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PALEOTECTONIC INVESTIGATIONS OF THE PENNSYLVANIAN SYSTEM IN THE UNITED STATES,
PART II: INTERPRETIVE SUMMARY AND SPECIAL FEATURES OF THE PENNSYLVANIAN SYSTEM

INTERPRETATION OF PENNSYLVANIAN HISTORY

Compiled by EDWIN D. MCKEE

INTRODUCTION

An interpretive summary of paleotectonic events of
the Pennsylvanian Period has been compiled from data
supplied by the geologists who prepared the regional
chapters in Part I of this publication. The contributing
geologists were:

Ernest E. Glick
William P. Irwin
William W. Mallory
William J. Mapel
Edwin K. Maughan

Edwin D. McKee
George E. Prichard
Gary F. Stewart
Harold R. Wanless
Richard F. Wilson

George O. Bachman
Kenneth G. Bell
Eleanor J. Crosby
George H. Dixon
Sherwood E. Frezon

Interpretation of the paleotectonic history of the Penn-
sylvanian System is represented on two sets of maps, one
referred to as interpretive isopach maps and the other as
interpretive paleotectonic maps (pl. 15A-C). Each set
includes five maps, one for each interval of the Penn-
sylvanian. All me s of both sets were prepared at the
same scale (1:5,000,000) and are published at a scale of
1:10,000,000. Therefore direct comparisons can readily
be made.

The interpretive isopach maps are derived from the
isopach maps of present rock thickness (pls. 3, 6, 7, 8,
and 9) as determined from outcrops and boreholes. The
areas of present Pennsylvanian rock distribution, both
surface and subsurface, are shown on the interpretive
isopach maps in green. Estimates of the original
thicknesses of strata for each interval are shown by
restored isopachs superimposed on the areas of present
extent, and estimated original margins of depositional
areas are indicated by zero isopachs. Because all these
data are estimates, no question marks or broken lines are
used to indicate uncertainty — the maps are inter-
pretations and are intermediate in subjective character
between the isopach maps showing present distribution
and thickness and the interpretive paleotectonic maps.

On the interpretive isopach maps, the principal
positive and negative areas as determined from

reconstructed isopachs are indicated. Positive elements
are labeled as “low” or “high” according to deductions
based largely on characteristics of the detrital sediments
derived from them. Negative elements are classified as
geosynclines, basins, troughs, shelves, and platforms,
largely on the basis of shape and depth of fill as il-
lustrated by the reconstructed isopachs. The criteria
used in applying this classification are shown in figure 1.
Miogeosynclines are distinguished from eugeosynclines
largely by the kinds of contained sedimentary rocks.
Directions of sediment transport determined from
crossbedding and other current vectors or from grain-size
distribution, and the relative amounts of transported
sediment, are shown by arrows. Thick arrows indicate
coarse sediment; thin arrows, fine; long arrows indicate
much sediment; short arrows, little.

Paleotectonic maps are derived from the interpretive
isopach maps. They are designed to emphasize struc-
tural activity and trends within the conterminous
United States during deposition of each of the five inter-
vals of the Pennsylvanian System. The axes of features
having linear configuration, such as geosynclines,
troughs, arches, and certain other uplifts or positive
elements, and the centers of more nearly equidimen-
sional features, such as basins and most small positive
elements, as determined from thickness relations and
trends, are shown. Positive areas that underwent con-
siderable uplift (estimated at more than 1,000 feet) are
in brown; those that underwent little or no uplift
(estimated at less than 1,000 feet) are yellow. Similarly,
negative areas are in different shades of blue according
to the amount of subsidence. Other structural features of
Pennsylvanian age, indicated by appropriate symbols,
are zones of overthrusting, belts of slight deformation,
and belts of severe deformation; areas of volcanic
deposits also are represented. Thus, the structural
pattern of the continent is portrayed in broad terms that
permit generalizations regarding its history.
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FIGURE 1. — Terms for structural features as used in this paper.

STRUCTURAL FRAMEWORK

The structural framework of interval A of the Penn-
sylvanian System was to a considerable extent inherited
from earlier Paleozoic time and included many major
structural features already established. As shown on
plate 154, figure 2, the major structures have axes
oriented in one of two principal directions, northeast or
northwest. Those with a northeast trend include the Ap-
palachian positive element and bordering geosyncline,
the southwestern part of the Ouachita geosyncline in
eastern Texas, and both northern and southwestern ends
of the Cordilleran geosyncline. A northwest trend con-
trolled the La Salle anticline, the Frontrange positive
element and the Central Colorado trough, the Oquirrh
basin, and parts of the Cordilleran geosyncline.

Trends of some simple structural features, largely in
the north-central part of the United States, differ from
those of the two main sets by having a north-south orien-
tation. Such structures include the Nemaha anticline,
the Mississippi River arch, and the Duquoin monocline,
among others.

Some compound structural belts had anomalous
trends in certain segments. Among these are the Arkan-
sas part of the Quachita geosyncline, which trends east;
the Nashville-Cincinnati-Kankakee structure in which

the middle part extends north; and the Central Kansas
uplift-Cambridge arch, which also trends north in its
central part. Some compound structures bifurcate, and
the resulting branches parallel two different major struc-
tural trends. An example is the branching north end of
the Cincinnati arch.

Although axes having a northwest trend are about
equal in number to those having a northeast trend, the
northwest series is largely in the western half of the con-
tinent and the other series largely in the eastern half.
North-trending axes are mostly in between. This almost
fan-shaped pattern possibly is related to compression
from the continental margins, which are approximately
parallel to the adjacent major structural axes. No readily
apparent explanation has been found for the compound
cross-structure trends.

The overall symmetry is perhaps related to a midcon-
tinent gravity high (American Geophysical Union and
U.S. Geological Survey, 1964; King and Zietz, 1969) that
today extends from western Lake Superior through
Abilene, Kans., to a point west of Wichita, Kans. This
belt of high gravity contains the Precambrian
Keweenawan mafic igneous rocks and includes the
Duluth Gabbro Complex. Uplift in Pennsylvanian time
of the Applachian positive element, the Antler positive
element where relief was less, and also probably the
Frontrange and Uncompahgre positive elements may
have resulted from compression of the continental
margins against the Precambrian core of the craton,
which served as the ultimate stable element.

INTERPRETATION OF INTERVAL A

STRUCTURAL FEATURES

The dominant structural features along the eastern
margin of the continent during the time of interval A
were the Appalachian geosyncline and an accompanying
positive element or landmass to the east. Conclusions
about the geosyncline are fairly trustworthy because
parts of the geosyncline are still preserved. Conclusions
about the landmass are necessarily much less certain;
they are inferred from characteristics of the sediments
derived from the land. In the present coastal region, still
farther east, information about Pennsylvanian rocks and
about tectonic events and features is completely lacking.
For this reason, the easternmost part of the continent is
shown blank on the maps. According to modern concepts
of earth history, the North American and European con-
tinents were probably joined in Pennsylvanian time, and
orogenic belts in the northeastern United States were
continuous with those of western Europe. Reconstruc-
tions of a eugeosyncline or of an ocean basin off the pre-
sent coast of the United States in Pennsylvanian time
were once thought likely but are now generally con-
sidered wrong.
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The Appalachian geosyncline in interval A time was a
linear feature that extended from Pennsylvania south to
Alabama and Mississippi. Localized elliptical basins
formed in at least two parts of the larger downwarped
belt, as shown by thickened deposits of sediment. One of
these basins was in eastern Pennsylvania, and the other,
Black Warrior basin, was in central Alabama and
Mississippi (pl. 154). In the southern basin, the
amplitude of downwarping was particularly great —
more than 9,000 feet.

No sedimentary record of interval A has survived in
the Appalachian geosyncline of south-central Penn-
sylvania, south of the present-day Southern Anthracite
basin, although a thin covering of sediment, probably
derived from a region of low relief to the southeast, may
once have been there. Farther south, from West Virginia
through Tennessee to northern Alabama and Georgia,
strata representing the latter part of interval A and in-
cluding much sandstone with pebbles of vein quartz are
present, but nowhere are these deposits very thick (pl.
15A), and downwarping was probably slight.

West of the northern part of the Appalachian
geosyncline, several shallow basins that received small
amounts of sediment apparently were partly isolated
from one another by low positive elements. One of these
basins that developed in Ohio and western Pennsylvania
was roughly elliptical in outline, and it was largely filled
with alluvial and deltaic deposits. Another was the cir-
cular Michigan basin where downwarping began after
mid-Mississippian time and a narrow trough apparently
formed a connection with a marine shelf to the
northwest. A third was the Illinois basin which began to
form in southern Illinois at the upper end of an ancestral
Mississippi embayment. Although some of these basins,
and some of the positive elements between them, trend
northeast or northwest, parallel to major structural
features of adjoining areas, the trends of minor features
in this region seem inconsistent.

A major structural belt commonly referred to as the
Ouachita geosyncline extended in a broad arc from the
south end of the Appalachian geosyncline
northwestward, westward, and finally southwestward.
During the time of interval A, it was an elongated
trough, 70-100 miles wide, having a shelf on each side in
Alabama, Arkansas, and Oklahoma. Although
sediments of interval A generally are somewhat thinner
in the Ouachita geosyncline than in the adjacent
southern part of the Appalachian geosyncline, they are,
nevertheless, more than 6,000 feet thick in parts of
Arkansas. The southwest-trending segment of the
Quachita geosyncline in Oklahoma and Texas was a
major structural feature of that region, but far less sedi-
ment accumulated in it than in the more easterly areas.
Major branches of the system conform to either the

northeast or to the northwest major trends of the conti-
nent and are the Ardmore and Anadarko basins that ex-
tended northwest in Oklahoma, and the ancestral
Mississippi embayment that extended northeastward in
Arkansas, Tennessee, and Kentucky to connect with the
Illinois basin.

Among the most active structural features during
deposition of interval A were the Ardmore basin and its
continuation, the Anadarko basin in Oklahoma.
Downwarping of at least 5,000 feet took place locally
along these structural axes. Uplift of comparable
magnitude accompanied by normal faulting took place
in the narrow Amarillo-Wichita uplift to the south, as
partly indicated by the volume of coarse sediments that
were shed both north and south of the uplift. The Palo
Duro basin to the south and the Dalhart basin to the
aorthwest of the Amarillo-Wichita uplift apparently
were only moderately active, as indicated by relatively
thin accumulations of shallow-water sediment in the
basin.

An extensive, mildly positive lowland lay north of the
Ouachita geosyncline and Anadarko basin during inter-
val A. It is commonly referred to as the Siouxia land-
mass. This emergent area corresponded closely to a
present-day midcontinent gravity high (American
Geophysical Union and U.S. Geological Survey, 1964). A
few major structural features such as the Mississippi
River arch, Nemaha anticline, central Kansas uplift,
and Cambridge arch are inferred to have been locally ac-
tive within this positive area. These structural features
are known to have been forming earlier in the Paleozoic,
and evidence of activity is clear in later Pennsylvanian
time. The central part of Texas, partly enclosed by the
Ouachita geosyncline, was mostly a stable, slightly
emergent platform, probably with slight relief. A region
south of the Delaware basin and north of the Marathon
salient of the Ouachita geosyncline may have been more
strongly uplifted than the surrounding areas.

A mildly downwarped belt extended along the west
side of the great interior landmass of Siouxia (pl. 154,
fig. 2) from Canada southeastward to connect with the
tectonically active Anadarko basin of Oklahoma. Thin
deposits of shelf-type sediment of interval A ac-
cumulated throughout this belt in contrast to deposits as
much as 5,000 feet thick that accumulated in parts of
Oklahoma at the same time. Traces of the Hugoton em-
bayment where deposits of interval A attain a thickness
of 500 feet can be detected in the southern part of this
negative area at the northwest end of the Anadarko
basin in western Kansas and southeastern Colorado. The
northern part of this mildly negative area forms a broad
reentrant in North and South Dakota in the area of the
shallow, northwesterly trending Williston basin. Strata
of interval A are 250 feet thick in the center of this em-
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bayment. Farthier west, in north-central Montana, a
better defined, similarly trending basin contains more
than 1,000 feet of sediment of interval A. In southeastern
Montana, discontinuities in the isopachs define the
Cedar Creek structure and other linear structures that
are probably northwest-striking faults, believed to have
been active at this time.

Downwarping occurred across trans-Pecos Texas and
parts of southern New Mexico and Arizona, allowing a
shallow sea to cover this area west of the interior lowland
of Texas. An incipient Delaware basin, the Orogrande
basin, and northern end of the Sonoran geosyncline can
be distinguished in the region bordering Mexico.

Structural elements in the central Rocky Mountain
region display definite northwest trends in interval A, in-
cluding the Frontrange and Uncompahgre positive
elements, and the Central Colorado trough. Uplift of the
ancestral Frontrange is indicated by fine detrital sedi-
ment in the Colorado Springs area. The amount of uplift
of the central Rocky Mountain structures probably was
small compared with that during succeeding intervals,
for the maximum thickness of strata trapped in the Cen-
tral Colorado trough did not greatly exceed 500 feet dur-
ing interval A. In northwestern Wyoming and
southeastern Idaho a low unnamed landmass was
separated from the Frontrange uplift by the Sweetwater
trough. In northern Idaho another positive element,
probably anticlinal with a northwest-trending axis, was
also active.

The elongate, northwest-alined Ogquirrh basin in
northern Utah and southern Idaho sank rapidly during
the time of interval A, and more than 1,000 feet of car-
bonate rock accumulated there. Farther west and south
in Nevada, the Bird Spring-Ely basin, trending
southward roughly parallel to the Oquirrh basin,
likewise received sediment to a thickness of more than
1,000 feet. A broad, shallow embayment or trough that
branched from the Bird Spring-Ely basin toward the
southeast may have connected this basin with the
Sonoran geosyncline of southeastern Arizona.

A large, indefinitely defined positive element ex-
tended across central Nevada and southwestern Idaho.
This feature, called here the Antler positive element,
coincided closely with the Late Devonian-Early
Mississippian Antler orogenic belt. It separated a
eugeosyncline farther west from the Oquirrh and Bird
Spring-Ely basins to the northeast and southeast,
respectively. Little is known about the eugeosyncline, as
only fragmentary and isolated remains of rocks
deposited in it are preserved in a wide area that includes
northwestern Nevada, California, Oregon, and
Washington. Limited petrographic and stratigraphic in-
formation from these exposures suggests a mobile
downwarped belt that locally included positive
elements, volcanic islands, island arcs, and continental

rises. The mobile belt is thought to have merged
westward into the deep ocean.

INFERRED MARGINS OF DEPOSITION

Regions in which the inferred margins of deposition of
interval A extend considerably beyond the present limits
are readily apparent on the interpretive isopach map (pl.
154, fig. 1).

In the Appalachian region of the Eastern United
States a great thickness of interval A is believed to have
been removed all along the geosynclinal belt east of the
present area of interval A outcrop. Thickness trends
suggest that sediment once accumulated to a thickness
of as much as 2,000 feet in the northeastern part of the
geosyncline, 2,000 feet in the central part, and more than
9,000 feet in the southeastern part.

Strata of interval A west of the geosyncline in northern
Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois probably never ex-
tended far beyond their present limits. In contrast,
strata of interval A in the Michigan basin are thought to
have originally been much more extensive (pl. 154, fig.
1).

Two areas in the Midwest in which sediments of inter-
val A probably accumulated more extensively than
represented today are in the area of ancestral Mississippi
embayment, which connected the Illinois basin and the
Ouachita geosyncline, and in the southern part of the
Ouachita geosyncline. The Mississippi embayment may
once have contained sediment of interval A to a
thickness of between 1,000 and 2,000 feet; parts of the
geosyncline in Arkansas and Oklahoma may have con-
tained strata exceeding 15,000 feet in thickness.

In the Texas Panhandle-Oklahoma region, margins of
deposition during interval A seem to have been about the
same as the present-day margins (pl. 34) except near the
south end of the Nemaha anticline. This area was
probably buried during interval A time. Farther west, in
the central Rocky Mountain region and in the Cor-
dilleran miogeosynclinal belt, isopachs (pl. 154, fig. 1)
likewise are restored to show the original thickness and
extent of interval A, which are only slightly different
from the present-day thicknesses and extent. Notable
exceptions are on the Apishapa uplift in southeastern
Colorado, at the southern end of the Central Colorado
trough (Rowe-Mora basin) about which little is known,
and in the northern Arizona shelf where intra-
Pennsylvanian erosion removed part of the record.

