumina, sulphur, and 
phosphorus. Much limestone contains magnesium car­
bonate in quantities varying from a trace up to true dol­
omite, which is the double carbonate of lime and mag-

'Minera l Resources, U. $. GeoL Survey, (1918) , Part II, (Non­
metals) , p. 1273. 
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nesia, Ca O Mg O (00 2 ) 2• The bases are present in this 
in the proportion of 58.3 Ca and 41. 7 per cent Mg on 
account of the differences in the atomic weight of cal­
cium and magnesium. 

The purpose of the flu_,'{ in the blast fuTnace is to 
furnish bases to combine with the acid impurities in the 
ore and the fuel, hence its value will decrease very r apidly 
as the acid impurities, as silica and alumina, increase in 
the limestone itself. Many limestones contain more or 
less argillaceous material and this would make them 
poorly suited as a material for use as a blast furnace 
flux. 

Sulphur is often present in limestone in small 
amounts, but the amount is usually so very small that it 
need not be considered. 

Phosphorus is found in some limestones, but the 
amount is usually small and is of no importance unless 
the stone is to be used in the manuf aoture of Bessemer 
iron. In case it is to be used for this purpose, however, 
the amount of phosphorus becomes a very important 
question and should in no case exceed 0.01 per cent. 

The physical condition of the stone is of some im­
portance, but in most limestones it is such that it may 
be used very satisfactorily. Very soft limestones may 
produce considerable dust which is objectionable. 

Basic open-hearth furnace flux. The purpose of the 
limestone in the basic open-hearth steel furnace is very 
much the same as the function performed in the blast 
furnace; namely, to flux the silica and alumina present, 
and the removal of the prosphorus and sulphur. In the 
basic open-hear th the furnace is lined with some basic 
material. Magnesite-in the shape of bricks or calcined 
lumps-is the best commercial material found so far for 
this purpose. In this furnace the bottom of the hearth is 
usually made of calcined dolomite. P ure magnesia gives 
a more permanent lining than dolomite, however, and is 
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being used in a good many places. Even where mag. 
nesia is used for the bottom, the topmost layer, or work­
ing bottom, is made of dolomite. 

As in the blast furnace, so in the basic open-hearth 
furnace, the chemical composition of the limestone is the 
most important point to be considered. If the limestone 
contains a large amount of silica and alumina, enough 
lime and magnesia must be added so as to completely 
neutralize these and in addition to give a very basic slag. 
This is necessary, first, to remove the phosphorus, and 
second, to prevent the cutting out of the basic lining of 
the furnace. 

There appears to be some di:ff erence of opinion as 
regards the desirability of a large amount of magnesia 
in a flux to be used in the basic open-hearth process. Mr. 
W. B. Phillips1 , in discussing this point, makes the fol­
lowing statement : 

"In the manufacture of basic iron it was soon found 
that the use of dolomite was a decided advantage, espe­
cially in the lowering of the sulphur in the pig iron. 
Whether this advantage was due to the lower content in 
silica, 1.25 as against 3.50, or whether the presence of 
large quantities of magnesia was the determining factor 
in diminishing the sulphur content in the iron, is a ques­
tion which still occasions mild disputes. The fact re­
mains, however, that in the production of basic iron, sold 
under severe restrictions as to silicon and sulphur, only 
dolomite is used as a flux.'' 

Others hold that a high percentage of magnesia is 
not desired in the slag, as it has a poorer affinity for 
sulphur and phosphorus than the lime which it replaces. 
Even where the flux used is a pure limestone, the slag 
will contain more or less magnesia on account of the fact 
that either magnesite or dolomite is very generally used 

•Iron Making In Alabama, (3d Edition), Geol. Survey of Alabama, 
(1912) , pp. 116-117. 
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in lining basic open-hearth furnaces; and when used in 
this way some of it dissolves in the slag and becomes a 
flux. 

Sulphur and phosphorus are usually present in such 
small amounts that it is not necessary to take them into 
account in determining the value of the limestone for 
fluxing purposes. 



WASHINGTON LIMESTONE 

DISTRIBUTION 

The limestone deposits of Washington are, with 
one exception, found in the northern part of the State. 
The counties in which limestone is known to occur 
are Asotin, Pend Oreille, Stevens, Ferry, Okanogan, 
Chelan, Kittitas, Whatcom, Skagit, Snohomish, King, and 
San Juan. Many of these deposits cover very small areas 
and are of little commercial importance. The deposits 
in eastern Washington are much more extensive than 
those in the western part of the State. Those in western 
Washington, however, taken as a whole, are much purer 
limestones than those in eastern Washington. 

PROPERTIES 

The limestones which occur in this State vary more 
or less as regards the properties discussed above. In 
most cases the physical properties would be very satis­
factory, as the stone is fairly hard and very little dust 
would be produced. 

In composition the limestone varies a great deal. In 
places it carries a large amount of argillaceous material 
and therefore has a high percentage of silica, alumina, 
and iron. In other places it is practically free from these 
substances, and is almost a pure limestone. In some 
places the deposits are free from magnesia, while in 
others all gradations from a pure calcium carbonate to 
a pure magnesium carbonate may be found. 

In some cases sulphur is present in considerable 
amounts, occurring in the form of pyrite or iron sulphide. 
Most of the limestone, however, is practically free from 
sulphur. Most of the analyses of Washington limestones 
do not give phosphorus, and it probably has not been de­
termined; but it is found so seldom, in quantities great 
enough to make the limestone undesirable as a furnace 
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flux, that it has been unnecessary to make determinations 
for it. 

A few analyses are given below, to show the compo­
sition of the Washington limestone. These analyses are 
all taken from Bulletin No. 4, Washington Geological 
Survey1

• Those desiring a fuller discussion of this sub­
ject should refer to this bulletin. 

CHEMICAL ANALYSES OF WASHINGTON LIMESTONES 

r. n. m. lV. v. 
-------------- - -1--- --------
Silica (SI02) ....... .......... . ........ , ... • ....... 
Alumina (Al:O,) I 
I roo (Fe:Oa) I • • · • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Lime (OaO) ..••.•..•..••......... . .•...•....•..•.• 
Magnesia (MgO) . .•... ...•..•.........•.•.•... ... . 
Loss on Ignition ............. ..... ............... . 

5.98 
2.03 

51.07 
0.78 

39.93 

o.~ 
0.21 

56.26 
none 
4S.9S 

2.64 
1.52 

53.88 
l.SO 

40.92 

4-.54 
0.61 

50.69 
1.21 

42.&i 

0.88 
0.28 

54.06 
2.08 

48.]5 

Total.... .. ... ..... ... ................... .... 99.08 99.83 99. 76 90.90 90.86 
Oalnlum carbonate (OaOOs).. ... ... ... . .. .. . ..... 91.19 98.68 95.82 90.51 00.53 

VI. VU. vm. IX. X. 

--- -------------1-----------
~~1n~

1?Xto;> · ·, · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 
Iron (Pe,Oa) I • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
Lime (OaOJ ...................................... . 
Magnesia (MgO) ................................. . 
Loss OD Ignition ................ ........•......... 

4.68 
1.56 

51.05 
Tr. 
42.53 

1.15 

Tr. 
64. 21 
Tr. 
43 .6,J 

3.98 
0.41 

88.~ 
Zl.15 
41 .19 

0.27 
0.21 

4.28 
0.00 

52.86 
0.64 

4.2.00 

Total.... . ................................... 99.82 98.32 99.97 100.00 100.u 
Calcium carbonate (OaOO,).. .. . ... ... .. .• . .....• 91.86 96.6* . .. .. .. . 96.06 93.60 

XI . XII. XllI. XIV. XV. 

