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" ;nterestﬁﬂg.CQ?Sid(?lfatiP“ to the fargner; bqt he is not to suffer him-
of fo be prejudlcgd-agamst any particular kind from some supposed
impurilies which it may be thought to contain. The quality of the
ine may be imlml_re,d_' in two ways: by n}h.ere.nt. impurities in the
agne from which 1t 18 thamed; or by.an injudicious mode of burn-
inﬂ- In the former case there is l?ut little to be .fea_red for agricultu-
,all’purPOSesi s thq ordmary consfltuen.ts of those lm.aesto.nes that are
| .14l capable of being convegted into lime, have no injuricus proper-
s in themselves; npt even in the case of those that contain a large
raportion of magnesia, whlch‘ would prove hurtful to such soils alone
A . e already overeharged with this earth. The analysis of two speci-
qens of limestone furnished by Mr. Ignatius Waters—No. 1 being
ansidered of the best, and No. 2 of the most inferior kinds obtained
it his quarries, gave the following resulit: ‘

No.1. ' . No. 2.
| Dyhonate of lime, 88.5 Carbonate of lime, 76
Silex, | 8 Silex, 18.56
3 Magnesia, a trace. Magnesia, 2
A Undetermined, 3.5 Undetermined, 3.5
| 100 100
Two specimens received from Mr. Penel Palmer gave
No. 1. o No.2.
Carbonate of lime, 88 Carbonate of lime, 80
Silex, | 10 Silex, | 11.5
Magnesia, - Magnesia, 3
Undetermined, 2 Ubpdetermined, 5.5
100 ' ' 100
Two specimens selected by myself, yielded
> - NO. 1. ‘ NO- 20 ‘
= C§rbqnic Acid, 42.5 Carbonic Acid, 39
L'lme) 54 Lime, 45
Bl Silex, 2.5 Silex, 13
B Magnesia, Magnesia, 3
100 ' 100
These analyses show that the limestones now most in use in the
“ppei paris of Montgomery county, are upon an average equal to the

X maj?_ﬁty of those burnt in the other parts of the State; the limestones
§ ®ained from the Fredericktown valley are equally free from any
% 'mpurities that might impair the value of the lime obtained from them.
. o A8 to the other eircumstance impairing the quality of the lime,
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