In parts of the northern Rocky Mountain and northern
Plains areas, the outer limit of deposition of interval A,
as inferred from the eastward rate of thinning and the
facies relations, was 50-100 miles east of the present
truncated edge of the interval in eastern North Dakota
and northwestern Montana. A shoreline facies in inter-
val A rocks along the southern margin of Williston basin
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in South Dakota indicates that the depositional edge of
interval A nearly coincided with the present-day zero
isopach in the area.

The eugeosyncline at the far western margin of the
continent is poorly known and its boundaries are largely
speculative. The eastern boundary is believed to have
been determined by the north-trending Antler positive
element in central Nevada and eastern Idaho, but few
data are available for locating a margin of deposition.
Even more speculative is the western boundary that
presumably was subparallel to the eastern boundary and
that may have merged with the deep area west of the
present Sierra Nevada.

SOURCE AREAS

Interval A in the Appalachian geosyncline had four
principal source areas as determined by the thickness
and facies relations of the detritus that accumulated.

Coarse gravels in the northeast section of the Ap-
palachian region, principally in the Anthracite coal field
of Pennsylvania, indicate that a highland source area lay
to the south or southeast, near the present site of
Philadelphia. The absence of any interval A strata in
south-central Pennsylvania suggests that sediments, if
ever present, were thin. Their probable source wds to the
southeast and probably was an area of relatiqely low
relief. Interval A in the central Appalachian arealof West
Virginia, Virginia, Kentucky, and Tennessee contains
much pebbly sandstone including abundant pebbles of
quartz which indicate an origin in a greatly uplifted
terrane of vein-bearing crystalline schists like that found
in the Piedmont to the southeast. A high area south of
the Cahaba coal field in the southern Appalachian
highlands was the source for an extreme thickness of in-
terval A in central Alabama.

The currently recognized abrupt south termination of
the geosyncline in Alabama and Louisiana may be the
result of major faulting, for south of the area in question
Jurassic rocks rest on Lower Ordovician. Whether Penn-
sylvanian strata once extended farther south than east-
central Louisiana is not known. No marked increase in
coarseness of sediment is noticeable along the present
southern margin of the geosyncline that would indicate
land to the southwest.

Strata of interval A filling an elongate basin in
northern Pennsylvania and Ohio apparently ac-
cumulated as alluvial and deltaic deposits, including
much pebbly sand that apparently was transported from
a northern source. Many of the pebbles were derived
from Devonian chert similar to that in the area of
western New York and probably came from either New
York State or farther north. South of this basin, in
southern Pennsylvania and central Ohio, a positive ele-
ment formed a barrier of southward-dipping Mississip.
pian limestone. This barrier was a low divide separating

sediments derived from northern and southeastern
sources.

The source of sediment of interval A in the Michigan
basin seems to have been to the northeast and north, the
largest volume entering through the present site of
Saginaw Bay (pl. 15A). A wedge of sand and mud about
300 feet thick accumulated near this entrance to the
basin. Much of the sediment was stream-transported
quartz sand, derived from sedimentary strata of middle
and early Paleozoic age. A marine limestone within the
basin indicates a former sea connection; the record of its
location, however, has been destroyed by subsequent
erosion. Probably the sea transgressed from the
northwest, for the lithology of interval A to the
southeast, south, and west in areas beyond the basin
precludes the likelihood of a marine advance from those
directions.

In the Illinois basin, sediment entered largely from the
northeast. Fifteen main stream channels have been
recognized in Indiana. Their orientation suggests that
sediment from southern Quebec, Ontario, and part of
northern New York was transported southward along a
corridor in Ohio southeast of the Michigan basin and
northwest of the Appalachian region. Much sediment
continued south through the Illinois area because of
differential downwarp along the Duquoin monocline.
Additional sediment was transported into this area from
the highlands of Virginia and North Carolina, passing
through a saddle between the Cincinnati arch and
Nashville dome. Final deposition for much of the sedi-
ment was in the downwarped area of Arkansas, far to the

south.
Interval A deposits in a small area of northwestern

Illinois and in adjacent Iowa probably were introduced
by streams from the northwest. Possibly these deposits
were originally continuous with those in the rest of the
Illinois basin to the southeast, but as yet no evidence has
been found to demonstrate such a connection. The ex-
tensive midcontinent region west and north of this basin
seems to have been a low landmass during the time of in-
terval A, as indicated by the fineness of sediment
derived from it. Continental deposits of Morrow age not
yet recognized may have accumulated in parts of
western Jowa and Kansas that are shown as a land area.

Detrital sediment of interval A in the most active part
of the Ouachita geosyncline — in Arkansas and in
northern Louisiana — is calculated to have had a volume
of 30,000 cubic miles, and an equal or greater volume of
sediment possibly was transported west and southwest
across the area during this time. Much of the sediment
seems to have been deposited by turbidity currents. This
vast amount of sediment apparently had two major
sources: (1) The region of northern New York and
eastern Canada, from which mature to semimature
detritus was transported along the route of the present
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Ohio and middle Mississippi Rivers. Sediments from
this region included little feldspar and few heavy
minerals other than tourmaline and zircon; quartz
granules and pebbles were locally common. (2) The
southern Appalachians furnished, partly in the form of
turbidites, much detritus from a metamorphic terrane.
A large percentage of feldspar and various heavy
minerals was characteristic; quartz granules and pebbles
were common.

Sediments in the east Texas segment of the Ouachita
geosyncline contain directional indicators that suggest
transportation by turbidity currents southwestward
along the structural axis. Farther west, in the Marathon
salient of the geosyncline, much of the sediment ap-
parently was furnished from land to the south, as in-
dicated by trends in thickness and in facies, and by
current indicators. Some sediment, including con-
glomerate, apparently came from the northwest.

Interval A on both flanks of the Amarillo uplift con-
tain moderate to large amounts of sandstone, probably
reflecting nearness to a mountainous area of con-
siderable relief. Other land areas in the region provided
detritus, but only fine sediment including much car-
bonate sediment is adjacent to most of the land areas,
suggesting that they were low. The Delaware basin in
southwestern Texas probably received most of its sedi-
ment from surrounding low-lying land, as suggested by
facies relations and by remoteness from other possible
sources.

The Williston basin in the Dakotas apparently
received some sand and much finer sediment largely
from the extensive lowland called Siouxia to the east and
southeast. A broad river valley trending northwest across
Siouxia may have occupied a synclinal extension of the
Williston basin. In any event, a dominance of mudstone
in the basin center early in the interval and a gradation
upward, later into increasingly calcareous sediment
reflect the expansion of Early Pennsylvanian seas across
areas of low relief.

In the Colorado Rocky Mountain region, a restriction
of coarse detrital sediment of interval A to a few places
on the east flank of the present-day Front Range in-
dicates that uplift of the Frontrange positive element
was very local and minor at that time. Farther north in
Montana terrigenous source areas of moderate size, but
not of great height, probably existed in Idaho and
western Wyoming from where fine sediments were
carried to the east and north, respectively.

Pennsylvanian sediment of interval A preserved in the
few scattered areas of outcrop in the far western part of
the United States probably had its sources at least partly
in the Antler landmass and partly in local islands within
the eugeosyncline west of the Antler region in Nevada;
data are “insufficient, however, to locate the sources
specifically. Volcanic materials are estimated to make

up 18-24 percent of the Pennsylvanian rocks in the El
Paso Mountains (loc. 143) and in the Calico Mountains
(loc. 206) in the western Mojave Desert of California
(Dibblee, 1952, p. 15-19; McCulloh, 1954, p. 15). In the
El Paso Mountains, 42 percent of the rock is chert
(Dibblee, 1952, p. 15).

CHEMICAL SEDIMENTS

A negligible amount of chemical sediments ac-
cumulated in the Eastern United States during the time
of interval A. Sediment in the Appalachian geosyncline,
the Michigan and Illinois basins, and other less exten-
sive areas was dominantly terrigenous in all but a few
very small and local areas. This is partly because the sea
did not at this time cover large parts of the region and
partly because the large percentage of terrigenous sedi-
ment from adjacent areas tended to mask the presence of
carbonate deposits throughout the region.

Bioclastic and oolitic carbonate sediments are well
represented in interval A west of the Mississippi River
within and flanking the Ouachita geosyncline. In shelf
areas, north of the very thick accumulation of sediment
in Arkansas and Oklahoma, strata are locally more than
50 percent carbonate rock and were probably deposited
in a shallow-water and shoaling sea.

Bioclastic limestone is extensive west of the Ouachita
geosyncline in north-central Texas suggesting conditions
of shallow, clear water. Even in places where down-
warping was continuous, as east of the Ardmore basin,
on the north side of the Ouachita geosyncline of
Oklahoma, much muddy limestone was deposited, but
in these areas its presence is largely obscured by vastly
greater amounts of detrital sediment.

In west Texas, extensive beds of limestone were
deposited during interval A time in what probably were
shallow waters in and near the Delaware basin. Much
carbonate sediment also accumulated in the north end of
the Sonoran geosyncline in Arizona and New Mexico.

The most widespread carbonate seas in the United
States during interval A time occupied a broad region
west of the present-day Colorado Rocky Mountains.
Much carbonate mud was combined with terrigenous
mud along the shore areas in western Utah, eastern
Nevada, and northwestern Arizona, especially to the
south. The Sweetwater trough in southern Wyoming and
the Eagle basin in the northern part of the Central
Colorado trough in Colorado also were areas of calcium
carbonate accumulation.

In the northern Rocky Mountain region, marine
limestone is widespread only in the upper part of interval
A. Calcium carbonate formed earliest in the axial parts
of the troughs and basins, but was deposited virtually
throughout the region by the end of interval A time. In
North and South Dakota, carbonate rock grades
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eastward and southeastward into mudstone, indicating
land sources in those directions.

Only minor deposits of calcium or magnesium car-
bonate are recorded in the sparse remnants of marine
strata in far western United States. Interbedded chert
and argillite and some greenstone are the principal rock
types in the western Nevada deposits.

CLIMATE

Widespread and numerous coal swamps developed in
many parts of the United States during the time of inter-
val A and are strong evidence that a humid, probably
warm climate prevailed at that time. Coal beds that con-
stitute this record occur in both lower and upper parts of
the interval in the Anthracite field of Pennsylvania, in
the central and southern Appalachians, and in the
northern part of the Ouachita geosyncline. Coals are in
only the upper part of the interval in western Penn-
sylvania and in the Illinois and Michigan basins. Thin,
local coals occur farther west in Iowa. Coal swamps ap-
parently became more widespread and better es-
tablished with time. Presumably, a climate favorable to
the forming of coal also became more widespread.

Compilations prepared by H. R. Wanless (pl. 16) of
coal thickness and of the total number of coal beds in in-
terval A for each of several principal regions show that
frequent and cyclic recurrence of coal-forming conditions
was typical of much of the Eastern United States and
parts of Western United States. For instance, deposits of
coal at least 60 feet in cumulative thickness and in-
cluding more than 30 beds are represented in the
southern Appalachian region in interval A. In other parts
of the geosyncline or in other basins, the number of coal
beds ranges from 5 to 20, and the cumulative thickness of
deposits ranges from 5 to 40 feet.

Further evidence elucidating climatic conditions is
furnished by karst surfaces covered by residual red soils.
Deposition of interval A began on such surfaces in
numerous areas. These relations are compatible with a
warm and humid climate such as is also inferred from
the distribution and abundance of coal. Regions in which
karst surfaces and residual red soils are well developed
are the Ozark Mountains of Missouri, parts of the cen-
tral and west-central Texas region, the area of the Molas
Formation in southwestern Colorado, and large parts of
central and northern Arizona.

Locally within the United States, climatic conditions
may have differed considerably from the norm as just
described. In the northwestern part of the Michigan
basin, some gypsum was formed during interval A,
possibly because part of the basin was cut off by dis-
tributary deposits of sand at a time when the climate
was dry enough to cause marked evaporation (H. R.
Wanless, writen commun., 1969). In Montana and North

and South Dakota, existence of a reducing environment
in early interval A time, represented by deposits that are
carbonaceous and that contain a tree-fern flora, was
followed in late interval A time (interval A;) by
widespread deposits of red beds, indicating change to an
oxidizing environment (E. K. Maughan, written com-
mun., 1968). In northwestern Arizona, extensive deltaic
deposits of late Morrow age also include a considerable
number of red beds.

Evidence that temperatures of extensive water bodies
fluctuated between warm and cold is available for the
Ouachita geosyncline and adjacent shelf area in Arkan-
sas. Times of shoal water on the shelf when oolitic
calcium carbonate was accumulating and coal swamps
flourished nearby were characterized by warm water; in
contrast, at times when the sea level was higher, currents
of cold water welled up from the adjacent depths to the
south and circulated across the shelf area under the in-
fluence of high-energy waves. How much these changes
in water temperature affected the climate of the land is
not known, but such changes may have had a noticeable
impact in that region.

INTERPRETATION OF INTERVAL B

STRUCTURAL FEATURES

The overall structural framework, with dominantly
northeast and northwest trends in interval B, was
generally like that of interval A. A few new structural
features appeared in interval B and, in some areas, uplift
or downwarping seems to have been rejuvenated. Most
areas of deposition were enlarged — the result of a broad
negative tendency of the continent as a whole with
resulting transgression of the sea (pl. 154). Lowlands
that were considerably reduced in area during this inter-
val include the southern Appalachian region, Siouxia,
central Texas, and much of Arizona, New Mexico, and
Utah.

The region east of the Appalachian positive element,
which includes much of the present Atlantic margin of
the United States, apparently was not eugeosynclinal
and probably was positive during interval B of the Penn-
sylvanian. This concept is supported by comparative
data from the Old World. Structural trends of this age in
parts of eastern America, formed prior to continental
drift in Mesozoic time, correspond to trends of the Her-
cynian belt in Europe and Africa (Zwart, 1967). These
structures contrast with those of the earlier Caledonian
eugeosynclinal-miogeosynclinal couples of western
Europe and have a different trend.

The New England region of Eastern United States in-
cludes, in a few areas in its southeastern part, Penn-
sylvanian deposits similar to those in maritime Canada.
Thicknesses range from approximately 1,000 to 12,000
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feet. Whether these deposits were connected to each
other or to the main body of Pennsylvanian rocks in the
Appalachian belt is not known; possibly, they were
separated in Pennsylvanian time from deposits in the
Appalachian region by land along an earlier (Acadian)
orogenic axis. These New England rocks are shown only
on the maps of interval B (objective map, pl. 6; inter-
pretive map, pl. 154), even though they may have been
deposited through much of Pennsylvanian time. Dating
of Pennsylvanian rocks in this area is so poor that
interval assignment must be arbitrary.

The Appalachian geosynclinal belt of eastern America
at the time of interval B was in a late stage of filling, as
indicated by types of rock in the coal basins of West
Virginia and Pennsylvania and possibly those of the
Maritime provinces. Coal basins in the Eastern United
States seem comparable in size to the Upper Car-
boniferous coal basins of the English Midlands and the
Ruhr of Germany. The basins in these several regions
would form part of a continuous linear belt if restoration
were made of the North American and European con-
tinents to their configuration during Pennsylvanian time
as suggested by Zwart (1967).

A comparison of paleotectonic maps of intervals A and
B for the United States (pl. 154, figs. 2, 4) shows that
during interval B some new structural features, both up-
lifts and downwarps, began to form in widely separated
regions. The Forest City basin of Iowa, Nebraska, and
Kansas began to form in what earlier had been a part of
the great interior lowland or landmass of Siouxia. In the
central Texas part of the Quachita geosyncline, the Fort
Worth basin or embayment in the north and the Kerr
basin farther south attained their characteristic forms as
a result of moderate sinking, although the beginnings of
their development may date back to interval A time. In
west Texas a Midland basin appeared for the first time,
though with indefinite form, leaving the low Central
Basin platform between it and the Delaware basin
farther west. In the northern part of Texas, the Muenster
and Red River arches began to rise as positive elements
along the south side of the Amarillo-Wichita uplift at the
Oklahoma border.