----------------•--- -------
Silica (SIO•) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . .. • . . . • . . . . . 1.94 

ti~~We.~\•O•) l · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · · · · · ·, · · · · · · · · 0.22 
Lime (CaO) . .. .. . . .. .. • ....... .. .... .. ....•. •• .•. . 5-1.92 
Magnesia (MgO) . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . Tr. 
Loas on Ignition................................... 42.67 

0.78 

0.72 

54.95 
Tr. 
43.50 

0.16 

0.13 

55.« 
0.42 

44.00 

1.44 4.28 

0.9'2 0.9& 

54.36 52.86-
Tr. 0.64-
f8.17 42.00 

Total......................................... 99.75 99.95 00.60 99.89 100.24-
0alelum carbonate (OaOO.). . ... ... .. . ...... ..... 98.07 98.12 97.22 97.07 93.50 

I. Anatone: Lime Hill, near basalt; gray, decomposed, slaty. 
II. Wenatchee: Five mi.Jes north; finely grained, almost white. 

'Shedd, S.; Cement Materials and Industry In the State of Wash­
ington, Bu11. 4, Wash. Geol. Survey, (1910), Appendix A. 

-10 
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III. Baring: Secs. 24 and 25, T. 26 N., R. 10 E.; finely crystalline, 
dark gray. 

IV. Chesaw: Buckhorn Mountain; dark gray. 
V. Kettle Falls: Flshe's ranch, one mile south of river; light 

gray, gnelssoid. 
VI. Bossburg: Northeast 11h miles on road; gray coarsely, crys­

talline. 
VII. Evans : Idaho Brick and Lime Co.; light gray, compact. 
vm. Colville: Old Dominion; coarsely crystalline, white. 

IX. Roche Harbor. 
X. East Sound: Sec. 19, T. 87 N., R. 1 W. 

XI. Concrete: Jackman Creek; crystalline, light colored. 
XII. Rockport: North one mile; finely crystalline, light gray. 
xm. Granite Falls: Secs. 7 & 8, T. 30 N., R. 7 E.; coarsely crystal­

line, dark gray. 
XIV. Kendall: Sec. 23, T. 40 N., R. 5 E.; coarse grained, light gray. 
XV. East Sound: Sec. 19, T. 37 N., R. 1 W. 

LOCATION 

One of the very important points to be considered in 
connection with the use of a given limestone as a flux 
in the iron or steel industry is its location, especially 
with reference to the industry. In the case of Washing­
ton, the ore, the fuel, and the flux are, as a general thing, 
considerable distances apart. In most cases where large 
iron and steel industries have been developed, they have 
been located near the fuel, and the ore and flux shipped to 
this point. The fuel in Washington occurs in both the 
eastern and western part of the State, as do also the 
limestones. In western Washington so,ne very high grade 
limestone deposits occur practically at tide water, and 
on account of this fact would have a cheap transportation 
to points on Puget Sound. At present the largest amount 
of coke is also produced in this same locality, and should 
an iron and steel industry ever be developed in Wash­
ington, somewhere on the Sound would probably be the 
logical place for it. 



BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THE IBON ORES AND IRON 
INDUSTRY OF WASHINGTON 

Bancroft, Howland: The Ore Deposits of Northeastern Washington, 
U. S. Geol. Survey, Bull. 560, 1914. pp. 89-91, 170-179. 

Beckman, J. W.: The Electrochemical Possibilities o! the Pacific 
Coast States as Compared with Those of Sweden and Norway, 
Met. and Chem., Eng., July 1, 1916. 

Clapp, A. W. : Iron Making at Port Townsend, Eng. and Mlnlng 
Jour., Vol. 73, 1902, pp. 137-138. 

Eckel, E. C.: Iron Ores o! the United States, U. S. Geol. Survey, Bull. 
260, 1904, pp. 317-320. 

Eckel, E. C. : Iron Ores, Their Occurrence, Valuation and Control, 
McGraw-Hill Book Co., 1914, p. 269. 

Hayes, C. W.: Tonnage of Pacific Coast Iron Deposits, U. S. Geo!. 
Survey, Mineral Resources of U. S., 1908, pp. 120-121. 

HUI, J. M. : Mining Districts of the Western United States, U. S. 
Geo!. Survey, Bull. 507, 1912, Washington, pp. 279 to 287. 

Kimball, J ames P.: Residual Concentration by Weathering as a 
Mode of Genesis of Iron Ores (Clealum Ores), Am. Geologist, 
Vol. 21, 1898, pp. 155-163. 

Leith, C. K.: Iron Ores of the Western United States and Br itish 
Columbia, U. S. Geo!. Survey, Bull. 285, 1905, pp. 194-200. 

Patty, Ernest N. : The Metal Mines of Washington, Wash. Geo!. 
Survey, Bull. 23, 1921, p. 43. 

Patty, Ernest N. and Glover, Sheldon L.: The Mlneral Resources 
of Washington, Wash. Geo!. Survey, Bull. 21, 1921, pp. 69-71. 

Prudhomme, Francois: Green Wood In the Blast Furnace. Making 
Pig Ir.on of Tofo Ores at Corral, Chile. Wood charred in Upper 
Part of Furnace and Distillates Recovered. Chilean Govern­
ment Report. The Iron Age, Vol. 107, No. 2, Jan .. 13, 1921, 
p. 121. 

Roberts, Mllnor: Washington's Mlneral Resources-Metals, State 
Bur eau of Statistics and Immigration, Manufacturing Oppor­
tunities in the State of Washington, 1918, pp. 151-164. 

Roberts, Milnor: The Proposed Olympic National Park, Mlnes and 
Minerals, Vol. 27, No. 9, 1907, p. 398. 

Shedd, S. : The Iron Ores of Washington, Wash. Geol. Survey, Vol. 
1, Ann. Rept., Pt. IV, 1901, pp. 1-40. 

Smith, George Otis, and Willis, Balley : The Clealum and Snoqual­
mie Pass Ores, U. S. Geo!. Survey, Geologic Atlas of the U. S., 
Snoqualmie Folio, No. 139, 1906, p. 13. 



148 Bulletin No. 27, Division of Geology 

Smith, George Otis, and Willis, Bailey: The Cleal um Iron Ores. 
Trans. Am. Inst. Min. Eng., Vol. 30, 1900, p. 366. 

'Swank, James M.: Iron on the Pacific Coast. U. S. Geo!. Survey, 
Mineral Resources of the U. S., 1883, p. 148. 

Umpleby, Joseph B.: Geology and Ore Deposits of the Myers Creek 
Mining District, Wash., Wash. Geo!. Survey, Bull. 6, Pt. I , 
1911, pp. 44-46, 48. 

Weaver, Charles E.: The Mineral Resources of Stevens County, 
Wash. Geo!. Survey, Bull. 20, 1920, pp. 186,187. 

Whittier, W. H.: An Investigation of the Iron Ore Resources of the 
Northwest, Univ. of Wash., Bureau of Industrial Research, 
Bull. 2, 1917. 

Wllliams, Clyde E.: Factors In the Production of Iron and Steel on 
the Pacific Coast. Mining and Scientific Press, Vol. 123, No. 
3, July 16, 1921. 
Discussion by N. Thompson; Mining and Scientific Press, Vol. 
123, No. 4, July 23, 1921. 

Willis, Bailey: The C1ealum and Snoqualmie Pass Ores. See Smith, 
George Oti s, and Willis, Ba-Hey. 

Yale, C. C.: Iron on the Pacific Coast. Mineral Resources of the 
u. s. 1883-1884, p. 288. 