Other developments first recognized during the time
of interval B include uplift of the Uncompahgre, the
southern Frontrange, and the Apishapa positive
elements in Colorado, and the beginnings of the
Pathfinder uplift in Wyoming. Downwarping of the
Paradox basin in Utah and adjoining areas also was in-
itiated. Farther north, in Montana, regional warping late
in interval B time produced low anticlinally arched areas
having axial trends both to the northeast and to the
northwest. Most conspicuous of those folds was the
Cedar Creek structure, a northwestward-trending,
slightly en echelon anticlinal extension of the Cambridge

arch of Nebraska. This tectonism locally and briefly in-
terrupted sedimentation in Montana and North and
South Dakota.

In the far western United States, the northeast-
trending Antler positive element was much less con-
tinuous than during interval A, and the amount of its
uplift probably much less (pl. 154). A broad trough
formed across it in northern Nevada connecting the
eugeosyncline on the west and the Cordilleran
miogeosyncline on the east. A positive element in
northern Idaho, postulated for interval A, apparently no
longer existed as land. Also noteworthy is the probability
that the southern end of the Cordilleran miogeosyncline
was no longer blocked by a positive area across southern
California but was open toward the southwest.

In most regions the negative elements of interval B
were more extensive than corresponding ones of interval
A. Examples are in the northern Appalachian region;
across large parts of Siouxia or the interior lowlands, es-
pecially north and west of the Illinois basin and border-
ing the Forest City basin; along parts of the margin of
the Ouachita geosyncline; across much of the Texas in-
terior lowland; and throughout extensive areas in
Wyoming, Idaho, and a few other western states.

With the expansion of negative areas and accom-
panying broader transgressions of the seaways many
positive elements became more clearly defined and
appear on the map (pl. 1564) as isolated islands sur-
rounded by areas of deposition. Especially notable in
this connection are the greatly restricted Cincinnati
arch, Nashville dome, and Ozark dome in Eastern
United States. On the Ozark dome, extensive cavern and
sinkhole development took place. In Western United
States the Uncompahgre, Frontrange, Apishapa, Sierra
Grande, and Pathfinder uplifts became islandlike
elements and the landmass in western Wyoming and
adjacent Idaho and Utah was greatly reduced in size.

INFERRED MARGINS OF DEPOSITION

Deposits of interval B in the Appalachian geosyncline
were once thicker and far more extensive than they are
today. Scattered remnants in the Anthracite field of
eastern Pennsylvania, the projection of thickness trends,
and the pattern of lithofacies all suggest that the original
margins of the depositional area probably extended
north into central New York State and east as far as New
Jersey. In the central and the southern parts of the Ap-
palachian geosyncline, the area of deposition apparently
once extended an indefinite but not a great distance
southeastward of the present margins as indicated by
abundant detrital sediment at the eastern edge of the
geosyncline. All along the eastern margin of the
geosyncline, sediment probably accumulated to an es-
timated thickness of 3,000 to 4,000 feet, but in many
places all or nearly all the interval was subsequently
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removed by erosion. The Appalachian positive area then
probably was moderate to high.

The greatest accumulation of sediment in the United
States during the time of interval B seems to have been
along the axis of the Quachita geosyncline. In Arkansas,
deposits 15,000 feet thick are recorded, and in the Kerr
basin of south-central Texas, the deposits may exceed
5,000 feet. Southward and eastward from this axis,
however, the record is very poorly preserved and, in
many places, is nonexistent. Correlation of the interval
is based on generalized lithologic comparisons, and
restored thicknesses are necessarily based on such cor-
relations.

A positive element is postulated southeast of the
Ouachita geosyncline in south Texas, largely because a
landmass in this location seems necessary to explain the
source of sediment in the geosyncline. Land is not
postulated farther to the northeast, south of the Arkan-
sas part of the geosyncline. In this area direct evidence of
a positive element is lacking, and adequate sources of
sediment are recognized to the east and the northeast.

In the Eastern Interior region where the Nashville,
Cincinnati, and Ozark positive elements dominated the
terrane, strata of interval B seem in most places to be
eroded back appreciably from their original margins.
The exact positions of these margins, of course, can no
longer be accurately determined, but they are shown (pl.
154, fig. 3) at what seem, on the basis of facies relations
and rates of thinning, to be reasonable locations.
Relatively little detritus (all fine-grained) was derived
from these positive elements at this time but the Ozark
area was sufficiently high to permit much karst develop-
ment.

Original margins of deposition bordering the
Anadarko basin in Oklahoma, the Central Colorado
trough in Colorado, and the Paradox basin in Utah and
adjoining States, and in parts of west Texas probably
were very close to present zero isopachs. Both north and
south of this region, however, erosion has removed inter-
val B over wide areas, and original margins of deposition
seem to have been far removed from present margins. In
the eastern part of the Williston basin area, in parts of
southern and northwestern Montana, and in parts of
Idaho the interval has been restored to a considerable ex-
tent. To the south, a large part of southwestern New
Mexico and southern Arizona contains only scattered
remnants of interval B preserved in basin-ranges that
probably are well inside the original limits of deposition
for this interval.

In the far western United States, the Cordilleran
miogeosynclinal margins are moderately well defined. In
the eugeosynclinal belt of western Nevada and the
Pacific Coastal States, however, the record of interval B
is so poor that the outer boundaries are impossible to

determine and as a result even approximate lines cannot
be justified.

SOURCE AREAS

In the Appalachian geosyncline the amount of in-
troduced detrital sediment was much the same in inter-
val B as in interval A (pl. 154, fig. 3). Virtually all the
sediment seems to have been derived from the
postulated linear land mass or positive element that
paralleled the geosyncline along its southeastern margin,
except in New York State where moderate amounts of
fine sediment are believed to have come from farther
north. The quantity and coarseness of sediment differed
greatly from place to place along the geosyncline.

In the Appalachian region detritus of interval A and
that of interval B seem to differ in coarseness. During the
time of interval A fairly coarse sediments, implying
elevated sources, were furnished to the Anthracite field
in the northern part of the goesyncline, to eastern
Tennessee in the central part and, most notably, to
the Black Warrior basin of Alabama and central
Mississippi in the southern part. In contrast, only fine-
grained sediments were introduced into the geosyncline
during the time of interval B, although the quantity of
detritus remained great.

The Nashville, Cincinnati, and Ozark positive
elements were land areas that provided the surrounding
basins with some detritus, but apparently these areas
were not high, inasmuch as only fine-grained material
seems to have been derived from them. The Ozark area
was sufficiently high to permit an extensive development
of caves and sinkholes.

The Ouachita geosyncline continued to receive
sediments from two principal sources during the time of
interval B, as before. A very large volume of detritus —
mostly very fine grained sand, silt, and clay — moved
westward from the largely metamorphic terrane in the
southern Appalachian region. Much of this sediment was
transported by turbidity currents into the deep and
rapidly sinking area of central Arkansas; a considerable
amount of it may have been released to parts of the
Ouachita belt farther to the southwest.

A second important source of sediment for the
Ouachita geosyncline is believed to have been the
northern and middle Appalachians. Mature to
semimature detritus, containing little feldspar and in-
cluding mostly zircon and tourmaline among the heavy
minerals, is believed to have been introduced through
the ancestral Mississippi embayment by way of the
Illinois basin to the north and a passage between the
Nashville and Cincinnati positive elements to the
northeast. A very large amount of fine detritus ap-
parently came in by both routes.

A major source of sediment to the southeast is in-
dicated in the southern segment of the Ouachita
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geosyncline in east Texas by the facies distribution and
thickness trends. A positive element postulated in that
direction probably consisted of moderately high land as
suggested by thick accumulations of sand in the Fort
Worth and Kerr basins. Significant but much smaller
sources of sediment in Texas are the Muenster and Red
River arches on the north. Material from both
southeastern and northern sources was dominantly fine
grained, as shown by directional arrows on the inter-
pretive map (pl. 154); however, gravel accumulations
are locally common, suggesting moderate uplift.

Source areas for sediment in the Anadarko basin of
Oklahoma presumably were the bordering positive
elements. The Amarillo-Wichita-Criner uplift along the
south side of the basin and the southern part of a land-
mass to the northeast both seem to have contributed fine
material.

The Michigan basin of the Eastern Interior region con-
tinued to receive sediment from the northeast, as in in-
terval A, but apparently the basin sank more slowly and
less sediment (<200 feet) accumulated than in interval
A. A little sand, much dark mud, and some lenticular
coals were deposited. Either the source areas were more
distant or their relief was much less than during the time
of interval A.

In the Illinois basin, sediment continued to enter from
the northeast along a corridor between the Michigan
basin and the Cincinnati arch. Sand-sized detritus con-
tained a much lower percentage of quartz than in inter-
val A, however, suggesting that in the source area much
of the mantle of sedimentary rocks had been removed
and the crystalline basement furnished a considerable
part of the sediment.

In the Forest City basin of western Iowa, eastern Kan-
sas, and southeastern Nebraska most of the detritus of
interval B is fine grained, indicating that surrounding
land areas probably were low. Presumably, streams
entering the basin drained an extensive flat terrain
{Siouxia) to the north, and the sources of much of the
sediment must have been distant. Other probable
sources were along the Nemaha anticline to the west,
which apparently was a lowland at that time.

In contrast to most other positive elements in the
Rocky Mountain region, the Pathfinder uplift in
southeastern Wyoming and the northern part of the
Frontrange to the south apparently were greatly elevated
during the time of interval B. Evidence is furnished by
large quantities of sandstone and feldspathic con-
glomerate adjacent to these positive elements.
Elsewhere in the Rocky Mountain region, however, land
elevation generally remained low or moderate as shown
by a lack of coarse materials in the flanking areas.

In Montana and North and South Dakota, mudstones
. merge southwestward into carbonate rocks of the basin
interiors (pl. 6B), suggesting that main sources of

detritus were northeastward in the Canadian Shield.
Other possible sources may have been to the north and
west of this region, but if so, the evidence has been
largely eradicated by erosion.

Deposits in the Cordilleran miogeosyncline probably
were derived from land on both sides. Terrigenous
material did not enter in great volume and was mostly
fine grained except in north-central Nevada where the
north end of the Antler positive element shed abundant
gravel now preserved in the Battle and Ely Formation. In
the eugeosyncline farther west large amounts of detritus,
mostly fine grained, apparently were derived from the
Antler positive element, from smaller tectonic islands
within the geosyncline, and from volcanic eruptions,
either subaerial or submarine.

CHEMICAL SEDIMENTS

Although marine waters entered the southern Ap-
palachian region along the axis of the geosyncline and
periodically spread north as far as northern Ohio and
Pennsylvania during the time of interval B, very little
carbonate rock was formed in the geosyncline. Likewise,
marine waters covered the southern part of the Illinois
basin and other parts of the eastern interior, but the
percentage of carbonate rock of interval B is negligible in
this region. The many dark mudstone strata and abun-
dant iron carbonate nodules suggest poorly ventilated
waters and reducing bottom conditions across large parts
of the interior region; lack of evaporites suggests a low
rate of evaporation or fairly active circulation in the sea
and periodic exchange and freshening of the surface
waters.

The Ouachita geosyncline in Arkansas, like the Ap-
palachian geosyncline, contains very little limestone in
interval B. Farther southwest in Texas carbonate
deposits locally form 20 percent or more of the interval.
Among the shelf deposits of the Fort Worth basin in
northern Texas, bioclastic limestone predominates; in
the area immediately north of Kerr basin, appreciable
amounts of carbonate sediment accumulated; and in the
Marathon salient of the geosyncline, the Dimple
Limestone constitutes a considerable contribution of
carbonate rock. Textures and structural features in the
Dimple suggest that turbidity currents were active dur-
ing its deposition.

In the Western United States, carbonate sediments
accumulated across wide areas during interval B time.
They were extensively deposited in the shallow seaway
east of the Frontrange, in the Paradox basin of Colorado
and Utah where they formed a broad band flanked by
terrigenous sediment, and in many parts of the Cor-
dilleran miogeosyncline. Except along margins of land
masses, carbonates covered much of southern Wyoming
and northwestern Colorado, and they apparently ex-
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tended across much of Montana, grading laterally into
mudstone shoreward.

CLIMATE

During the time in interval B, widespread deposits of
coal formed in Tennessee, Kentucky, West Virginia, and
western Virginia, and less extensive coal beds formed in
the northern Appalachian, Michigan, Illinois, and Forest
City basins. These deposits indicate that a humid and,
probably, a mild climate prevailed throughout Eastern
and Central United States. Lack of evaporites
throughout this region, in contrast to some areas in
Western United States during interval C time, is in
agreement with the postulate of high humidity.

A warm, moist climate is postulated for the region of
the Quachita geosyncline. In the early part of interval B
time the central or axial part of the trough in Arkansas
probably was sufficiently deep to contain cool water at
the bottom. As the geosyncline filled, the sea
presumably became shallower and warmer and coal
swamps developed along its margins. On land areas in
both the Ozark region to the north and the central Texas
region to the south, karst topography continued to
develop, indicating a continuation there of the humid
climate of interval A.

The extensive carbonates deposited throughout most
parts of Western United States, like the widespread coal
beds of the east, suggest a warm climate. No change
from the warm humid environmental conditions
postulated for interval A is apparent.

INTERPRETATION OF INTERVAL C
STRUCTURAL FEATURES AND THICKNESS TRENDS

The structural features of interval C closely resemble
those of interval B. Axial trends were broadly similar
and most negative and positive elements that were ac-
tive in interval B continued to be active in interval C. As
in interval B, an original connection of extreme eastern
America with western Europe and Africa is inferred on
the basis of structure trends in New England similar to
those of the Hercynian belt.

Mayjor differences between intervals C and B are: (1) A
deep basin at the south end of the Appalachian
geosyncline in interval B became positive in interval C;
(2) the rate of sinking along the Quachita geosyncline
became progressively slower and in the late stages of in-
terval C parts of the geosyncline were compressed to
become the sites of extensive thrusting and uplift; (3)
the interior of the continent became slightly negative,
allowing the seas to transgress widely. Landmasses
between the Appalachian pcsitive element on the east
and the Antler positive element on the west in general
shrank, although some parts continued to be elevated
(pl. 15B, figs. 1, 2).

The northern and central parts of the Appalachian
geosyncline continued to be active in interval C. The
axis trended northeastward, probably parallel to the
western border of a landmass pgstulated for the area
farther to the east. Approximately 1,000 feet of sediment
accumulated in the axial part of this geosyncline. In the
Anthracite field of eastern Pennsylvania the thickness of
sediment deposited in interval C was considerably more
than the thickness of sediment deposited in interval B.
Farther south — in western Virginia, southern West
Virginia, and southeastern Kentucky — strata of inter-
val C have only moderate thickness; the maximum is
about 800 feet, which is considerably less than that of in-
terval B. Only the lower part of interval C remains in
this area, however, which makes restoration of the
original thickness uncertain.

The thickness determined for interval C in the
Virginia-Kentucky area is questionable because of un-
certainty in dating; strata of this interval may have
thinned northward to extinction in Virginia and Ken-
tucky through offlap against a thick wedge of interval B
sediment (J. C. Ferm, oral commun., 1967). Alter-
natively, interval C may pinch out farther south in
Tennessee (Harold Wanless, oral commun., 1967). If the
latter interpretation is correct, the Cincinnati arch stood
as a small island in the eastern interior seaway, and the
Nashville dome was a broad peninsula projecting
northward from a landmass in the position of the Black
Warrior basin of earlier Pennsylvanian time in
Tennessee and northern Alabama. Thus, the structure
pattern of the Appalachian geosyncline developed
significant changes during the time of interval C.

Westward from the Appalachian region, a broad but
weakly negative area extended from the Appalachian
region to the Frontrange uplift of the Rocky Mountains
during the time of interval C. The Michigan, Illinois,
and Forest City basins were not independently active,
being parts of a single continuous depositional surface.
Remnants of the Ozark dome, the Nemaha anticline,
and the Cambridge arch may have stood slightly above
sea level in the central part of this region, and possibly
were very weakly positive.

In the middle part of Southern United States, notable
structural changes are recorded in interval C. The
QOuachita geosyncline of northern Arkansas was
downwarped sufficiently during the early part of interval
C time for several thousands of feet of sediment to ac-
cumulate, as judged from the thickest remnants
preserved. The total thickness, however, was con-
siderably less than that of either interval A or interval B
deposits. By about the middle of interval C time,
downwarping in this region ceased; and by the end of the
interval, though possibly much later, uplift began.

In the central Texas part of the Quachita geosyncline,
downwarping continued early in.interval C time, es-
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pecially in those areas opposite the Fort Worth and Kerr
basins. Uplift, compression, and thrusting occurred east
of the Fort Worth basin during the last half of the inter-
val. The remnant Marathon salient of the geosyncline in
southwestern Texas continued to sink during all of inter-
val C time, and its margins were locally faulted. Its
northern margin evolved into the Val Verde basin during
late stages of the interval.

Other active structural features of the Texas interior
region were the Midland and Delaware basins; the
Diablo uplift, farther west, which locally was mildly
positive; and the Muenster and Red River arches to the
north, which apparently rose early in the interval but
which stabilized before the end. The Red River arch was
quickly submerged and is not shown on plate 15B, figure
2. Other interbasin areas apparently were stable or
changed elevation only slightly.

In Oklahoma and the Texas Panhandle, structural
features active in interval B continued to be active at the
start of interval C time. By about the middle of interval
C, the Arbuckle positive element began to rise, possibly
contemporaneously with uplift and folding in the
Ouachita structural belt to the east (pl. 15B, fig. 2). The
Amarillo-Wichita element reached a greater elevation in
interval C than before, although the area involved was
more restricted. The adjacent basins were enlarged and
deepened, and the area of the Nemaha anticline to the
north became almost totally submerged.

In the Rocky Mountain region, as in most parts of the
United States, interval C represents the time of max-
imum expansion of the seas for the Pennsylvanian
Period. Not only was the sea more widespread, but a
climax in tectonism was reached. The Uncompahgre,
Frontrange, and Apishapa uplifts attained their greatest
elevations, and adjacent basins attained their maximum
depths. These complementary movements resulted in
the production and entrapment of exceptionally thick
deposits of sediment. At least 5,000 feet of sediment ac-
cumulated in the central part of the Paradox basin, and
perhaps a comparable amount accumulated locally in
the smaller Eagle basin, indicating a minimum measure
of subsidence.

The mode of uplift of the ancestral Rocky Mountains
in Colorado and Wyoming is not entirely clear, but both
arching and block faulting probably contributed. The
rectilinear, conjugate pattern of structural elements
typical of interval C throughout the United States is es-
pecially conspicuous in this region. The Freezeout Creek
fault along the eastern margin of the Apishapa uplift is a
well-documented fault that probably was active during
interval C time. Normal faulting on a large scale oc-
curred along the southwestern margin of the Uncom-
pahgre where probable deepwater deposits, such as the
black mudstone interbedded with halite in the adjoining
Paradox basin, lie close to the basin margin. Possibly, a

hinge along the southwest side of this basin accounts for
its shape, shown by isopachs (pl. 15B, fig. 1); clearly the
great thickness of sediment that filled it reflects a major
mountain source to the northeast that furnished detritus
throughout the time of this interval.

The Piute positive element in southwestern Utah was
stable or slightly uplifted during the time of interval C,
but the land was more restricted than just before inter-
val C, inasmuch as a greatly expanded depositional
basin occupied most of Arizona to the south. Although
no evidence of major elevation in the Piute landmass is
known, this positive element apparently furnished the
fine-grained material of deltaic deposits in much of
northern Arizona. Mississippian limestones were ex-
posed to subaerial erosion, but were not deeply dissected
or removed.

In central Wyoming, the Pathfinder uplift was tec-
tonically passive during the time of interval C. The sink-
ing of adjoining areas, as indicated by the sand deposits
of shallow seas that encroached upon the uplift from
several directions, however, greatly reduced its size. The
contrast in tectonic activity between this stable area and
the highly unstable areas to the south in Colorado was
considerable.

Most of the northern Rocky Mountain and Plains
region from Idaho and Montana eastward into North and
South Dakota was negative and continued receiving
sediments, though in fairly small amounts, during the
time of interval C. The major tectonic change in this
region was the reappearance of a northwest-trending
positive area in northern Idaho. A prong of the Cor-
dilleran geosyncline, east of and parallel to the land-
mass, began to sink appreciably.

In east-central Idaho, the geosynclinal axis took a
sharp curve southwestward at right angle to the northern
section. Farther east in that area, a second southwest-
trending axis of downsinking developed with a northern
termination at the edge of the shelf in western Montana.
This axis occupied the same position and probably
represented a rejuvenation of the structure formed there
in Late Mississippian and interval A times.

In the far western part of the conterminous United
States, the Cordilleran geosyncline extended from
southern California generally northward into
Washington and Idaho. Its overall configuration in inter-
val C was much like that in interval B, with the Antler
positive element separating a wide eugeosynclinal area
to the west from a series of basins in the miogeosyncline
to the east. Negative elements crossed or bounded the
Antler positive element at its lower end in southern
California, possibly in northern Nevada, and at its north
end in central Idaho.

The general rectilinear structure pattern of the Cor-
dilleran geosyncline in both interval B and interval C is
apparent on plates 1564 and B. It is conspicuously dis-
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played in southern and central Nevada by the northeast
trend of basins within the miogeosyncline and in Idaho
and adjacent areas by the northwest trend of major
structural features.

INFERRED MARGINS OF DEPOSITION

As is true for earlier intervals of the Pennsylvanian
System, a very large part of interval C originally
deposited in Eastern United States probably has been
removed by erosion. In the Appalachian geosyncline, the
maximum thickness of strata probably was deposited in
a belt along the eastern margin of the geosyncline, ad-
joining the postulated ancient highlands that formed a
principal source of sediment. Because the thick deposits
in this belt have been completely or almost completely
removed, their former extent has been estimated by pro-
jecting the thickness trends from remnants farther west.

In the Quachita geosyncline a very imperfect record
remains. Across northern Mississippi, Arkansas, and
eastern Oklahoma less than half of the original very
thick depositional blanket remains. Deposits in the
southern and eastern parts of the region, including some
of the thickest deposits, are completely removed by ero-
sion. In the Quachita structural belt of Texas, drilling
gives only sparse information about the type and amount
of sediment that apparently filled the Ouachita
geosyncline of this area.

The Eastern Interior region is believed to have once
contained interval C throughout a considerably more ex-
tensive area than at present. Strata that today are
restricted to the Michigan, Illinois, and other basins
once formed a continuous blanket across the region, as
indicated by comparable faunas and lithic facies of the
remnants. The area between the Michigan and western
Appalachian basins which currently is devoid of interval
C probably was once occupied by sediment in transport
to the Illinois basin, as indicated by trends in current
direction within that basin. In brief, the negative areas
in which sediment accumulated probably were more ex-
tensive during interval C time than in any other part of
the Pennsylvanian Period.

SOURCE AREAS

During the time of interval C, as during that of inter-
vals A and B, the northeastern part of the Appalachian
geosyncline received sediment largely from a source to
the southeast. The coarsest detritus, consisting of
cobbles as much as 5 inches in diameter, accumulated as
widespread basal deposits of the interval in the Southern
Anthracite field of eastern Pennsylvania. Higher in the
interval in this area, coal deposits formed that are
thicker individually and cumulatively than in any other
area of Pennsylvanian rocks in the United States. Thus,
although initially detritus probably accumulated rapidly
from nearby highlands, relatively slow deposition and a

coal-swamp environment dominated the later stages of
interval C time.

In the central and southern parts of the Appalachian
geosyncline, interval C sediments came largely from
source areas in North Carolina and Virginia. Other
source areas in northern New York, Ontario, and Quebec
supplied sediment to the Appalachian region of western
Pennsylvania and Ohio. The sea repeatedly transgressed
and regressed across Ohio and Indiana north of the rem-
nant Cincinnati arch in Kentucky, forming a series of ex-
tensive intertonguing sediment wedges that provide the
finest records of cyclic sedimentation in the American
Pennsylvanian. Although sources of sediment in that
region seem initially to have been to the northeast,
toward the end of interval C they probably were more
northerly, suggesting an increased contribution from the
Wisconsin arch. Trends of current indicators show that
most sediment in the Illinois basin was transported
southwestward across the area between the Michigan
and western Appalachian basins.

The Arkansas, Oklahoma, and east Texas parts of the
Ouachita geosyncline apparently derived most of their ex-
tensive load of sediment — estimated as about 15,000
cubic miles in Arkansas — from a major stream system
coinciding at its lower end with the course of the present
Mississippi River. Source lands were probably to the
northeast and east in the region of the northern Ap-
palachians. Some sediment, however, presumably was
derived from the southern Appalachians and was
transported westward along the axis of the geosyncline.
Farther south, in southern Texas, the source area for
sediment deposited in the Ouachita geosyncline was a
region south of the Marathon area, as indicated by facies
relations within the geosynclinal rocks. In west Texas the
Diablo positive element was a local source and, during
early stages of interval C, the Muenster and Red River
arches of north Texas furnished sediment to nearby
areas as indicated by fringing deposits of coarse detritus.

In Oklahoma and northeastern New Mexico extensive
arkose deposits bordering various positive elements in-
dicate that granitic basement rock was exposed in the
uplifts during the time of interval C. Coarse arkoses on
both the north and the south flanks of the Amarillo-
Wichita uplift, around the Bravo dome, and east of the
Sierra Grande uplift, suggest vigorous erosion of nearby
sources within these positive areas. In central Texas,
much sediment was derived late in the interval from the
rising Ouachita structural belt.

In the great interior lowland of the Central United
States — the region of the present-day Great Plains —
sediments accumulated more widely during the time of
interval C than during any other part of the Pennsylva-
nian Period (pl. 15B, fig. 2). Only a few fairly small land
areas stood high enough within the depositional area to
furnish sediments locally. The northern end of the
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Nemaha anticline, for example, apparently developed
into a hilly region, raised by faulting as well as by folding
along the monoclinal front, as shown by a large quantity
of arkose and coarse sand deposited directly east of the
fault escarpment. The Cambridge arch, a remnant of the
Siouxia landmass of earlier Pennaylvanian time,
likewise was a source of sediment, and the much
restricted mainland of low relief to the northeast
probably supplied detrital material from that direction.

The middle Rocky Mountain region apparently con-
sisted of high ranges in interval C time that furnished
large quantities of coarse detritus to adjacent lowland
areas or bordering seas. These deposits are well
preserved along the eastern margin of the Frontrange
and the northeastern end of the Apishapa uplifts. They
consist of poorly sorted cobble conglomerates in central
Colorado and are thick and extensive in many places
bordering the Uncompahgre uplift. Abundant trough
crossbedding and other sedimentary features of these
deposits suggest that they are largely alluvial fans.

In northern Idaho and westernmost Montana an in-
ferred geanticlinal landmass is believed to have been the
principal source of quartzose terrigenous sediments in
the adjacent region to the east, although much sediment
may also have been transported southeastward along the
axis of the geosyncline from areas far to the north.
Farther east in Montana, North and South Dakota, and
Nebraska fine-grained terrigenous sediment probably
came mostly from a shield area, greatly reduced in size
from the Siouxia of earlier Pennsylvanian time, that lay
to the northeast.

In northern Arizona, a broad sheet of continental red
beds of the Supai Formation, considered in part to repre-
sent interval C, must have come largely from the Piute
positive element in southwestern Utah as shown by
current-direction indicators, especially crossbedding.
Some detritus may have been furnished by the Defiance-
Zuni positive element, but land in the vicinity of that
element was restricted in size at the time and direct
evidence of current movement of sediments from it is not
available.

The Cordilleran miogeosyncline apparently continued
to derive sediment from the Antler positive element on
the west as in intervals A and B. How much additional
detritus may have been introduced from the sources to
the east or southeast is not known, but a large volume of
fine-grained sediment that accumulated near the
Arizona-Nevada boundary may have had a source or
sources in those directions as indicated by lithofacies
patterns. In the eugeosyncline, farther west, rocks
similar in composition to those of intervals A and B were
formed; presumably sediment was received from the
Antler landmass, and also from tectonic islands to the
west. Subaerial and submarine volcanic eruptions also
contributed to the record. Absence of Pennsylvanian

rocks from the Sierra Nevada region possibly indicates
that a source occupied that part of California.

CHEMICAL SEDIMENTS

The eastern part of the United States is nearly devoid
of carbonate deposits in rocks of interval C. Sediment in
the Appalachian geosyncline, except for some fresh-
water limestones in the northern part, is nearly all
terrigenous. Farther west, from Ohio southwestward
through Missouri, wedges of deltaic sandstone and
mudstone interfinger with marine mudstone and
limestone in an intricate cyclic sequence produced by
many transgressions and regressions of the sea. In the
Michigan and Illinois basins terrigenous sediments are
dominant, but marine carbonate rocks are propor-
tionately more abundant toward the west. In the Forest
City basin of Nebraska, Iowa, and Missouri, carbonate
rocks constitute a very appreciable percentage of inter-
val C, for marine conditions apparently prevailed there
almost continuously.

In the Ouachita geosyncline, carbonate rock occurs
very sparsely in interval C, for although shallow seas
probably covered southern Arkansas and Louisiana at
this time, these areas were continuously flooded by
terrigenous detritus which prevented the accumulation
of an appreciable percentage of purely chemical sedi-
ment. In shoreward areas of northern Arkansas much
clay-ironstone formed in thin layers and lenses. In the
Texas areas bordering the geosynclinal belt on the west,
bioclastic limestone was formed widely in early parts of
the interval, but later, carbonate deposition was mainly
restricted to reefs, such as those forming the Horseshoe
atoll, fringing the Central Basin platform and the
eastern margin of the Midland basin.

In the region of Oklahoma, Kansas, and eastern
Colorado, a shallow-water marine environment seems to
have prevailed during much of interval C time; calcium
carbonate accumulated in considerable amounts, alter-
nating with mudstone and sandstone in characteristic
cyclothems. The percentage of limestone is much greater
than was formed farther east. Meanwhile, in Nebraska
and adjoining areas to the north, chemical sediments
were restricted in distribution. They included dolomite
and some anhydrite.

Elevation and erosion of landmasses in the middle
Rocky Mountain region produced large accumulations of
detritus adjacent to uplifts and correspondingly little
chemical rock. In the central part of the trough between
the Frontrange and the Uncompahgre uplifts was an
evaporite basin (Eagle), however, and a still larger basin
(Paradox) lay west of the Uncompahgre highlands where
salt was concentrated to a great thickness. Farther north,
in Montana, considerable dolomite and small amounts of
gypsum, believed to have been primary or penecontem-
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poraneous deposits, suggest that the shelf there was
covered by hypersaline waters much of the time. The
area of distribution of chemical sediments in Montana
became steadily more restricted as a sheet of quartz sand
from the northwest spread progressively southward.

West and south of the Rocky Mountain region in
Colorado, carbonate sediment was widespread and
dominant among deposits of interval C. In southern
Arizona it constituted the major component in strata of
the Sonoran geosyncline. In areas of northern Arizona
bordering the Supai delta and in the Cordilleran
miogeosyncline of Nevada, it also contributed greatly to
the volume of sediment. Cyclothems are conspicuously
developed in interval C rocks of this region, but the rocks
are largely marine and the cyclothems record changes of
sea level rather than oscillations of the shoreline as do
most cyclothems of the East and Middle West.

CLIMATE

Climatic conditions during the time of interval C
probably did not change greatly from the conditions dur-
ing earlier parts of the Pennsylvanian Period, although
the evidence is more pronounced. Coal swamps had a
greater extent than during any other time. One coal,
representing the deposit in a single swamp in the lower
middle part of the interval, extended from Oklahoma to
Pennsylvania. Such widespread coals are the basis for
postulating a humid, mild climate in Eastern and
Southern United States. In Oklahoma and Texas,
marine waters supported abundant corals and crinoids
suggesting warm, clear seas throughout that region. In
the Ouachita area of Arkansas and along the eastern
margin of the geosyncline in Texas, however, regional
uplift during a late stage of the interval may have altered
climates considerably. Air-circulation patterns were
probably changed by a rising mountain chain in this
region. Withdrawal of the sea from large areas as a result
of the Ouachita orogeny may have reduced the
ameliorating effects of the marine waters.