INDEX 

A. Page 

Accessibility of Iron ores of Washington.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114 
Acknowledgements . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 
Alumina ............. . ...... ..... . .... ... . .. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Analyses of, coal in Washington. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 131 

Coke, Connellsville . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 135 
Pennsylvania. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 
Virginia ........... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 137 
Wasnlngton ... ..... .. . ....• .............. ........ ...... 134-135 
West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 

Iron ores of Washington ..................................... 56-110 
Limestones of Washington. ........... .. ..... ...... ........... 145 

Ana.tone, limestone................................................ 145 
Anderson claims..... .. ......... ........................... . ... .. . 95 
Anthracite coal................................................... 121 
Arsenic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Arlington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103 
Ash, Washington coal. ............................... . .......... 132-133 
Aztec claim ..............•..... .. . ...... .. . ...... .. ........ .. .... 62, 63 

B 

Bacon, D. H., analyst.... ..... . .................................... 82 
Balfour Guthrie group.... ... ..... ..................... .. ....... .. 73 
Bancroft, Howland ................................................ 55, 56 

Quoted ...................... . ... .. . ...... ......•.. .... .. .... 57-60 
Baring . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 92 

Limestone . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 146 
Ba.sic open hearth, flux in......................................... 140 
Beaver Creek............. .... .... . ................. . .. . . ......... 84 
Bechtol, David, property .......................................... 48-50 
Bee-hive coke. ........ ................. .. ........................ 134 
Belcher mining dJstrict ............................................ 57-61 
Belden ...... .. . .. .. ......... .. ....... .. ..... ....... ..... ....... 124-126 
Bellingham . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103 
Beneker, ::r. C., analyst... ..... ......... ..... ..... ... . . ............ 85 
Bennett's Chemical Laboratory.................................... 109 
Berry Creek . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85 
Bibliography ................................................... 147, 148 
Big Creek district. ......... . ... .. .. . ........ ... .. .. ......... . ... .. 86 
Bilrowe Alloys Company ........................................ 108, 110 
Birdsview . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 
Black Hills... .... ........ .... .. . .. .. ....... . .. . ..... . ....... . .... 109 
Black sands. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 
Blast-furnace, flux In . .............. . .... .... ................... 140, 141 
Blauvelt, William Hutton, quoted ............ .... . • .............. 127-130 
Blewett mining district. .......... . .......... ... .... .. .. ... .... . . . 70-72 
Blue Jay claim ......... . .............. ... ...... . .. ........ .. ...... 96, 99 
Bog Iron deposits ............................................... 102-105 



150 Index 

Page 
Booth, Garret, and Blair, analysts .... .. . .. . . .. ................. .. . 74 
Bossburg, limestone... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 6 
Boulder Creek. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73 
Boundary . •. . .......... ......... .......................... . ...... 48, 51 
Boyds . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55 
Brassert, quoted. . .. . . .. . . . ..... ............ .. .... . ............... 127 
British Columbia. Copper Mining Company......................... 63 
Buckhorn Mountain...... ....... . .. . . . .. .. . . . ................... . . 61 
By-product coke.. . . . .. .... ........ . ... . .... . .............. . . . .. . . 135 

C 
Calkins, Frank C., quoted .. . .. . .......... . . .. . .. ... .... .... . ...... 89, 91 
Camp Creek..................... . . . .. .. .... . . .. . . ................ 73 
Camp Creek district . .. . .. .... .... .......... . . .. .. ........... . .... . 81-84 
Capitol clalm.. . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37 
Capitol mines ...•............................. . . . , ................ 56, 57 
Carbonado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 134 
Cashmere . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70 
Chair Peak.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Chandler, C. F., analyst. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Charcoal ... . .. . . .. . .......... .... .. . ...•. . ....•. . .•...... ... . .. 120, 121 
Chelan County .................................................... 70-72 
Chemical analyses of, coal, Washington.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 131 

Coke, Washington . .. . . .. .. . . .. . . .. ... .. .. . .. ... . . ........ . .. 134 -135 
Iron ores, Washington . ..... . .......... .... . ..... . .. . . . .. . ... 56-110 
Limestone, Washington. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 145 

Cheney district ............................. ,.. .... ........... . .... 105 
Chesaw . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 

Limestone . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
Spurr . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 

Chewelah .. . .... . ..... . . . .. . .. . .... .. . ....... . .. . . .. .... ......... 38, 66 
Chloride Queen claim . . .. . .. .. . . .... . .. . .. . . . .. . .. ... .. ......... . ... 47 
Chrome . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Claims and mines, Iron ore . . .... .. . . .......... ..... ........ . .. . . . 37-110 

Anderson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 
Aztec ...... . ..... ... ................ .... .. . . ....... ...... 62, 63 
Belcher . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59 
B lue Jay..... .. .... .. . . .. . .. . ............................ . 99 
Capitol .................. . .... . .. . ............ . .... . . .. . . 56, 57 
Chloride Queen......... . .................... . . . .......... 47 
Cle Elum Lake .... .... . .. .... ....... . . . .. . . .. .......... . .. 81 
Climax . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37 
Conner . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Copper Key. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59 
Denny group ... . .... .. ........•................ . ... . . . .. . . 86-90 
Devine group ............................................. 84, 85 
Emerson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Fairhaven . .. . . .. .. . . .......... . . ........................ 96, 99 
Guye-Summit grou p.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90 
Hamilton . .... ....... .. . . .. . .. . . .... . ..... . ............. 96, 101 
Hard Scrabble.. .... . . .. . . .. . . .. . .. . . .. . . .. . ......... .. ... 81 
Hematite group ......................................... 105, 107 
Hoodsport . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
Idler . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48 
Inaugural ............................................... 96, 101 
Iron Boss.................. . ............... . . .. .. .... ..... 81 
Iron Chancellor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 



Index 151 

Claims and mines-Continued. Page 
Iron Clift.......................... . ....... . ... . .......... 43 
Iron Duke................................................ 81 
Iron Farm. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51 
lron Jack............ . .................................... 40 
Iron Locle................................................. 85 
Iron Monarch. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Mountain group... ..... .................. . ... ... ..... 84 
Iron Prince.................................. . ............ 81 
Iron Slope................................................ 51 
Iron State. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51 
Iron Tunnel... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 
Iron Yankee. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
I. X. L.... . ....... .... . ...... ............................. 56 
Jennie El.......................... .. ...................... 43 
Last Chance .............................................. 96, 99 
Liberty . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80 
Lone Pine. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68 
Magnet . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Magnetic Point..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Mayflower . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 
Napoleon . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Neu tral ................................. . ................ 62. 63 
Ninety-eight . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37 
Oversight . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59 
Pittsburg . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Pomeroy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
Read . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 43 
Roosevelt group......................... .. ............... 66 
Roslyn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Scottish Chief.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 
Sliver King. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Snowstorm . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Stronghold . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Treadwell . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Vigilant ................................................. 37, 56 
Washington . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 
Wa.nder . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 
Yankee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 

Clallam County.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102 
Clapp, A W.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
Cle Elum district. ................................................. 72-85 
Cle Elum Lake cla.lm........................... .. ................. 81 
Cle Elum River. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 
Climax claim.................................. . .... . ............. 37 
Clugston Creek district ........................................ 46, 47, 56 
Coal, anthracite................................................... 121 

Bituminous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 121 
Coking ........ . .............................................. 121 
Washington ......................... • ...................... 131-133 

Analyses o!. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 131 
Impurities of ........................................... 131-133 

Ash ....................................... , ........ 132, 133 
Moisture ........................................... 131, 132 
Sulphur . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 131 

Non-coking . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 122 
Raw ................................... . ........ . ... . ...... 121, 122 

Coe, F. 0., property of............. . ................................ 103 



152 Index 

Page 
Coke, analyses of . .............................................. 135, 136 

Connellsville • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 135 
Pennsylvania . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 
Tennessee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 
Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 
Washington ..................... ... ............. .. ..... 134-135 

Bee-hive . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 134 
By-product . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 135 
Carbonado . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 134 
Fairfax . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 134 
Roslyn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 135 
Wilkeson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 134 

West Virginia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 
As a furnace fuel ........................................... 123-130 
Chemical composition of.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 130 
Crushing of... . .......... .. ............ . ..................... 125 
Metallurgical . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 119 
Physical properties of .......... . ............................ 123-129 
Physical structure o.f ........................................ 127-130 
Strength of........ . .......................................... 123 
Testing of .......................................... . ....... 124-126 
Washington ... .. ....... . .. .... . .. . .... .. . . . . ............... 134-137 

Conclusions .................... .. ...................... 136, 137 
Objectionable features of. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 137 
Production of.. . ............ . . ....... ..................... 134 

Cokedale . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
Columbia River.... .... . . . .... . .. . . .. .. .... .................. . .... 67 
Colville . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46 

Limestone . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
Composition, mineral (see also Iron Ores of Washington) ........ 112, 113 
Conclusions, coke, Washington ....... . .... . ................ . .... 136, 137 

Washington, Iron ores of....... . .... . ......................... 111 
Concrete . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 98 

Limestone . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
Connellsville coke . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 135 
Conner, J. J., prospect of................................... . ...... 101 
Contact metamorphic deposits, in Washington............. .... .... 112 
Cooke mountain............ . ..... . . .. .... .. .... . .... . . .. ......... 58 
Coon. S. B..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 66 
Cope, R. P., analyst .......................... .. .... 57, 72, 80,105,106, 109 
Copper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Copper Key mine.......... .. .... . ...................... . ......... 59 
Curlew . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57 

D 
Deep Lake d.lstrlct ............................... . ....... . .... . ... 4 7 -57 
Deer Trail district ....................•........................ 43-45, 57 
Delamater . ............ . ............ ... . . ...................... 124-126 
D ennis property .. . . . ........................................... 107, 109 
Denny Creek. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Denny Mountain . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Denny property ... ........ ........ ... ....... .... .... ..... ......... 86-90 
Devine group, claims .. . ..... . .. • ............. . ....... . ..... . ...... 84-85 
Dodge, James A., analyst. ......... .. .................. .... .. 81, 82. 86. 94 
D olomite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 141 
Drill holes. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75 
Durrwachter, Charley and E. G., property of .... . .......... .... . .. . 79-81 



Index 153 

Page 
East Sound, limestone............................................ 146 
Easton . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Eckel. E. C.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 
Elma. ....... .. ......... ..... ...... .......... ................... 107-109 
Emerson mine. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 
Epiclote rock, defined. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62 
Evans, George Watkin................ . ........................... 131 
Evans, limestone of. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 

F 
Fairchild, J. G., analyst........................................... 61 
Fairfax (see also Coke, Washington). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 134 
Fairhaven claim .................................................. 96, 99 
Fahsbender, William. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62 
Ferndale . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 103 
Ferro-manganese . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
Ferry County . .. .... . .... . ... .......... . .................. .... .... 57 ·61 
Fluorspar . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 
Flux, blast-furnace . ...... .. ...... .. ........... .... ............. 140, 141 
Fluxes. furnace ................................................. 138-143 
Fuels .............................................................. 119 
Fuller, A. D .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68 
Fulmer, E., analyst .................................. 94, 109, 110, 101, 105 
Furnace fluxes .................................................. 138-143 
Furnace fuels ............................................... , ... 119-122 

G 
Garnet rock, defined. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 62 
Glaucophane . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 97 
Goetblte ...................................................... 61, 55, 57 
Granite Falls, limestone............ . .............................. 146 
Grant, James S.. . ... . ............................................. 62 
Grays Harbor County ........................................... 107-109 
Greenwood smelter. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Guye, J. W.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90 
Guye Creek.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Guye Peak.......................... . .............. .......... ..... 86 
Guye property .................................................... 90-92 
Guye-Summit group............................................... 90 

H 
Hamilton district ................................................ 95-102 
Hard Scrabble mine .............................. ,................ 82 
Hematite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 
Hematite group ..................... . ........................... 105, 107 
Herringa, Thomas .............................................. ,. 103 
Hill property .... .... ...... .......... . .................. . ....... . AO, 43 
History of Iron industry in Washington ........................... 16-18 
Hoodsport mine.............................................. . .... 110 
Huckleberry Mountains........................................... 110 
Huckleberry Range ........... .. ,................................. 43 

I 
Idler claim.. .. .. .. ...... ......................... . ............. .. 48 
Ilmenite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 
Inaugural claim ... . .. . ......... .. . ... . ...... ... . .. .. ............ 96, 101 



154 Index 

Page 
Iron, metallic. . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 

Price of pig. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 
Production of ................................................. 25-29 
Source of.......... .. .... . ..... . . .. .... . ...................... 28 

Iron Boss claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Chancellor claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Clift'. claim..... . ... ... ..... .... .... .. ... .. ............. . ..... 43 
Irondale ......... . . ..... . .... ........ ... .... .. ... .. ... 16, 17, 98,102,103 
Irondale district. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 
Iron Duke claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Farm claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 
Iron Industry (In general) ............... . .. . .... .... .... . ........ 19-29 

Bibliography of, in Washington......................... . ..... 147 
History of, In Washington ...... .. . . . ... ......... . . .. ....... .. 16-18 
Requisite mineral products of ................................. 24-26 

Chrome . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Fluorspar . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 
Magnesite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 
Manganese . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Molybdenum . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 
Nickel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Silica . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 26 
Titanium . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 
Tungsten . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 
Vanadium . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 
Zirconium . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 

Iron Jac k c laim... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 40 
Iron Lode claim... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85 
Iron-manganese ores . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Iron Monarch claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Mountain group................. . . .. . .. . .... .... . ............ 84 
Iron Mountain properties ......... . .... . ........ . . . ............... 96-101 
Iron ore deposits In Washington ....... . .•........................ 37-115 
Iron ore mining claims (see also Claims) ......................... 37-110 
Iron ores (see also Iron ores of Washington) ..................... 37-110 

Goetbite .... .. . .... .. ..... . .................................. 51-57 
H ematite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 
Ilmenite ...... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 
Limonite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 
Location of .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 
Magnetite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 
Martita . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 
Mineralogy of . ...... .. ................•............... ........ 30-36 
Pyrite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 
Pyrrbotlte . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 
Quality requirements of ...................................... 21-24 

.A.lumlna . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Arsenic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Copper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Iron, metallic. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 21 
Lime . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Manganese . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 
Phosphorus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 
Silica . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 
Sulphur . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 
Titanium . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 

Slderite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 
Turglte . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 



Index 155 

Page 
Iron ores of Washington ......................................... 37-110 

Accessibility of. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114 
Analyses of .................................................. 56-110 