In some parts of Western United States, evaporite
deposits indicate local concentration of salines and im-
ply semiarid to arid conditions at least locally during the
time of interval C. The greatest and most noteworthy of
these deposits is in the Paradox basin of western
Colorado and eastern Utah, where salt formed exten-
sively, but also fairly widespread are evaporite deposits
of the Central Colorado trough. Presumably the environ-
ment in these areas was controlled by great mountain
uplifts of the Frontrange and Uncompahgre which
dominated air-circulation patterns and the related ocean
currents. The clay mineralogy of the Minturn Formation
in Colorado (Raup, 1966, p. 267), the absence of car-
bonaceous material, and the scarcity of plant fossils fur-
nish additional evidence of semiaridity.

Evaporite deposits in Nebraska and Montana suggest

a climate more arid than in earlier parts of the Penn-
sylvanian in those regions. The deposits include much
dolomite and some gypsum.

INTERPRETATION OF INTERVAL D
STRUCTURAL FEATURES

The restored isopach map of interval D (pl. 15B, fig. 3)
suggests that the major structural features of the
Eastern United States that became active early in the
Pennsylvanian Period and continued to be active
through intervals B and C still exerted an important in-
fluence on sedimentation during interval D. As with
preceding intervals, the few remnants of Pennsylvanian
rocks in eastern New England and their possible cor-
relatives in maritime Canada probably once connected
with rocks in the Hercynian belt of western Europe.
Thus, prior to the time of continental separation, the
Appalachian positive element shown on plate 15 may
have extended to the northeast, seaward of the present
Atlantic coastline. The Appalachian positive element
continued to rise, and basins in the northern and central
parts of the geosyncline to the west continued to sink
with much the same configuration as during interval C.
In Georgia and Alabama at the extreme southern end of
the Appalachian positive element, the amount of uplift
and the area of folding decreased notably as compared to
interval C.

The areas formerly occupied by the Cincinnati arch
and the Nashville dome in the eastern interior are
believed to have been slightly negative and were
probably covered by a blanket of sediment, and the
Ozark dome, farther west, was probably stable or only
very mildly positive. No residues of interval D are today
near enough to these ancient features to give positive
evidence of their structural history. A last remnant of the
Nemaha anticline was buried by the middle of the inter-
val, and the Cambridge arch probably was inactive
throughout the interval.

The area of deposition in the eastern half of the United
States possibly was about as large during the time of in-
terval D as during C; however, the record has been
largely removed over wide areas. Evidence is not
available to show whether the Michigan, Illinois, and
Forest City basins continued to sink as separate struc-
tural entities, as in earlier Pennsylvanian time, or were
merely parts of a very widespread negative region that
was covered by a relatively uniform blanket of sediment.

The structural pattern of the South-Central United
States, unlike regions to the north and east, changed ap-
preciably during interval D. Arkansas and northern
Louisiana were positive areas, and uplift may have been
rapid along the Ouachita structural belt at that time. An
area north of the Marathon salient of the structural belt
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continued to sink and constituted the only remaining
part of the former Quachita geosyncline. The Muenster
and Red River arches were quiescent or negative, and the
broad central part of Texas continued to sink slowly and
intermittently. In Oklahoma, uplift continued in the Ar-
buckle uplift and the Amarillo-Wichita uplift, but
otherwise structural movements were similar to those of
interval C.

Farther west, in the Rocky Mountain region, struc-
tural features of interval D were basically the same ones
that were active during the preceding interval, but the
amount of movement of the uplifts and basins ap-
parently was much less. The Frontrange uplift to the
north and the Apishapa and Sierra Grande uplifts to the
south were still the dominant positive areas, but the
linear trough north of the Apishapa uplift and the
Hugoton embayment were no longer recognizable struc-
tural elements. In general, deposits tended to assume a
blanket form, rather than a wedge shape as before. Along
the northern margin of the Frontrange uplift and in
much of western Wyoming the former shelf was positive
and emergent as indicated by the beveling and
redistribution of sand that had accumulated during the
time of interval C. Meanwhile, the Eagle and Paradox
basins subsided a little, perhaps only 500 feet, and were
almost indistinguishable structurally from adjacent
shelf areas. Uplift of the Frontrange and Uncompahgre
elements probably also diminished greatly as compared
to their movement in interval C. Apparently these
elements were no longer extremely high, for in the Cen-
tral Colorado trough, those parts of the Maroon and
Sangre de Cristo Formations assigned to interval D are
generally thinner and contain less coarse material than
those parts deposited during the time of interval C.

In the northern Rocky Mountain region, the original
extent and thickness of interval D rocks can be inferred
only in a general way because the strata involved are
largely removed by erosion. Scattered remnants suggest
that the structural framework probably was much like
that of the preceding interval. Much of Montana is
believed to have remained a stable shelf on which thin
deposits of sediment accumulated; a remnant of the
geosyncline persisted in the extreme western part of the
State; and the northern Idaho positive element is in-
ferred to have continued as an active structural element
and a source of sand deposits.

Southwestern United States, especially Arizona,
seems to have been the site of radical changes in
depositional pattern although the structural elements
were nearly the same as during interval C. Much of that
region was positive and withdrawal of the sea resulted.
The shape of the Antler positive element may have been
modified by two northeastward-trending prongs with a
trough between them as shown on plate 15B, figures 3 and

4. On the other hand, the prongs may be features
resulting from postinterval D uplift and erosion rather
than from folding during interval D.

The record of interval D in the eugeosynclinal region
west of the Antler positive element is scant, but
presumably sparse sedimentation and submarine or sub-
aerial volcanic eruptions continued throughout a wide
area. Turbidites in the Jory Member of the Havallah
Formation and the high sand content of the Havallah in-
dicate possible uplift of the Antler region.

INFERRED MARGINS OF DEPOSITION

In the eastern half of the United States, interval D
probably has been removed by erosion from an area
larger than that still containing it (pl. 15B, fig. 3).
Within the Appalachian region, for example, interval D
probably was widely distributed in Virginia and
Tennessee, and possibly extended into Georgia,
Alabama, and Mississippi although the original boun-
daries are now unknown. Parts of these areas probably
were low coastal plains, and possibly, deposits extended
beyond the limits restored on plate 15B. Farther west,
the former Cincinnati arch and Nashville dome possibly
no longer stood as islands; in any case, even though no
rocks of interval D are present within these areas, the
areas are considered to have been within the depositional
region. In contrast, the Ozark dome in Missouri has been
interpreted as a low hilly area that continued to be
eroded though reduced in size. This conclusion, however,
cannot be verified.

A former, greatly expanded area of deposition has
been postulated for the Illinois basin and other parts of
the Midwest on the basis of certain constituents in the
rocks. In north-central Illinois, for example, erratic
blocks and pebbles of quartzite and crystalline rock in
limestone (Savage and Griffin, 1928), apparently of
Precambrian origin and transported by rafts of vegeta-
tion, suggest shorelines at least as far north as the
Wisconsin arch.! The original southern limits of interval
D in this region likewise probably were far beyond pre-
sent remnants.

In Texas, inferred margins of deposition were about
the same during interval D as they were late in interval
C. The various shore facies of interval D that
presumably once occupied a narrow band between the
elevated Ouachita structural belt and the still-preserved
parts of the interval have been removed by erosion. In
west Texas, especially near the Diablo positive element
and the Central Basin platform, interval D has been
removed in numerous places.

'Results of a recent investigation by Jansa and Carozzi (1970) suggest that these gravels
were not rafted into their present place of burial but were first transported by rivers and then
distributed in the carbonate basin by submarine mudflows.
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SOURCE AREAS

In the Appalachian geosyncline, most of the detritus
that accumulated to form interval D, like the detritus of
earlier Pennsylvanian deposits, came from a
southeasterly direction. The sediment formed a
generally westward-thinning wedge, containing abun-
dant mudstone in the northern part of the region and in-
cluding some pebbly sandstone farther south in West
Virginia. The northern part of the geosyncline also
received substantial volumes of sediment from sources in
New York, Ontario, and Quebec.

In the Illinois region, terrigenous sediments ap-
parently came largely from the northeast as shown by
the orientation of deltaic deposits at several places along
the northern margin of the part of the interval remaining
in Illinois. Likewise, deposits in Iowa probably came
mostly from the north, but those in northern Missouri
were generally derived from the region of the Ouachita
uplift to the south. In parts of Missouri, channel
sandstones in the lower part of interval D indicate
northern sources, whereas those higher in the interval
contain detritus from uplands in Arkansas and
Oklahoma to the south. The Nemaha anticline of Kan-
sas was much reduced in size and nearly buried in
detritus by the time of interval D; thus, its importance
as a source area was negligible.

In east Texas and in the Marathon region of south
Texas, principal source areas of sediment during interval
D continued to be hilly to mountainous areas along the
Ouachita structural belt from which much detritus
seems to have been transported westward and
northward. Other sources were land areas along the
Amarillo uplift in Oklahoma and the Diablo positive ele-
ment in west Texas. Evidence for these being source
areas consists of an increase in coarseness of detritus
near each of the areas. In Oklahoma, the low hills in the
region of the Amarillo-Wichita uplift and of the com-
bined Quachita and Arbuckle uplifts were chief sources
of sediments. Except for some conglomerate around the
Arbuckle uplift and some coarse detritus north of the
Wichita uplift little evidence of high relief is recognized.

In the Rocky Mountain region continued uplift of the
principal positive elements seems to have produced
highlands that assured a source of considerable detritus
for surrounding areas of deposition. Although the volume
was large and included some coarse detritus, deposits of
this interval were far less and, in general, much finer
than those of interval C; this suggests that the time of
maximum uplift and erosion in the Colorado Rockies
was prior to interval D. The Apishapa and Frontrange
uplifts clearly were the most important source areas in
central Colorado as indicated by facies in the Sangre de
Cristo and Maroon Formations.

In the southern and southwestern parts of the Rocky
Mountain region the timing of uplift, as reflected in ac-
cumulated sediment of surrounding areas, seems to have
been different from that in Colorado. The regions of the
Pedernal uplift and the southern part of the Uncom-
pahgre uplift in New Mexico, which apparently had been
relatively low landmasses surrounded by dominantly
lime-forming seas during the time of interval C, were
elevated in Late Pennsylvanian time. Coarse detrital
material, including much arkose, increased markedly in
volume in surrounding basins during interval D time, in-
dicating that Precambrian rocks forming the cores of
adjacent land areas were being progressively more ex-
posed. Scattered grains of fresh feldspar were
transported into areas of dominantly lime-mud ac-
cumulation. At this time Precambrian rocks on the
crests of the Sierra Grande, Defiance-Zuni, and other
positive elements may also have been exposed, but those
areas did not contribute much coarse arkosic sediment
as did the Uncompahgre and Pedernal areas.

Source areas for interval D in the northern Rocky
Mountain region are not clearly indicated in the facies
and thickness relations. Probably this is because land-
masses were low and far from the areas of deposition. A
possible source was the northeastern part of the northern
Frontrange uplift from which fairly coarse arkosic sedi-
ment apparently was carried eastward as far as
Nebraska. In extreme southwestern Montana, terrige-
nous sands are believed to have come southward from a
landmass inferred in northern Idaho; this sand body ex-
tended farther south than the deposits of interval C.
Elsewhere in the northern tier of States, terrigenous
detritus presumably came southwestward from the
Canadian Shield, but direct evidence in those areas is
very sparse.

In the far western United States, sources of sediment
for interval D were landmasses probably of low relief
along the Antler positive element in Nevada and within
the Piute positive element in Utah, then much larger
than during the time of interval C. Other land areas con-
tributing detritus may have been in or west of the Cor-
dilleran eugeosyncline; however, little evidence is
available concerning the position of any such areas.
Coarse material that might suggest nearby mountainous
regions is lacking, although sandstones in northern
Nevada adjacent to the north end of the Antler positive
element, and in the Havallah Formation to the west, in-
dicate that a considerable volume of older rocks was be-
ing eroded in nearby areas.

CHEMICAL SEDIMENTS

In the Eastern and Midwestern United States, car-
bonate deposits of interval D were accumulated during a
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series of eastward marine transgressions and westward
regressions of widely differing magnitude. Of the prin-
cipal transgressions and corresponding regressions, each
containing a limestone unit, about 15 are represented in
Missouri, 11 in Illinois, 7 in Ohio, and only 1 in the
Northern Anthracite field of Pennsylvania. In the
Northern Anthracite field the single marine limestone
represents the easternmost spread of Pennsylvanian seas
in the United States. Thus, because individual
limestone and dolomite units mostly are thin, and com-
monly are very extensive, it is difficult to combine them
into meaningful composite entities on lithofacies maps.

In Texas, limestone is the principal component of in-
terval D in the Horseshoe atoll, on and near the Central
Basin platform, and in El Paso and western Hudspeth
Counties in the extreme western part of the State. It
makes up reefs and bioherms in these areas and in-
dicates locally shallow, agitated water; the thicker
limestone deposits generally formed rims around deeper
water areas of the major basins. Farther west, in New
Mexico, calcium carbonate was deposited across broad
areas during interval D time, but deposition of the car-
bonates was interrupted frequently by influxes of debris
from uplifted areas. The most notable limestone ac-
cumulations were adjacent to uplifts and probably repre-
sent shoals.

Because in the Rocky Mountain region much of the
land had considerable relief during the time of interval
D, detrital sediments were dominant in most nearshore
areas. Away from the uplifts, however, especially in
areas of eastern Colorado, along the eastern part of the
Wyoming shelf, and in parts of Nebraska, calcium car-
bonate was the dominant deposit. In southwestern South
Dakota, in the Eagle basin of northwestern Colorado,
and along the western margin of the Paradox basin in
Utah, moderate amounts of gypsum and dolomite ac-
cumulated by evaporation of sea water. Throughout the
central part of the Paradox basin in Colorado and Utah,
where great volumes of evaporites formed earlier, mostly
marine limestones were deposited during interval D
time. In the far western United States at the southern
end of the Cordilleran miogeosyncline (Bird Spring-Ely
basin of southern Nevada) and at the northern end of the
Antler positive element in Idaho, interval D is
represented by carbonate rocks, principally limestone.
Rocks in the eugeosyncline of southeastern California
and northwestern Nevada consist predominantly of
sandstone, rather than volcanic material and siliceous
shale — the main rocks of intervals A, B, and C; car-
bonate rocks are absent from interval D of that region.

CLIMATE

Climate in the Eastern United States during the time
of interval D probably was mild and the sea warm as
suggested by abundant fossils in marine strata. Coal

deposits were considerably less extensive than in interval
C, but this may reflect less extensive regions of coastal
swamps rather than any important differences in
climate. In general, intermittent deposition of coal in
many parts of the region suggests a persistently humid
climate and temperature fluctuations within rather
narrow limits. On the other hand, alternation of coal
deposits with strata that are dominantly detrital might
be explained as the result of climatic cyclicity.

In much of the Rocky Mountain region, the relatively
high relief of many uplifted areas doubtless made
climatic conditions less stable and less monotonous than
in most parts of the east. This seems especially likely
near the mountains of the Ouachita structural belt, in
the vicinity of the Pedernal uplift, and near the already
elevated Frontrange and Uncompahgre areas. Local
evaporitic deposits in South Dakota, Colorado, and Utah
suggest local semiarid climates, and perhaps the begin-
ning of a more widespread change to the arid climate of
the Permian.

INTERPRETATION OF INTERVAL E

STRUCTURAL FEATURES

Throughout most of the continental United States,
few differences between structural features of intervals D
and E can be shown. The lack of significant change may
be the cause in many areas of problems concerning the
boundary between these intervals. Absence of notable
differences in lithology commonly require that a separa-
tion of interval D from interval E be based on the posi-
tion of faunal or floral elements or on the projection of
key beds from areas of established contacts.