Anderson claims. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 
Be lcher d !s trict. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 
Big Creek district . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Blewett mining district....................... .. .......... 72 
Black Hills................................ . .............. 109 
Bog Iron ................................................ 105, 107 
Camp Creek district. ...................................... 81-84 
Capitol c laim.... . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Chelan County.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 
Cheney district........................................... 106 
Cle Elum district. ......................•.............. 77, 81-84 
Cle Ell um Lake claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Clugston Creek district.................................... 56 
Conner, .J . .J., prospect. ...................................... 101 
Copper Key mine.......................................... 61 
Deep Lake district. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . 57 
Deer Trail district. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57 
Denny mine.............................................. 94 
Devine group.......................................... . .. 86 
Elma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . 109 
Emerson mine............................................. 82 
Ferry County.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 
Fuller property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69 
Grays Harbor County .................................. .. , 109 
Guye property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 94 
Hamilton . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Hard Scrabble mine........ . .............................. 82 
Hematite group........................................... 107 
Hoodsport mine........................................... 110 
Inaugural claim .......................................... 96, 101 
Iron Boss claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Chancellor claim.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Irondale district.......................................... 105 
Iron Duke claim.......... .. ... .......... ........... .. .... 81 
Iron Monarch claim ....................................... 81, 82 
Iron Prince claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Yankee claim... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
I. X. L. mine.............................................. 56 
King County .............. .. ............ .. ......... ....... 94, 95 
Kittitas County ................................. .. ... ... .. 84-85 
Lake Cushman district. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
Liberty claim. . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80 
Lynden . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 
l\fugnet claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Magnetic Mountain....... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 
Magnetic Point clalm............... . ..................... 81 
Magnetite No. 1 claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 
Mason County. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
McCarthy property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72 
Miller River district.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 
Money Creek.............................................. 95 
Myers Creek district. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69 
M.lneral Point. ......... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 56 
Neutral property. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69 
Northeastern King County.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 



156 Index 

Iron ores ot Washlngton--Contlnued. Page 
Okanogan County . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 69 
Pittsburg mine. . ......................................... 101 
Pomeroy mine...... . ..................................... 110 
Roslyn claim ..... .. . . . .. .. . .. . . .... ....................... 81, 82 
Sliver King mine.................................... . .... 56 
Skagit County .. ........... . . ........................... 101, 102 
Snowstorm claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Snoqualmie Pass ..... .... ....... .... ....... . ............ . . 94-95 
Spokane County.......................................... 105 
Squaw Creek district.................. . .... .. ... .. ........ 69 
Stevens County.... . ...................................... 56 
Stronghold claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Sumas Mountain.......................................... 107 
Teanaway Mining district......... . ..... . .. ... ............ 85 
Treadwell mine.... . ...................................... 101 
Valley district............... . .. .......................... 56 
Vigilant claim.... . ........... . ... . ......... .. . .. . ........ 56 
Wander claim...... ....................................... 61 
Whatcom County .......... ... .................. ... ...... 103-106 
Yankee claim . . ..................... . ....... . .... . .. . . .... 81, 82 

Bibliography of. .............................................. 147 
Black sands. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 
Bog Iron deposits .................. ... ............. . ........ 102, 105 
Conclusions ... .. . ........................... . ............ .. 111-115 
Contact metamorphic deposits . .. . ...... .. ..................... 112 
Iron-manganese ores........................ . ................. 110 
Laterlte deposits.............................................. 111 
Magmatic segregations.................... ....... ... ....... ... 112 
Mineral composition ........................................ 112, 113 
Miscellaneous deposits ............................... . ...... 109-110 
Origin ..................... . ...... .. . .... ................... 111, 112 
Quality . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 113 
Replacements In limestones. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 111 
Residual deposits.......... ... . .. ............................. 111 
Sedimentary deposits.................................... . ..... 111 
Summary ot conclusions .. ... .... ........................... 114, 115 
Tltanlterous iron ore.. .. .................. . ........... .. . .... 108 

Iron Prince claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Iron Slope claim...................... . . . ........... . ........ . .... 51 
Iron State claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51 
Iron Tunnel claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51 
Iron Yankee claim . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 

J 
Jetrerson County ........................................... . ........ 105 
Jetrerson, Thomas........................ . . ..... . . ................ 103 
Jennie E. claim......... . .... . ....... .. ........... ... .. . .......... 43 

K 
Kendall, limestone.......................... . .................. ... 146 
Kettle Falls, limestone. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
Kettle River.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 55 
Kimball, J. P.. ..... ....... .. ........ . ...... ........ . .. ............ 81 
King County . ............. . .......... . .. ...... ................... 86-95 
Kirkland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76 
Kittitas County .. ... .........................................•... 82-86 
Kulzer property ....... .... ................ . ................. . .... 37-40 



Index 157 

L Pagd 
Lake Cushman district.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
Lakeside . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73 
Lake Wruthlngton.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 76 
Last Chance claim ...... . ............................... . . . ....... 96, 99 
Laterlte deposits, in Washington.................... . ............. 111 

Formation of.................................................. 31 
Leadpolnt . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48 
Leith, C. K., <1uoted................................ . ... . .......... 41 
Liberty claim ............... . .................... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 80 
Liberty Lode ............................................. .. ...... 79-81 
Little Rock... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102 
Limestone, as a flux ......................................... . .. 140, 141 

Composition of .... . .. .. ........................ . ............ 139, 140 
Origin of ....................................... . . . .......... 138, 139 
Uses of . ..................................... . .............. 140-143 
Washington ................................................ 144-146 

Analyses of.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . 145 
Location of....................................... . ....... 146 
Occurrence of......... . ..................... . ............. 144 
Properties of.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 144 

Limonlte ............................. . ............... , . . . . . . . . . . . 31 
Lone Pine claim... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68 
Lopez Island. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
Lynden .................... . .................................... 103, 106 

M 
MacLean, J. A., property ................. . ........................ 65-67 
Magmatic segregation, defined.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 33 

In Washington................. . .................... . ......... 112 
Magnesia ............................ . ................. • ....... 140, 141 
Magnesite ............ . . • ............ . .................. . ........ 26, 141 
Magnet claim............ . ............ . .......................... 81 
Magnetic :Mountain.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 82 
Magnetic Point claim.. . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Magnetite . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 
Magnetite No. 1 claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70 
Mana.stash formation.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . 80 
ll{anganese ...................... . ............................. 23, 24, 98 

Near Lake Cushman..... . . ................................... 110 
Marblemount ...................... . ....... . • ... .. .. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 
Martlte . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 
Mason County... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 110 
Matheslus, Walter, quoted. . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 128 
Mayflower claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 96 
McCarthy, J. W., property .......... . ... . ......................... 71, 72 
Metallic iron. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 
Methow River.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 
Middle Fork, Snoqualmie River................................... 110 
Miller River district .... . ...................................... 92-94, 95 
Mineral composition (see also Iron ores ot Washington) ........ 112, 113 
Mineralogy of Iron ores .................. . ........ . ............... 30- 36 
Mineral Point...................... . ......... . .................... 66 
Mines (see also Claims) ........ . ................................. 37-110 
Mining claims (see a..lso Claims) ................................. 37-110 
Miscellaneous . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 

Iron deposits ................................................ 109-110 



158 Index 

Page 
Moisture In Washington coal. . .. . .. . .... .... . . .. . .. . . . .. .. . . .... 131-133 
Moldenke, B elden, and Dela mater, quoted ... ... . ............ . .. 124-126 
Molybdenum . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 
Money Creek . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 93 
Monument Creek.. . ........... . . .. .... . ........ . .................. 85 
Mount Peo........... . .......... .. .. . .... . . .. . .. ....... . ....... .. . 79 
Moun t Stuart . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84 
Myer s Creek d istrict. . . . . .. . .... . .. . ... . . .. . . ....... . ..... . . .. . 61-67, 69 
Myncaster . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6.1 

N 
Napoleon mine . .. .. .. . . . .. ..... . .. . . . .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . . .. ... .. .. . . . . 55 
Neutral-Azetc propert y . . . .. . . ..... . . .. . .. . ... .. . .. .. . . . . .. ....... 61-66 
Neutra l c laim . . . . ...... . ..... . .... .. ...... . . . . . .. . . ....... . . .. . . . . 62. 63 
Nooksak . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 
Northwestern King Count y. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 
Northport . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 48 
Nor t hwest Magnesite Company . . .. . . . .. . .... . ........ .. ... .. ... 38, 63, 66 
Nick el . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 
Ninety-eight clalm... .. .. . ................... . ............ . ....... 37 

0 
Oka nogan County . . . .. . ..... . ..... . . .. . . .. .. . . .... . .. . . . .. . . ... . . . 61- 69 
Or ient district .. . . .. .. .. .. .. .. ... .. .......... . ..... . ...... . . . . . . . .. 55, 56 
Origin of Iron ores, in Wash ingt on ... . .... .... ....... . .... .. .. . . l ll, 112 
Oversight mine.. .. .... .. .... . ..... .. . . . . .. .. . .. . . .. . . ........ . .... 59 

p 

Pacific Coas t Steel Company . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
Pacific Steel Compa ny. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
Pater os . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 
Pellen, C. E., analyst.. . .. ... . . . .. . .... . .. . . . .. . .... . .. . . . . .. . . .. . 81 
P ennsylvania coke .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 136 
Peshastln Creek . . ... ... . . . . . . . .. .... . .. . .. ... .. .. . . . ........ ... .. 70 
Phillips, W. B ., quoted . . .. . .. . ..... . ... . ... . . . ..... .. . . .... . 123, 124, 142 
Phosphorus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 
Pig Iron, p r ice of. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 
P ittsburg mine............ .. . . .. . .. . .. . . . .. . ..... .... . ... . . . . .. ... 101 
P omeroy m ine.... .. .... . .. . ..... . .... . . . .. ......... . ....... . . .. .. 110 
P roduction, cok e in Washington .. . . .. . . .. .. . .. . ....... . .. ..... . 134-137 

Iron ............ . ..... . ..... . .... . . . ....... . ............. . .. . 25- 29 
P rice of p ig Iron. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28 
P uget Sound Basin . ...... . ..... . ..... . .... . ... . . . . . .. . . . ..... . . 102-110 
P uget Sound Iron Com pany.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
Pyr it e . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 
P yr rhotlte . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 36 

Q 
Quality requirements of iron ores .. . .. . . .. . . . .. ............. . . .. . 21-24 
Quantity requirements of Iron ores ... .. ... . . . .. . . . .. .. . .......... 20 

R 
Read claim . .... ..... . . .. . . .. . .. .... . .... . .. . . ... . . . .... .... . .. . . . 43 
R ead, J. C., proper ty .... . ... . . ... ... . .. . . .. . . .. . ..... . . . .. .. .. ... 43-46 
Replacements In limestone, in Washington.. . .. . ....... . . . . . .. .. . .. 111 
Republic . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 57 



lndea; 159 

Page 
Requisite mineral products (see also Iron industry) ........ .. . ... 24-26 
Residual deposits, In Washington.................................. 111 
Riley, Edward, analyst.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Roche Harbor. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 

Limestone . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
Rockdale . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Rockport . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95 

Limestone . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 146 
R oosevelt group............................................ ... .... 66 
Ronald .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73 
Roslyn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 73 

Claim . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Rathert, El. B ... . .................... . .. . ...... .. .... • .... ... . : .... • 93 

Analyst ... . ... . ......... . ........... . ..... . .............. 72. 95, 101 
Rathert Process Steel Company.. . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10$ 
Rathert property ................ . ................................ 69, 70 

s 
Scottish Chief claim. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 96 
Sedimentary deposlt.s , in Washington.............................. 111 
Sedro Woolley...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 98 
Serpentine, analysis of........... . .... . .... . .......... . ... ...... . . 77 
Shedd, S ...... . ....... . ... ....... . . ............................. . .. 14, 16 

Analyst . . ......... . ..... . ........... . ...... .. ...... ..... .... 94, 105 
Quoted ........................... . ....... . ......... . 47, 75, 76, 96, 97 

Siderlte . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84 
Sldner, analyst. .. ... . . .... .... ......................... ..... ...... 82 
SI Ilea ...................... .. . . ............. . .............. . ..... 22, 26 
Silver King mine. .. .... . .. .. . . .... . ....... .. . .. .......... .. .. .. .. 56 
Skagit County . . . .. ........ .. ............. . ........ ....... ........ 95-102 
Skagit River................. . ....... .............. ..... ... ..... . .. 95 
Skykomish River.... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 93 
Smith, George Otis, Quoted .................................. 73. 75, 89, 91 
Snohomish County .. . . . . ...... . ..... . ............. . ............ . .. 103 
Snoqualmie Mountain... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 
Snoqualmie Pass . .... . ............................................ 86, 94 
Snoqualmie River....... . . .. ...................................... 86 
Snowstorm claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 101 
Sour ce or Iron.. .. ... . ........................................... . 28 
South Cle Elum.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79 
South Fork, Skykomish River.. ............ ...... ....... ...... ... 92 
Spokane County.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 105 
Springdale . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 43 
Squaw Creek district .. .. ..... .. ..... .. .. . ....... . ................ 67-69 
Stevens County ...... . .... . ............ . ....... •• ................. 37-57 
Stretch, R. H., analyst............. . .. .. ......... . ..... . .... . ... .. 81 
Stronghold claim......... .... .............. .. .... . ................ 81 
Sturma.n's farm.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 108 
Sulphur . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 

In Washington coal. ................. . .. .... ... . ... ...... ... 131-133 
Sumas Mountai n . ................. . ....................... ... ... 105-107 
Summit mining district . . ... . ..... . ............................... 86-92 
Swauk sandstone.......................... . ..... ..... .. . ... . .... . . 73 

T 
Taylor's farm. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 79 
Teanaway basalt.......... . ..... ... . . . .... . ....................... 73 



160 lnde~ 
Page 

Teanaway mining district. ....................................... 84, 85 
Teana.way River. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84 
Tennessee coke................................................... 130 
Texada Island. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 
Thatcher, R. W .. analyst.. .. ....... . ..... ... ..... . . .......... ..... 101 
Thompson, Ernest, property ..... ... .. . .......... . .. ......... .... .. 51-57 
Thurs t on County. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 102 
Tltanlferous Iron ore............................................. lOS 
Titanium ......................................................... 23, 25 
Tinius Olsen patent machine..................................... 124 
Treadwell ml.ne...................................... . ............ 101 
Tt·onson Creek.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70 
Tung,;iten .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25 
Turglte . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 

u 
U mpleby, J. B .. quoted .......................................... 62, 66, 67 
United States Stee l Corporation.... ............ .. . ......... ... .... 26 

V 
Vanadium 25 
Valentine. G. J., analyst .......................................... 81, 94 
Valley district ............. . ................................... 37-43, 56 
Vigilant c laim ........ ....... .......... . ... ....................... 37, 56 
Virginia coke..................................................... 136 

w 
Wander claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 
Washington, Iron ore deposits In ................................. 37-116 
Washington c laim................................................ 96 
Washington limestone ............................. ... ........... 14 4-146 
Weaver, Charles E............................. . .................. 55 
Wenatchee . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 67 

Limestone . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 145 
West Virginia coke............................................... 136 
Whatcom County ....................................... 103, 104, 105-107 
Whittler, W. H .. ....... ... ........ . .... , .......................... 14, 16 
Wilkeson coke.. .................. ........ . . . .... . ........... .... . 134 
Williams-Smith property......... . . ........ ....... .. ...... .... ..... 93 
Will Is, Balley, quoted .. ........................... . ............... 73, 75 

y 
Yakima River.................................................... 72 
Yankee claim.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 
Young, Robert. ............... ,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 84 

Report of.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 81 

z 
Zirconium 26 



.•. 