In Eastern United States, the Appalachian
geosyncline and the inferred positive element bordering
it to the southeast seem to have been much as they were
during the time of interval D, although the remnants of
sedimentary rocks that constitute interval E are even
more restricted than those of interval D. Linear belts, in
which the interval is thin, correspond with the axes of
anticlines that were active during deposition of interval
E in Pennsylvania, Maryland, and West Virginia (pl.
15C, fig. 2). The anticlinal structures, which first
appeared in interval C, seem to have been uplifted inter-
mittently during both D and E, but accurate dating of
their movements is very difficult.

West of the Appalachian region, the ancient positive
elements referred to as the Cincinnati arch and
Nashville and Ozark domes (pl. 15B, fig. 2) presumably
were buried by Pennsylvanian sediment during the time
of interval E, although this cannot be proved because
remnants of interval E are lacking near the uplifts.
Slight differential sinking in the Illinois basin, along the
Moorman syncline of western Kentucky, and along the
axis of the Forest City basin in Missouri and eastern
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Kansas can be shown by the thickness relations of rocks
still preserved. In general, however, the entire midconti-
nent region west as far as the Frontrange uplift of the
Rocky Mountains was a broad negative region which
sank rather uniformly a small amount.

The structural framework in Southern United States
was about the same during the time of interval E as in
interval D. The Ouachita region of Arkansas was greatly
elevated, the Arbuckle uplift in Oklahoma was active
tectonically, and the several basins in Texas were
deepened. Principal new activity involved normal
faulting on the north side of the Arbuckle uplift, possible
thrusting in the western part of the OQuachita structurat
belt, and probable rejuvenation of the west end of the
Matador arch.

In the southern part of the Rocky Mountain region,
the Sierra Grande, southern Uncompahgre, and Peder-
nal uplifts and the Florida Island positive element all
were sharply defined and all were probably still active at
this time. A zone of faulting along the western margin of
the Pedernal uplift is suggested by closely spaced
isopachs in that area (pl. 94). The Rowe-Mora and
Orogrande basins continued to sink, forming prominent
but narrow, north- and northwest-trending features,
respectively. Structural activity in this part of the Rocky
Mountain region apparently reached a peak later than it
did in Colorado, where the major uplift is believed to
have occurred well before interval E.

In the Rocky Mountain region of Colorado and
northern New Mexico, important positive elements dur-
ing the time of interval E were the Frontrange, Apishipa-
Sierra Grande, and Uncompahgre uplifts. The uplifts
did not furnish the tremendous amounts of arkosic sedi-
ment that had been characteristic of interval C and,
therefore, were probably rising less rapidly than before.
Faulting on the west flank of the Apishapa uplift ceased
during interval E time so that strata of that interval were
deposited west of the uplift directly on rocks of interval
A. The Eagle basin, the Paradox basin, especially its
central trough, and other basins in Colorado and New
Mexico deepened. Farther north, in western Wyoming, a
large part of the former shelf remained slightly positive
and emergent as it was during deposition of interval D.

From all of Montana, except the extreme
southwestern part, rocks representing interval E are ab-
sent. Reconstruction of tectonic events is uncertain;
however, the region was most likely a relatively stable or
slightly negative shelf until the end of Pennsylvanian
time. Uplift that caused the seas to withdraw from
northern Montana occurred late in the interval and
resulted in a beveling of strata down to the Upper
Mississippian. Coarse sand in Lower Permian strata of
North and South Dakota and adjacent parts of Wyoming
and Montana probably came from the Mississippian
Kibbey Sandstone in northern Montana, suggesting up-

liftt of that area in Late Pennsylvanian time; however,
erosion may have begun earlier and been relatively in-
effectual because of low elevation.

Far western United States was considerably affected
by tectonic changes during late stages of the Pennsylva-
nian. In Arizona, a broad lowland area that extended
south from the Piute positive element in the time of in-
terval D apparently was downwarped during the time of
interval E. A slight deepening occurred at the north end
of the Sonoran geosyncline, which was thereby again
connected with the Cordilleran geosyncline to the
northwest. The north and south prongs of the Antler
positive element may have continued as active positive
features, but carbonate rocks deposited adjacent to the
prongs suggest that structural movements more likely
were post-Pennsylvanian. Thus, the prongs probably
resulted from later uplift and erosion.

INFERRED MARGINS OF DEPOSITION

In much of the Appalachian region of the Eastern
United States large parts of the record of interval E have
been destroyed by erosion. Probably only about the
lower one-third has survived in the Southern Anthracite
field, and all the record has been removed in adjacent
areas to the north and south. The basin of deposition had
about the same configuration as before, except that it
probably was slightly more constricted, as compared to
interval D. Margins of deposition on the south, east, and
north are more limited than those postulated for interval
D on the restored isopach map, plate 15B.

In the Eastern Interior States and as far west as the
Forest City basin in Missouri and Kansas, interval E has
been largely removed by erosion except for a large area in
southeastern and central Illinois, and in the Moorman
syncline of western Kentucky. South from the Forest
City basin to south-central Texas, the margin of deposi-
tion was everywhere west of that postulated for interval
D. In numerous areas farther west in Texas, rocks of this
interval were removed in latest Pennsylvanian or earliest
Permian time. Around the Amarillo-Wichita uplift,
however, interval E extends today almost, if not fully, as
far as at the time of deposition and is about as
widespread as interval D.

In southeastern Colorado, interval E seems to be
preserved almost as it was originally deposited, but it is
progressively more eroded toward the north and has been
removed completely in northern Colorado by post-
interval E erosion along the eastern margin of the Front-
range uplift. In western New Mexico and Arizona, inter-
val E is now largely absent across a wide area where
small scattered remnants indicate that it was formerly
present. In Montana and adjacent States, it is entirely
lacking, but facies trends in the rocks of Wyoming and
North and South Dakota suggest that it probably was
once widely distributed in the Montana region.
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In the eugeosynclinal area of the Far West, the record
of interval E, like that of other Pennsylvanian intervals,
is sparse and uncertain and no reconstruction is
attempted. For much of California and western Nevada,
it seems impossible to determine whether the region at
that time was one of nondeposition or whether it con-
tained strata of interval E that have since been
destroyed.

SOURCE AREAS

Throughout most of the United States, sources of sedi-
ment during the time of interval E were virtually the
same as during interval D. Furthermore, environments
of deposition persisted almost unchanged from interval
D as indicated by the sedimentary record.

The Appalachian positive element was still suf-
ficiently high to furnish large quantities of sand, silt, and
clay, especially in the northwest part of the geosyncline.
Lesser amounts of sediment apparently were carried
southward from the Canadian Shield and spread across
the Eastern Interior States. Little coarse detritus was
deposited.

In the southwestern part of the Appalachian region,
interval E consists of fluviatile and deltaic red sandstone
and mudstone and contains only a little coal or
limestone. Thickness and facies relations indicate land
sources to the southeast. In contrast, strata toward the
northwest are thinner and grayer, and coals are fairly
numerous and locally thick enough to be of economic in-
terest.

Mountains along the Ouachita structural belt of
Arkansas and its southwestward extension in Texas, and
a hilly region in the Amarillo-Wichita belt of Oklahoma
continued to supply mostly fine material to adjacent
depositional areas. Smaller positive elements such as the
Cincinnati arch and Nashville and Ozark domes, which
were prominent topographic features early in the Penn-
sylvanian, probably were buried; no evidence is known
that any of them was a source of sediment during the
time of interval E.

In New Mexico, at the southern end of the Rocky
Mountain region, the Pedernal and southern Uncom-
pahgre uplifts apparently contributed large volumes of
detritus to nearby basins. Boulders, cobbles, coarse
sand, and arkose from these sources accumulated in the
Orogrande and Rowe-Mora basins; some tree trunks and
macerated plant debris from the Pedernal uplift were
rafted far out to sea in the Orogrande basin. Farther
north in the Paradox basin of Colorado and Utah, the sea
became shallow and in late Virgil and in earliest Per-
mian time terrigenous sediments accumulated, rather
than carbonates or evaporites as in earlier Pennsylva-
nian time. In most of the Colorado Rockies, deposits of
interval E continued to include much coarse detritus
although the total volume of sediment was far less than
that of earlier intervals.

Sources of sediment in the western part of the
northern Rocky Mountain region, as interpreted from
the scant evidence available, were virtually the same as
in the time of interval D. An inferred positive element in
northern Idaho and western Montana may have con-
tinued to furnish detritus, although the elevation of any
such land must have been much diminished. Farther
east, however, major changes probably occurred.
Northern Montana was uplifted and its surface beveled
by erosion down to the Upper Mississippian rocks; the
resulting detritus was transported southward during in-
terval E or early in Permian time.

As during earlier parts of the Pennsylvanian, the
Antler positive element in Nevada was an important
source of sediment that accumulated in the Cordilleran
geosyncline. Some coarse detritus was deposited on both
the east and the west sides, implying high elevations
locally. East of the geosynclinal belt the Piute positive
element furnished fine detrital sediment westward into
basins of the miogeosyncline and southward across
Arizona. Transport southward has been determined
through current directions indicated by crossbedding.
Sand forming a belt along the southeastern margin of
Nevada may also have been derived from the Piute
positive element or from land inferred to have been in
southwestern Arizona and adjacent California.

CHEMICAL SEDIMENTS

During the time of interval E only nonmarine
sediments accumulated in the Appalachian region,
whereas to the west, in Illinois, fine-grained marine
terrigenous sediments alternated with wedges of deltaic
detritus. In the region of Missouri, still farther west,
marine carbonates and muds were the dominant
sediments. As in preceding times, numerous and
widespread transgressions and regressions were
characteristic, but in interval E the resulting cyclothems
were largely restricted to the midcontinent region,
perhaps because a slight but general uplift farther east
restricted the eastward spread of the seas.

In Texas and adjoining areas the distribution of
chemical sediments was almost the same as in interval
D. Thickest accumulations were in reefs and banks.
Farther west, in New Mexico and Arizona, deposition of
calcium carbonate was notably widespread at this time,
and it suggests shoal conditions. The limestone is in len-
ticular beds, interbedded with terrigenous units. In the
southern part of the Orogrande basin some gypsum was
also deposited.

The lithofacies map of interval E (pl. 9B) shows that
in the Rocky Mountain region terrigenous sediment
everywhere dominates deposits in areas bordering the
major uplifts, but carbonate sediments are dominant
elsewhere, as for example, in areas north and east of the
Frontrange uplift in the present-day Great Plains of
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eastern Colorado and Nebraska, and in the Paradox
basin west of the Uncompahgre uplift. Most of the car-
bonate rock of interval E in the Great Plains region is
dolomite; in the Paradox basin it is partly limestone and
partly dolomite, although in the upper part of the inter-
val terrestrial deposits — largely red beds — constitute
much of the rock. Along the western margins of the
Paradox basin, gypsum occurs in this interval,
presumably formed in partly landlocked areas where
normal circulation of the sea was impeded and evapora-
tion was high.

In much of the Cordilleran miogeosyncline, carbonate
deposits accumulated during the time of interval E, es-
pecially in western Utah and northeastern Nevada and
in southern Nevada and adjacent parts of California and
Arizona. The latter area was a seaway apparently
directly connected across Arizona with the Sonoran
geosyncline, in which much carbonate sediment likewise
was accumulated.

CLIMATE

A survey of data upon which inferences concerning
climatic conditions during the time of interval E can be
based permits relatively few positive statements.

Continued widespread development of coal in the east
and extensive marine carbonate deposits in the west
suggest that, in general, the climate remained warm and
equable. In the northern part of the Appalachian region
at least five major widespread coal beds formed in the
upper part of interval E. These included the Pittsburg
coal, which is the thickest widespread coal in the United
States. Because no major tectonism is recorded in either
the Appalachian or the midcontinent region, marked or
sudden change of environment during interval E in these
regions seems unlikely and climatic conditions es-
tablished earlier in the Pennsylvanian presumably con-
tinued into the Permian,

Possible indicators that a less humid, perhaps
semiarid environment, such as apparently characterized
the Permian in the west, was beginning to develop in
some regions, especially in the southwest, are: (1)
evaporites in the southern part of the Orogrande basin,
New Mexico; (2) fewer coal deposits in the basins of
Oklahoma and surrounding area than earlier in the
Pennsylvanian; (3) gypsum along the western margin of
the Paradox basin; (4) red beds in Arizona, Utah,
Wyoming, and other areas.
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PENNSYLVANIAN CLIMATE IN THE UNITED STATES

By JAMES M. SCHOPF

INTRODUCTION

The climate during the Pennsylvanian Period in con-
tinental United States was milder than the climate at
present. Probably much of the country was mostly
tropical or subtropical which implies that, year around,
it was usually entirely free of frost. Most regions of sedi-
ment deposition probably were near sea level. Inter-
mittently during the Pennsylvanian, much of the in-
terior of the United States was occupied by vast swamps;
at other times, the interior was flooded by shallow seas.
The presence of these seas and swamps and the kinds of
vegetation growing in the swamps all suggest a humid
atmosphere, and possibly seasonally fluctuating rainfall.
Other evidence also indicates that the climate was warm
and humid, depending at various places on direction and
proximity to the sea.

Factors that determine seasonal climate or even daily
weather are complex. Consequently, an interpretation of
climate during the Pennsylvanian Period, 300 million
years ago, involves much speculation. The disposition of
land and sea, the positions of the equator and poles and
hence the incidence of the sun’s rays, and atmospheric
circulation all greatly influenced the climate. Probably,
within broad limits, the best climatic indicators are
fossil plants, but consideration of the tectonic aspects of
earth history during the Pennsylvanian is also necessary
in reconstructing the climate and the climatic changes
during the period.

In an area as large as that part of the conterminous
United States that was continental during the Penn-
sylvanian Period, the climatic regime probably was not
uniform. Nevertheless, there are few indications of
marked climatic diversity. Most indications of climatic
differences discernible among the plants are either am-
biguous or quantitative only. The preservations of
Walchia and of Callipteris, for instance, in a channel-fill
deposit of Virgil age in southeastern Kansas can be

readily interpreted either as the result of topographic
zonation and transport or as the result of climatic control
at the site of deposition.

The effects of climate on erosion and on transportation
and deposition of sediments have been discussed by
Barrell (1908), who cited many examples from older
literature. Four general types of climate as noted by
Barrell can be distinguished on the basis of geologic
evidence: warm and rainy, warm and arid, cold and
rainy, and cold and arid.

The paleoclimatic material first treated by Barrell has
recently been discussed in greater detail by Strakhov
(1962, 1967, 1969, 1970). Strakhov provided small-scale
paleoclimatic maps that differentiate (1) tropical-moist,
(2) southern- and northern-arid, (3) north and south
temperate-moist, and (4), on some maps, polar zones of
climate. Most important, his work indicates the ranges
of climates and the trends of climatic variation that may
have prevailed in the past.

THEORIES OF CLIMATE CONTROL

Essentially three opposing theories regarding ancient
climate have been advanced. According to the first of
these, the climate of most early periods was genial and
warm, zonation from pole to pole was slight (for exam-
ple, Lyell, 1892), and the relative positions of continents
and ocean basins were established very early in the
earth’s history, to remain virtually unaltered. Under this
theory the present zonal climate is considered abnormal;
it was established in late Tertiary time and was responsi-
ble for Pleistocene glaciation. Periods of exceptional
climate other than Pleistocene supposedly occurred at
times of other glacial episodes as during the Early Per-
mian and the late Precambrian. Advocates of this theory
claim that the distribution of ancient fossils shows little
basis for believing that a strong climatic zonation, com-
parable with that of the present regime, existed in the
distant past.
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A second theory to explain climatic changes of the
past postulates, as does the first, that continents have
been fixed in positipn since early geologic time. Accor-
ding to this theory the control of climates has been
mainly solar and zonal, and according to its principal
advocates (Berry, 1930; Chaney, 1940; Brooks, 1949) the
extent of climatic zones may have varied widely.
Furthermore, some types of tropical plants may have
formerly possessed hardiness to frost (Berry, 1930).

That the upper Carboniferous “with its apparently
tropical forests in temperate latitudes accompanied by
an enormous glaciation near the present equator, is a
meteorological paradox” was recognized by Brooks
(1949, p. 209). To explain this paradox, which is made
even more striking by recent discoveries of tropical
plants in Antarctica, he was forced to postulate land
bridges in the Atlantic and Indian Oceans (for which
modern oceanography provides no support) and an open-
ing of the Tethys and Volga Seas for diversion northward
of the entire equatorial current.

The Carboniferous was considered by Brooks to be a
period of extensive mountain making, during which
continents were elevated and Gondwanaland extended
southward from the present position of India. A cold
southern ocean apparently encircled Antarctica, which
was excluded from Gondwanaland, and Brooks
postulated that quantities of dust produced by extensive
volcanism caused a general atmospheric cooling.

The extent of the modifications of present-day
climatic controls that are necessary to solve the paradox
of Pennsylvanian climate seems one of the strongest
reasons for questioning a “fixed continent’ approach to
explanation of ancient environments. Thus, a third
theory — one that involves changes in position of land-
masses — was evolved.

The third theory of climatic control considers that
throughout time terrestrial climate has been zonal, as it
is at present. Maximum insolation always has been near
the equator and minimum insolation near the poles. The
climatic zones were altered locally in the past, as at pres-
ent, by oceanic and atmospheric currents. However, the
zones of Pennsylvanian time are not in their former
positions because of changes in the relative positions and
elevations of continents since the Pennsylvanian.

According to this theory, the present high-latitude
positions of certain ancient fossil indicators of warm and
genial climates have been determined by post-
Pennsylvanian displacement of continental masses, and
the climatic significance of the fossil indicators can be
assessed only relative to mobility of the earth’s crust.

Much disagreement prevails about specific
rearrangements of crustal elements; however, strong
geophysical and oceanographic evidence has been
presented, especially during the last 20 years (Hess,

1962; Runcorn, 1962; Irving, 1964; Takeuchi and others,
1967), which seems to support and be consistent with
displacement of continents during the course of geologic
time. Results of study of Antarctic fossil plants, for in-
stance (Schopf, 1972), are inconsistent with the inter-
pretation that Antarctica occupied a polar position at
the time these plants were growing. Continental dis-
placement thus is invoked to explain the apparent
climatic anomalies.

Each of the climatic control theories has certain uni-
formitarian aspects. The first considers the fixed loca-
tion of continents a very important principle and
suggests that fossil animals and plants flourished in the
same climates as their modern counterparts. The second
theory is intended to be conservatively uniformitarian; it
requires periodically higher temperatures near the poles,
whether the polar areas are land or sea, and it requires
extended tolerances in certain fossil plants that are now
located anomalously. However, the extent of physical
and biological adjustment that seems to be required ac-
cording to this theory is difficult to accept. The third
theory regards the continents as geologically mobile, but
accepts as uniformitarian principles both the solar con-
trol of climate and the indication of past climate by
fossils.

Conceivably, climatic changes result from sporadic
variations in the solar constant. Although, in our ex-
perience, solar radiation seems remarkably uniform, the
sun might actually be a variable star. If, on occasion, the
sun emitted a notably greater amount of radiant energy
than at present, the increased terrestrial input probably
would cause greater equatorial heating, accelerated cir-
culation of atmosphere and ocean currents, increased
climatic contrasts from poles to equator, and displace-
ment of storm tracks. However, the differences of insola-
tion would not be greatly altered, and extremes of
weather would still be about the same.

Polar land areas that in the past had climates other
than distinctly frigid are difficult to envision. No
evidence is available that plants have ever grown
naturally near the poles and no indication is known of a
period in the earth’s history when equatorial
temperatures were significantly greater than they are
now. For these reasons, it does not seem necessary to ac-
count for past variations in climate by differences in the
amount of solar radiation.

An attempt will be made in this paper to interpret
climate of the Pennsylvanian Period according to the
concepts of a constant solar input and displaced con-
tinents.

Continent displacement alone cannot, of course, com-
pletely explain the Pennsylvanian climate. Factors such
as elevation of land, albedo differences, and precession
must have had their effects. Many of these factors will
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produce only a nominal variation in climate, but, as
Milankovic (1941) and others have pointed out, if several
of them work in conjunction, they may have appreciable
effect. The point for emphasis is that whatever effects
may have resulted from continent displacement, they
are in addition to the effects contributed by all other
causes; they cannot be regarded independently.

Arguments against the displacement of continents —
Brooks (1949), Berry (1930), Chaney (1940), Simpson
(1947), Meyerhoff (1970a, b), and, formerly, Axelrod
(1952) — have so rationalized and compromised
geological evidence on paleoclimates that studies of the
literature on this subject are of little value now in dis-
cussing displacement. Although paleoclimates have
been nearly ignored in recent discussions of sea-floor
spreading, a valid reconstruction model must provide a
reasonable interpretation of the distribution of fossil
plants and animals.

Three broad areas of the earth are marked by climatic
extremes induced by solar radiation — the two polar
regions and the region around the equator. Under pres-
ent conditions, the polar areas are complementary, the
south polar area illustrating the extreme in a continental
area, the north polar area illustrating the extreme at sea.
The equatorial area is broken into different-sized
segments of land and sea. Reconstructing the
paleoclimate for any past period requires consideration
of evidence for location of poles and equator and deter-
mination of paleogeographic gradients which may
suggest orientation of climatic zones or belts.

GEOGRAPHIC SETTING
THE PENNSYLVANIAN EQUATOR

The luxuriant Pennsylvanian flora of the coal
measures in the Appalachian region is an impressive
record of plant growth in a warm, humid climate, Most
geologists and botanists have agreed on this climatic in-
terpretation. Discovery, about 70 years ago, that many of
the fernlike plants were actually seed-bearing led to the
suggestion that perhaps the presence of this group of
plants did not necessarily imply a climate such as that
favored by present-day ferns. Today this suggestion
seems unlikely. These seed ferns display all the
anatomical features characteristic of rapid growth in a
warm and humid climate, and their anatomical features
are considered to take precedence over taxonomic affilia-
tion in interpreting ecological significance.

Evidence that the climate indicated by the Pennsylva-
nian coal flora was indeed tropical or subtropical was
presented by White (1913, 1932) and Potonié (1911).
Reliance on much the same lines of evidence is shown in
recent U.S.S.R. studies of paleoclimatology (Meyen,
1969, 1970), which emphasize that the conclusions
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reached by Potonié and White were essentially correct
(Schopf, 1972). A summary of such evidence, compiled
chiefly from the work of White and Potonié, follows:

General luxuriance, size, and abundance of vegetation.

Succulent nature of many plants, as in Medulossa and Psaronius.

Tissues with large cells, thin walls, such as the calamite cortex.

Organs with large intercellular spaces and abundant lacunar tissue.

General absence of growth rings in all plants showing secondary wood.

Large size of fronds of bushy plants, as in Neuropteris.

Delicate foliage of climbers, as in sphenophylls and some
sphenopterids.

Presence of aphlebiae in ferns and pteridosperms.

Large size and texture of leaves such as Megalopteris, Psygmophyllum,
and others.

Occurrence of stomata in grooves, as in leaves of arborescent lycopsids.

Presence of hydathodes to discharge excess water in certain
sphenopterids and sphenopsids.

Profusion of large drooping fronds and pendant branches to shed rain.

Indications of delayed fertilization and adaptations for seed flotation.

Prevalence of the free-sporing habit and dependence on fluid moisture
in reproduction.

Inflorescences borne on central stems (cauliflory), as in calamites and
sigillarians.

Presence of subaerial roots in pteridosperms and ferns.

Smoothness and thickness of bark, as in Bothrodendron and other
lepidophytes.

Occurrences of pneumatophores in Sigillaria and some cordaites.

Dilation of tree bases as in large calamites, sigillarians, and others.

Presence of close relatives of modern types of tropical plants.

Areas within the Appalachian coal field and the
northern European coal fields appear to represent the
warmest and most humid climates of which a record is
available. If North America and Europe lay adjacent
during Pennsylvanian time, a line drawn lengthwise
through these coal fields might mark the axis of a
tropical zone now displaced northward. This postulate
was first made by Koppen and Wegener (1924) and it
still seems valid. The Carboniferous equator as they
drew it is shown on the map, figure 2. If any area more
tropical than the zone shown on this map existed on the
earth during Pennsylvanian time, its record is extremely
scant. Although not all the reconstructions of latitude
shown on the map may be correct, the great Appalachian
coal field in the United States seems clearly to lie upon
the Carboniferous equator.

The equator shown on the map corresponds to the
present site of the Appalachian coal field, suggesting
that most of the United States may have been within the
tropical or subtropical zone north of the equator during
Pennsylvanian time. The maximum distance from the
equator would have been about 2,000 miles or roughly
the distance that southern Florida or Texas now is north
of the equator. The postulated geographic relationships
are sketched in figure 3.

The presence during the Pennsylvanian of sub-
equatorial types of plants in parts of the United States
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FIGURE 2. — Reconstruction of continents during the Carboniferous according to Képpen and Wegener
(1924, p. 22). E, glacial deposits; K, coal; S, rock salt; G, gypsum; W, eolian sandstone; dotted area, arid
regions. Nonglacial explanations are now generally accepted for local deposits of diamictite in Oklahoma
and Massachusetts. Reproduced from Wegener (1966, fig. 35) with the permission of Dover Publications,
Inc.

NORTH AMERICA
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FIGURE 3. — Approximate position of equator in relation to North
America, South America, and Africa during the Pennsylvanian
Period.

that are now temperate seems to indicate that the
equatorial and subequatorial zones were no broader than
those zones are today, and that the differences between
climatic zones were probably not greater than today.

LANDS OF PENNSYLVANIAN TIME

The landmasses of North America, Europe, and
northern Africa included extensive epicontinental seas
which doubtless were bordered by many barrier bars, es-
tuaries, and tidal flats. The seas likewise probably were
bordered by vast areas of interior swamp at elevations
little more than a few feet above tide level. Apparently
no deep Atlantic Ocean separated North America from
Europe and Africa at this time, though shallow seas ex-
isted. The European and North American continents
were close together if not part of the same landmass. In
part, low highlands inherited from orogenies of the Devo-
nian and Mississippian Periods occupied positions along
the present coasts and shelves of both continents,
perhaps with some intervening continental selvage,
much of which has since disappeared.

The western border of North America during the
Pennsylvanian Period is poorly defined. The continental
area may have been less extensive than now, but
regardless of its extent, it bordered on an ancient Pacific
Sea. The continent of North America must have been
oriented in such a way that the Appalachian coal field
had an approximately east-west alinement, if our
postulate about the coal field being an equatorial zone is
reasonably correct.

The relative positions of North and South America
during Pennsylvanian time are uncertain. If one
attempts a reconstruction of Pennsylvanian pa-
leogeography, an excess of sea area and continental
islands is evident in the region between the two con-
tinents. Much new sea floor has been formed since late
Paleozoic time.
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Nowhere in the United States south of the Black
Warrior basin in Alabama and the Quachita structural
belt in Arkansas, Oklahoma, and Texas (pl. 34) do we
have represented a late Paleozoic terrestrial facies con-
taining fossil land plants, on which climatic inferences
mainly depend. Permian marine deposits that are pres-
ent in Honduras, and Pennsylvanian and Permian
marine limestones in Peru and Bolivia presumably
represent vestiges of epicontinental seas or shelves of
that -region. Still farther south, in the Parana basin of
southern Brazil and Uruguay, continental deposits occur
which may be of Late Pennsylvanian age. These rocks
probably are the oldest of the Lower Gondwana con-
tinental deposits, facies of which differ from those of
most of the North American terrestrial Pennsylvanian.
They include an assemblage of fossil plants which is
completely different from any found in the Pennsylva-
nian of North America and which probably grew in a
temperate climate.

No record of the Pennsylvanian is preserved in the
Canacian Shield area in northeastern Canada. North of
the Shield, marine sedimentation occurred in the
F-anklin geosyncline of the Arctic region. No Pennsylva-
nian coal deposits formed in the extreme north, and the
Pennsylvanian floral representation is relatively sparse.

Coal deposits, particularly characteristic of Penn-
sylvanian land areas, indicate the presence of intermit-
tent swamps, many of which were more extensive than
any peat-forming areas are at present. Thin coal beds oc-
cur in the Pennsylvanian, from eastern Pennsylvania as
far west as Colorado (pl. 16; figs. 8, 9, 11, 15, 16), and a
coal-measures flora is present in southern Oregon.
Minable coal is absent west of eastern Kansas but is
present in increasing amounts eastward to the
Anthracite region of eastern Pennsylvania. Coal is pres-
ent in small quantity in the Naragansett basin of Rhode
Island and Massachusetts.

Northeasterly from New England, coal occurs in the
Minto basin of New Brunswick and the Canso basin and
other relatively small, but deep, basins in Nova Scotia.
The partly submarine Sydney basin in Nova Scotia may
have been contiguous with the South Wales coal field in
Great Britain. A virtually continuous coal swamp area
must have followed the Hercynian trend across southern
England, through western Europe and North Africa to
Asia Minor and the Donetz basin in the U.S.S.R., ending
in the Trans-Caspian area of central Asia. Through all
this vast area, the well-known and characteristic Penn-
sylvanian type of coal flora is abundantly represented.

PHYSIOGRAPHY

The physiographic setting must be considered an im-
portant influence on the climate of the Pennsylvanian.

This factor has been reviewed by White (1913, p. 52-84),
who concluded that the coal swamps were of a
magnitude unparalleled in the world today. Such con-
clusions have been documented by later detailed studies
of Wanless ([1961], 1969a, b), Wanless, Tubb, Gednetz,
and Weiner (1963), and Wanless, Baroffio, and Trescott
(1969). The broad extent of low-lying swampland and
epicontinental seas must have had a great effect on at-
mospheric humidity, thermal regime, and climate in
general.

Epicontinental seas of the Pennsylvanian were subject
to unusually broad fluctuations. Large areas of the
American coal swamps were repeatedly inundated by
the sea as indicated in Wanless’ studies. During each in-
undation, previously deposited coals were covered by a
thin layer of marine sediments. When the shallow seas
retreated, the land surfaces became revegetated and
reconverted into coal swamps. This cycle of events was
repeated many times and intervals between invasions
ranged from several tens of thousands to a few hundred
thousand years. Such broad fluctuations of the
strandline also must have had an ancillary effect on rain-
fall and other climatic factors.

The causes of the repeated and widespread oceanic
transgressions during the Pennsylvanian have been
much discussed (Weller, 1930, 1931, 1956; Wanless and
Weller, 1932; Westoll, 1968). Diastrophic control is
emphasized by most authors, although climatic control
is also considered. Withdrawal of water from the oceans
to form continental ice sheets would have lowered sea
level and caused regressions of the strandline. Such
eustatic changes, attributed to the waxing and waning of
late Paleozoic (Gondwana) ice sheets, were suggested by
Wanless and Shepard (1936).

Many aspects of southern glaciation have been
reviewed by Wanless (1960) and Wanless and Cannon
(1966). Whether each of the transgressions and
regressions of the Pennsylvanian seas in North America
corresponded with advances and retreats of Gondwana
glaciers in the Southern Hemisphere (Wanless, 1960)
may be questioned (Weller, 1937). Whether, in fact, the
glacial episode of the Southern Hemisphere was contem-
porary with most of the cyclothemic deposition in the
north is also debatable.

Eustatic causes of strandline variability are consistent
with the concept of plate tectonics and are not
necessarily the result of changing of water level by
glaciation. The location of the strand reflects the volume
of ocean basins. The chief variables in ocean basins con-
sist of midocean ridges (or rises) and crustal trenches;
both represent a considerable volume displacement, the
amount depending on whether ridges are high or low and
whether the trenches are deep. Both ridges and trenches
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are active seismically and are presumed to be active tec-
tonically. If the trenches operate as crustal sumps,
troughs would become deeper when the spreading rate is
increased, and a more rapid movement of oceanic crust
would result in lowering of the average heights of ridges.
Both effects would result in an increased ocean basin
volume. A period of relatively rapid spreading might
readily account for eustatic withdrawal of the sea.