.,. 

DI V ISION OF G EO L OGY 
S. S H EDD. SUPE RVISOR 

V A N 

~ s 

' 

C 0 u V E R 

L A N D 

L., 

Point"'""""'• 

Coo, o, .. ..,.,.,,n,.,,., 

Iron ore depoe.it, with n11ml,er corrc6-
ponding to number in SmurnHr}' T11blt'. 

••''"------
"" Coal mine, wi th nuinhercorresponrlingt.o 

number in the Jndcx of Coal Mint'~. 

Anthracit.o co11l 1trca. 

Bitutuinouij {coking coal) 14,rca. 

--- / --­_, __ 

'" 
C 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 
D . A . SCOTT. D IRECTOR 

-------------~ 
A N A 

' ' 

/ 
( 

D 

1~ ... 

"'rr..' 

'-

q, "1' 

. " 

A 

' 
' 

_,· - ,J 
a 

' " I, 

• 

•It, •. ,,., ...... 

.. 

u~· -i--
~.-=·~~ , ...... 

' 

' 

' ' 

]) 

' ' ' 
-W--.--l--.),.~IF"-1,,. ) 

/ ' .- ,., r , ... 
-.--- ---r~.,,,__-

' ; I •. 
-1 

~··' •' 
1 IN ' L ,., ./ 

N 

" / ,... ,., .....• ,,. 
/ , 

' 

\' ,. L 

, I 
' 

". 
BU L LETIN N o. 27. 

,-,c~.;:,.~_j-~...L-~l-c--+.;_,.--h~ 
~ . ,; ,, I I 

'-,:c--1-~t~ 
\ . ' 

'I·' ' .. , 
" WASHINGTON 

SH OW ING LOCA TIO N O F 

PLATE I. 

0 

-- .•. 
I 

0 

D 
D 
D Bituminou~ coal arca. IRON ORE, COAL, AND LIMESTONE DEPOSITS - Sub-bilmn i11011~ coal area. 

Limestone dt,posil .. ~. Those 111 westNn 
W11.Sl1ington 11re, iu l1t r~ jlHrt., hi~h 
calcium limeHtonc", wlnle tli()8'!. 111 
e~tern W11shingtun am in plaoc>tJ prttl:­
tically pure culcinn, csrbonate, bnt, i11 
otJ1ers pr11ctic11lly pure nutgnesium cHr­
bonate, with all gradations. bt!twcen. 

L-------------- ,:,• 

0 R 

'" 
SUMMARY TABLE- OF THE KN OWN IRON ORES OF WASHINGTON 

0 • , 
• 0 

• 
1 • 
' z 

' 2 
3 

' 5 

6 

7 
8 

9 
rn 
H 

" \3 

" " " " ,a 

" "' 
"' 21b 

22 

23 

Namo nl 
District 

Vall~y 

V~lley 

Deer Trall 

Clueston Cr. 
Deep La~e 

Deep La~e 

Orient 

Belcl1er 

Myars Cr. 
Myers Cr. 

SCluawCr. /Pateros) 

Blewett 

Cle Elum 

Cle l:::lum 

Summit 

Summit 

Baring 

MIiier River 

H~miltun 

Sumas Ml. 

Arllnyton 

A,ll,1slon 
Lynden 

Elma 

L(lca1 Name 
or Properly 

Ku Iler 

HIii (Jim Hill) 

Reed 1Hunte,s) 

Clugston Cr, 

Bechtol 

Thomoson 

Napoleon 

CoopN Ke·1 

Neuhr.1-Aitec 

Mac Lean 

Fuller 

Rother I 

Mt. Pee 

Camp Cr. 

Guy~ 

Denny 

Anderson 

Mone~ Creek 

Iron Mt 

Hematite Gr. 

Co, 

.leffe,son 

Lynden 

Oennis 

Name of 
One Owner 

Counw 

M. Kul~e, Slevens 

L. W. !1,11 Ste,ens 
J. C. Read Stevens 

Frnnk 8. Goetter Stlt'lens 

Dev,d Becn101 Stevens 

EflleS! ThomosM Steven~ 

---····---·········-- .. - S1e,ens 

··--····---·--·--······· Ferry 
J. S. Grant Okar1oean 

J . A. Mac Lean 

A. 0. Fuller 

E. H. Rother! 

C. Durrwachter 

Balfour.Guthrie 

J. W. Guye 

R.H. Denny 

Wm. Williams 

D. L Runkel 

0. Ha1\on 

F. 0. Coe 

Thuonas Jeffe,son 

T. Herring~ & Sturman 

M,s. Danrus 

OkaPlosan 

Okanosan 

Chelan 

Kitti1as 

K,ttotas 

Klng 

King 

Kine 

King 

Sk,igjl 

Wha1cum 

Snohomish 

Sn(lhomish 

Whatcom 

(.i,ays Harlior 

t.ocotion 

"' l7,20 

" " " 23 

' 8,17 

" " " " 9,\0 

26,35 

29,31? 
? 

" 35,36 
23 , 
35 

30 
8,)7 

28 

31 N. 
31 N. 
30N, 

37 N. 

39N. 
39N. 
37N, 

J7N. 
~ON. 

40N. 
JON, 

22N. 
1':IN. 
23N. 
23N. 

26N. 
26N. 
35N. 
39N. 

32N. 
32N. 
40 N. 

\ SN. 

aEXPLANATION 

KNOWN Refer; to the (,re in hi.:nl-that on P,~ dunip, ln work lnQs, and (In lhe uutcrop, 

PROBABLE Rvf~,s lo a cor1sNvati•~ estimate ot the ore wtncl• cou ld probably t>e moued 
trom a mode,~te r!eplh. 

• • • • 

41E. 

39E. 

37E. 

39E. 
4IE. 

41 E. 
37E, 
34E. 

JOE. 
JOE. 
23E. 

17E. 
15E. 

l4E. 

11 E. 

lOE. 

lOE. 

" "· 
"· "· JE. 
5W. 

Princloal Ore Minera l 

Probable Origln o! Ores ,n Parenlhesls 

Limon it<! & Hemat it~ IResidu~I & Replacement) 

Hematite (Reolacanientl 

Ma~netlte !Conlacl Metamorphic) 

L;m(lnile (Residual & Replacement) 

Limon:te IResiduel & Reolacement) 

Limon ite & Gocthile (Residual & Replacement) 

Pyuhome (ReolHCPment & C(lnlact Metamorphic) 

Mngnetite \Contact Met~morohicJ 

M<1p.ne1,te (Contact M~l~mnrohlc) 

Magnetite ICuntac t Melamorohk) 

Magnet ite (Ma~ma(lc Se"reBation & M~lamorohic) 

Mu_f!netite (MM<11alic Segrfeation) 

MaJ!netite !Sedimentary? & Motamor(lhicl 

M~~Mtite (Se<!imen lm~, Residua l, & Metamoroliic j 

Ma"netlte (Contact Metamo,phic/ 

Magnntite !Contact Mel~morphk) 

MaHnetit, (Contact Me:am(lrphiol! 

Magnetite (Con1ad Meiammphic ') 

M~gnetit~ (Sedimi,ntary & Mctamorohid 

Hemali!P. (Resld1rnl) 

Llmo111te /Bog Oras) 

Limon,tB rnos Ores) 

Limonite (Bog Ores) 

Tit,ini!erous Masnet,te lSedimcntary) 

Appro~1male Estimate 
of Tonn~ge• 

(in Thousand Tons) 

' 1 • t?) 

5-

, 
5" 

"" 
2 

' 500? 

"' 5 

2 

20 

3 

' 5 

5 

• a , 
' 0 

\5 

m 

"'' 
"' 250 

315 

"' 
'° 2,000 

5 

' '°" 
,0 

3 

20 

"' 

"' (1) 

"" 
75 
500 

500 

20 

80 
5,000 

200 

\00 

'° 
500 

IS 
5 

30 

"' 

POSSIBLE Ref ms to LIH! to:al amounl ofQre which could possibly be mined if local ct,a,acte,s 
arc C(lnt,nuous thrOullhQul th~ ~nt,ro nroo~rtle t, and ;J mining is t;amed on 
to considerable depth. 

ri one ot these features are accur~le. They a,e gi,en rnerely to pre~ent lo lhe read er a geuerul relalive imo1es~lon o! ~ondil lona e~isllng In lhe Slale as tar as is known. 

E 

Railroad Station 

,;, Gt: 
i::i Q: Nearest Town 
"0 
);'; E-East of Cascades 
~ g W-West of Cascades ., 

,,..,iles) 

5 

9 

25 
\5 

" " ,._ 
/ 
5 

" ' " ' \6 
2}, 
,x 
' 5 
X 

' 'Y, 

' \ 

3'' 

Valley (El 

Valley (El 

Sorinsdale (E) 

Col,ille (E) 

Boundar~ (E) 

Boundar:i IE) 

Boyds (E) 

Curle., iE) 

Chesaw Sour (E) 

Chesaw Sour (E) 

Paieros IE\ 
C3Shme,e (E) 

W. Cle Elum (El 

Lakedale (E) 

Rockdale \WJ 

Rnddale (W) 

ea,Jns (Wl 

Mjller River (WJ 

Hamiltan (WI 

NO(lksak (W) 

Arlinglon (W) 

Caoocrs (W) 

Lynden (W) 

Elma \W) 

395 

l95 

386 
426 
m 
m 
'45 
495 

34' 
31' 

"' '" 90 
no 
58 

" 77 

85 
89 

"' " 65 

>39 

"" 

G 

£ . • • 
Ii 'E ·-0 • 

• • " . •• • 0 -o 
.!:! VJ 
C 

56 

56 

" 87 

'" '38 

"'' <56 

<85 

'" 233 
<85 
220 
305 

252 

252 

S O U RCE OF D ATA 

TM location of the Iron ore deposits were Jaken from the accompanyin11 report. 
The location of the coal deposits and coal m ines were drawn r,om a map prepared 

by GMrae Watkin Evans. 
The locat!on of Iha limestone deposits were compiled from "The Cemen t Materials 

of Washlng\(ln" by S. Shedd. Washjngton Geological Survey. Bul letin 4 
0914) and from subseouenl data. 
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INDEX TO THE COAL MINES OF WASHINGTON 

COUNTY I 
COUNTY 

PRODUCTION FOR 1921 MAP No. NAME OF MINE 
PRODUCTION FOR 1921 MAP No. 

56 
Whatcom " Belhngham 57 
187,005 tons " Blue Ca11yon 58 

2S Glen Echo 5' ·1 Pierce 

"' 102,538 tons 

" Skagit 62 
1.433 tons " Cokedale 

I " " 
ThurSt(ln 65 

" Old Newcastle 256,218 tons 66 
29 Newcastle 67 

"' lss~auah 

" Grand Ridge 68 

" Snooualmie 69 
33 Black Rive, "' " Renton " 35 Denny Renton 72 

" Cedar Moun?ai n I 
Lewi~ 73 

37 lndlsn " JS Taylor 142.084 ton:; 75 
39 Danville " '° Ravensdale 77 

King 4' Raven 78 
340.015 Ions " No. 11 Black Diam(lnd 79 

" Cannon "' " Hyde 
<5 Kummer 

I 
82 

" Hiawatha 83 
47 Durham " " Pocohontas 

I 
85 

" Bayne 85 
50 Occidental Kiltitas 87 
5' Eureka 1,392.813 tons 88 
52 No~ 89 
53 National "' 5' Krain 9\ 

" Kangley 92 
93 

TOTAL PRODUCTION IN 1921. FOR STATE, 2,422,106 TONS. 

wM~• 

•ollilon,•l<:r~ 

NAME OF MINE 

8urMll 
Champion 
Wilkeson 
South Willis 
Carbonado 
Melmont 
Fairfax 
Monlez .. ma 
Ashford 

Black Bear 
King 
Tone No. I 

Vidorv 
Packwood 
Mend(lla 
F(lrds P1·3irie 
Linroln 
Kooiah 
Monarch 
Empress 
Supe,ior 
Shelton 
Ladd 
Oivide 
Sal:.er Valley 

Wdght 
Plant 
R%1yn Fuel l ·2·3 
Ros lyn Cascade l ·2 
N. W, I. N(I. 5-2·3 
N, W, t. No. 6-8 
N. W. l. N(I. 7.7 Exrn 
Summitt 
N. W. 1 Cle Elum 
Queen 
Cle Elum Coal Co. 
Wilson 


	B27_1
	B27_2
	B27_3
	B27_4
	B27_5
	B27_6
	B27_7
	B27_8
	B27_9
	B27_10
	B27_11
	B27_12
	B27_13
	B27_14
	B27_15
	B27_16
	B27_17
	B27_18
	B27_19
	B27_20
	B27_21
	B27_22
	B27_23
	B27_24
	B27_25
	B27_26
	B27_27
	B27_28
	B27_29
	B27_30
	B27_31
	B27_32
	B27_33
	B27_34
	B27_35
	B27_36
	B27_37
	B27_38
	B27_39
	B27_40
	B27_41
	B27_42
	B27_43
	B27_44
	B27_45
	B27_46
	B27_47
	B27_48
	B27_49
	B27_50
	B27_51
	B27_52
	B27_53
	B27_54
	B27_55
	B27_56
	B27_57
	B27_58
	B27_59
	B27_60
	B27_61
	B27_62
	B27_62_fig6
	B27_63
	B27_64
	B27_65
	B27_66
	B27_67
	B27_68
	B27_69
	B27_70
	B27_71
	B27_72
	B27_73
	B27_74
	B27_75
	B27_76
	B27_77
	B27_78
	B27_79
	B27_80
	B27_81
	B27_82
	B27_83
	B27_84
	B27_85
	B27_86
	B27_87
	B27_88
	B27_89
	B27_90
	B27_91
	B27_92
	B27_93
	B27_94
	B27_95
	B27_96
	B27_97
	B27_98
	B27_99
	B27_100
	B27_101
	B27_102
	B27_103
	B27_104
	B27_105
	B27_106
	B27_107
	B27_108
	B27_109
	B27_110
	B27_111
	B27_112
	B27_113
	B27_114
	B27_115
	B27_116
	B27_117
	B27_118
	B27_119
	B27_120
	B27_121
	B27_122
	B27_123
	B27_124
	B27_125
	B27_126
	B27_127
	B27_128
	B27_129
	B27_130
	B27_131
	B27_132
	B27_133
	B27_134
	B27_135
	B27_136
	B27_137
	B27_138
	B27_139
	B27_140
	B27_141
	B27_142
	B27_143
	B27_144
	B27_145
	B27_146
	B27_147
	B27_148
	B27_149
	B27_150
	B27_151
	B27_152
	B27_153
	B27_154
	B27_155
	B27_156
	B27_157
	B27_158
	B27_159
	B27_160
	B27_plate1