Major Pennsylvanian transgressive-regressive cycles
were probably due to eustatic causes according to
Wanless and others (1970), whereas lesser cycles had
climatic causes. Of course, similar effects might be
produced by other causes such as tectonic uplift and
related subsidence either on land or in the oceanic
basins, rapid but intermittent compaction, or sudden
breaching of a barrier to the sea. Certainly the extensive
shallow flooding of any broad embayment comparable in
size to the interior basins of North America would be ac-
companied by changes in rainfall and probably in rates
of erosion. Even though the primary causes of fluctua-
tion of the sea are obscure, climatic factors must be
recognized as continuously changing forces that exert an
influence on the marine environment.

Some recent attempts to account for cyclothemic
deposition, particularly that of the Dunkard Group, in-
cluding beds that may be of Late Pennsylvanian age, are
described by Beerbower (1961). He considers these
repetitive types of deposits, which are almost completely
nonmarine, to reflect climatic, rather than tectonic or
eustatic, cycles. The relationships of deposition to
erosional base level also are believed significant. All
other variables must be considered within the dynamic
context of secular variation in continental climate (Beer-
bower, 1961). Which of these possible, largely indepen-
dent factors were governing, either separately or in con-
juction, in any particular part of the Pennsylvanian is
difficult to determine.

ELEVATION AND OCEAN CURRENTS

Elevation plays an important part in manifestations of
climate. Any Pennsylvanian mountainous areas in the
United States would be expected to show much the same
type of climatic zonation that exists in tropical moun-
tain areas today; however, few indications of mountain
flora are preserved in the fossil record of the Pennsylva-
nian. Indications of a walchian forest are recognized in
parts of Western United States (Florin, 1940; Read and
Mamay, 1964) and these may, in part, reflect variations
in climate due to elevation during orogenic episodes.
Because Pennsylvanian deposits were largely marine in
these areas, mountainous terrain probably was relatively
limited and small in comparison with the mountains of
today. Belts of coarse sediment show that some strongly
elevated areas did occur during this period.

The present Appalachian Mountains did not exist
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during the Pennsylvanian, though highlands almost
surely existed farther to the southeast (pl. 15). A general
conclusion is that much of the North American conti-
nent was then lower and closer to sea level than at pres-
ent. Any general lessening in elevation would tend to
lessen climatic gradients and result in a generally more
equable climate than at present. Zones of tropical and
subtropical climate probably were wider than today.

The efficiency of ocean currents in modifying climate
is well known and must have had an important influence
in Pennsylvanian time. The effects of oceanic circulation
have been evaluated by Frakes and Crowell (1970). They
placed the poles where evidence of glaciation is
strongest; glaciers, however, merely indicate a climate
that was cool and temperate. These two writers have not
attempted a reconstruction for the Northern
Hemisphere.

The lush growth of Pennsylvanian plants seems to in-
dicate that the United States, particularly the eastern
part, had abundant rainfall, and that the temperature
was higher than at present. This is scarcely sufficient in-
formation, however, on which to postulate the existence
and courses of warm sea currents. Within the United
States, evidence of cold sea currents is lacking.

PENNSYLVANIAN CLIMATIC REGIONS

EASTERN REGION

Climates of coal-forming periods, especially those of
Pennsylvanian age in Eastern United States, were
thoroughly reviewed in 1913 by David White. His study
more than any other is the basis for assigning the coal
measures of the Appalachian trough to a near-equatorial
position in reconstructing Pennsylvanian
paleogeography, even though White himself did not
make such an assignment. Instead, he regarded the
tropical flora as evidence of widespread climatic
equability. Probably the first to interpret the eastern
coal measures flora in terms of an actualistic, zonal
climate were Koppen and Wegener (1924). White’s con-
clusions about the climate are valid, however, regardless
of any paleogeographic interpretation that is derived
from them.

The “climate of the principal coal-forming intervals of
the Pennsylvanian was mild, probably near-tropical or
subtropical, generally humid and equable,”” according to
White (1913, p. 74). Mindful of the geographic dis-
crepancy between the tropics and present location of the
eastern coal fields, he was careful to point out that the
climate may nowhere have been “torrid.” In spite of this
disclaimer, the eastern coal-measures flora is recognized
as the most tropical of any plant assemblage that existed
during the Pennsylvanian and corresponds fully with the
requirements of a tropical rain forest (Richards, 1966).

The Pennsylvanian flora was developed largely from
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that of the Mississippian, which White (1913, p. 74)
regarded as “impoverished, restricted and seemingly
stunted.” The very rapid expansion and differentiation
of new types of plants during Pottsville (Early Penn-
sylvanian) time is taken as unmistakable evidence of
climatic amelioration, the most uniform climate being in
the late Pottsville. This was perhaps the time of greatest
and most evenly distributed rainfall. Plants of later,
Allegheny age are regarded as having somewhat less lush
foliage and, in fact, represent a transition to climatic
conditions of Conemaugh time during which, White
thought, the flora showed evidence of considerably less
rainfall. Ferns of the family Marattiaceae were well
represented, however, and this family is now exclusively
tropical in distribution as noted by White. Red beds,
which first appeared during the Pennsylvanian in the
eastern region in the Conemaugh, may indicate actual
aridity, but are not an infallible indication. Fossil plants
in red deposits differ little from those found elsewhere in
the Conemaugh.

The climate during the interval of time represented by
Upper Pennsylvanian Monongahela deposits appears to
have been favorable to lush growth, and represents a
reversion to the climate of Allegheny time. The climate
was mild, probably subtropical, marked by short periods
of dryness but not of frost. The flora of the overlying
Dunkard, mostly of Permian age, on the other hand, is
indicative of a colder climate. The Dunkard deposits
were considered by White to be contemporary with those
formed in the Southern Hemisphere and India during
the period of glaciation.

INTERIOR REGION

The climate of the interior region was specifically con-
sidered by David White in 1931 and little can be added
to statements he made then. A summary of the con-
clusions reached by White (1931, p. 271) follows: “In
considering the climatic conditions prevailing during
Pennsylvanian time in the region of the continent now
embracing Illinois, we have to do with an ancient
geological epoch and a land pattern very different in size
and configuration from that of the present day.” Plants
of the Chester (Late Mississippian) ‘‘suggest either that
the climate was characterized by severe drouths or that
the soil was, perhaps, overdrained during dry seasons”
(White, 1931, p. 275).” On the whole, the evidence points
rather definitely, though not with certainty, to slightly
less favorable conditions for plant growth in Southern
Illinois and Indiana during Sharon time [middle
Pottsville] than in the Appalachian Trough.” White in-
ferred that during the Sharon interval the climate of the
Eastern Interior region of North America was slightly
less humid than in the Appalachian trough. ‘“Although
the Carbondale [Middle Pennsylvanian] climate was
very mild, almost certainly without frost in Illinois, it is

likely that the rainfall, while abundant, varied
seasonally * * *.”

During the later part of Pennsylvanian (Conemaugh)
time, less coal was deposited in Illinois than in the Ap-
palachian trough; the difference resulted either from less
rainfall in the Illinois-Indiana region than farther east or
less even distribution of precipitation throughout the
year, according to White. Differences in rainfall between
the interior and the Appalachian regions during the
Pennsylvanian probably were of the same order of
magnitude as today, that is, rainfall was about a third
greater in the Appalachian region. “Both the far greater
rainfall and the very much greater equability of the mild
climate, which approached subtropical in the Eastern
Interior region, should have and undoubtedly did result
from [altered] land and sea patterns of Pennsylvanian
time” (White, 1931, p. 279).

WESTERN REGION

With regard to Western United States, the climatic
trends interpreted by White for Illinois have been
applied with little modification by Read and Mamay
(1964, p. 16). They wrote:

The plant associations in the oldest parts of the Pennsylvanian se-
quences in the western areas [Rocky Mountain and Pacific Coast
regions] are similar to those of the [Eastern] coal measures, but the
relative rarity of Lycopodiales suggests drier habitats than those in-
dicated by the approximately contemporaneous floras in the eastern
coal basins. The younger Pennsylvanian floras in the western United
States, however, are striking departures from the plant associations of
the same general ages in the eastern part of the country, as inferred
from index forms and independent stratigraphic data. The plants in
the western area occur in suites of sediments that were deposited dur-
ing a period of widespread orogeny in parts of the Rocky Mountain
region. Many geological data indicate that the lowlands were restricted
and the upland habitats or areas were expanded during this period of
mountain building. The floral modifications include the presence of
abundant conifers and appear to be in the direction of mesophytic
associations. The term “Cordilleran flora” has been used for the
modifications that occur in the Rocky Mountains (Read, 1947).

A MODEL FOR PALEOCLIMATIC
INTERPRETATION

The use of models helps in reconstructing the
paleoclimate. The roughly triangular or acute-obovate
figures of Képpen (1931, p. 137-138) have been oriented
meridionally by Axelrod (1952) and by Camp (1956) to
approximate the most common generalized shapes of
continents. This model theoretically eliminates differen-
tial effects of local relief on climate, and makes possible
an analysis of conditions imposed by normal insolation
and rotation of the globe. Such models show the ex-
pected distribution of the climatic zones so that
deviations can be evaluated. The model selected
assumes a very simplified shape for the continental mass
and assumes that the interiors of continents were not oc-
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cupied by epicontinental seas. Atmospheric circulation
would remain basically unchanged, however, if models
incorporating these features were used.

In figure 4 the outline of North America (omitting
Alaska) is superimposed on one of Camp’s theoretical
diagrams of a triangular supercontinent of minimum
relief. Moderate or high relief would, of course, introduce
much greater climatic differentiation than shown, and
would modify the climatic patterns. Climates that
White (1913) described on the basis of fossil plants seem
to correspond very well with the theoretical model
produced by Camp, including a superhumid equable
climate in the Appalachian (equatorial) region, a humid
zone of more seasonal rainfall in the interior region, and
ia zone approaching semiaridity in the extreme western
United States.

90°

30°

30°

60°

FIGURE 4. — Theoretical model showing climate of a super-
continent having very low relief and triangulate outline (modified
from Camp, 1956), with North American outline map (omitting
Alaska) of similar latitudinal scale superimposed; Appalachian
area paralleling the equator. Used with permission of the
American Geographical Society.
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PALEOTECTONIC INVESTIGATIONS OF THE PENNSYLVANIAN SYSTEM IN THE UNITED STATES,
PART II: INTERPRETIVE SUMMARY AND SPECIAL FEATURES OF THE PENNSYLVANIAN SYSTEM

DISTRIBUTION OF PENNSYLVANIAN COAL IN THE
UNITED STATES

By HAROLD

INTRODUCTION

Rocks of Pennsylvanian age contain substantial
resources of bituminous coal and anthracite. This coal
occurs principally in the eastern half of the United
States (fig. 5), but thin discontinuous beds of coal occur
in Pennsylvanian rocks as far west as Colorado and New
Mexico.

Coal occurs in each of the mapped intervals in this
publication, as shown in the following tabulation.

Interval Approximate Plate Figure
or stratigraphic No. I\FO&
subinterval equivalents
Ai(oldest) — ________ Chester-lower
Morrow (Springer) 16-A R
A Upper Morrow 16-B 9
B_____ Atoka 16-C 7,89
C__________ __ Des Moines 16-D 6,10,12
D__ o ___ Missouri 16-E 13,14, 15
E (youngest) _______ Virgil 16-F 16

Coal fields of the Appalachian region are divided into
the Anthracite fields of eastern Pennsylvania and the
Appalachian bituminous coal fields, which extend from
western Pennsylvania and eastern Ohio to Alabama. For
brevity, these two coal-bearing areas are designated in
this article as the Anthracite fields and the Appalachian
basin.

CONDITIONS OF COAL ACCUMULATION

As the precursor of coal, peat requires very special
climatic and topographic conditions for its accumula-
tion. The climate must be sufficiently humid to support
a rich growth of vegetation, and the water table must be
high enough to allow prolonged accumulation of plant
detritus in a reducing environment. If the water table is
too low, the plant detritus is destroyed by oxidation.

In cold regions, the evaporation of surface water and
the oxidation of organic matter are retarded, and some

'Deceased June 3, 1970.

R. WANLESS'

plants that grow in such regions, particularly
Sphagnum, or peat moss, have the capacity to hold
much water, even on a slope. In Canada, Alaska, and
northern Eurasia, therefore, peat accumulates on slopes
as well as in flat marshes. An upland peat area of this
type is called a high moor.

In warmer regions, where rates of evaporation and ox-
idation are higher, marsh vegetation and peat accumula-
tion require a nearly level water table. This type of peat-
forming marsh, exemplified by the Everglades of Florida
and other coastal marshes and large delta plains like
those of the lower Mississippi valley, is called a low
moor.

It is generally believed that the peat-forming marshes
of Pennsylvanian time were of the low-moor type,
developed on nearly flat plains saturated with
freshwater. The substantial thickness and broad areal
extent of many Pennsylvanian coal beds suggest that
low-moor marshes characterized by luxuriant plant
growth were far more extensive in Pennsylvanian time
than they are today.

Most large peat-forming areas of today are bordered
on the landward side by areas in which the water table is
too low and the rate of oxidation too high for accumula-
tion of plant debris, and on the seaward side by areas in
which the water is too deep or too saline for growth and
accumulation of plants. At many places in sequences of
coal-bearing rock, a carbonaceous film or “smut’ streak
a fraction of an inch thick may be underlain by an un-
derclay with many root impressions, and overlain by a
sequence of shale, mudstone, or sandstone containing
either marine or nonmarine fossils. Such a stratigraphic
record indicates that plant growth was prevalent in the
area at the time marked by the carbonaceous film, but
that the water table was low and most of the plant
detritus was destroyed by oxidation prior to sub-

mergence of the land and deposition of the overlying
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SUBINTERVAL A;, ROCKS OF LATE MORROW AGE

Rocks included in subinterval A, cover a much larger
area in Eastern and Central United States than those
assigned to subinterval A;. In the Southern Anthracite
field of eastern Pennsylvania, subinterval A, contains
three to nine coal beds having a cumulative coal
thickness ranging from 9 to 21 feet. Near the north edge
of the Appalachian basin in northern Ohio and Penn-
sylvania, and along the southern border of New York,
many elongated discontinuous bodies of rock assigned to
subinterval A, consist of sandstone that filled channels
cut into the underlying pre-Pennsylvanian rocks. In
northern Ohio and Pennsylvania, subinterval A; con-
tains a discontinuous coal bed known as the Sharon coal
and, locally, a second, unnamed coal.

South of the belt of channel sandstone deposits is a
large area that contains no strata representative of sub-
interval A,. This area was a low-lying, west-trending
landmass that was not covered by sediments until the
time of interval B.

South of the land area of southern Pennsylvania and
central Ohio, subinterval A; reappears and is coal bear-
ing across the entire central and southern parts of the
Appalachian basin. In general, both the number of beds
and the cumulative coal thicknesses are greatest on the
southeast side of this area. In an area north of the
Tennessee-Kentucky line, subinterval A; contains 20
coal beds, having a cumulative thickness of 41 feet.
Surrounding this area is a narrow, northeast-trencing
belt in which the cumulative coal thickness is 10-20 feet,
and farther northwest is a wide belt in which the
cumulative coal thickness is 5-10 feet.

In Tennessee, the pattern of coal distribution is much
the same as outlined for Kentucky, but the maximum
cumulative coal thickness is 20 feet.

In Alabama, as in the northern part of the Ap-
palachian basin, subinterval A; contains on the
southeast side of its area of occurrence the maximum
number of coal beds and the maximum cumulative coal
thickness. The Coosa field contains 42 coals having a
maximum cumulative thickness of 49 feet, and the
Cahaba field contains 21 coals having a maximum
cumulative thickness of more than 50 feet. The
cumulative coal thickness decreases gradually in a
westward direction across the Warrior field and is only
about 5 feet at the Alabama-Mississippi line.

Information on subinterval A; is more sparse for
Mississippi than for areas farther east, but logs of oil and
gas wells suggest that some coal is present. A sample log
of a well at locality 103 (Cropp, 1960) shows 24 beds that
have a cumulative coal thickness of 39 feet, but this well
may not be typical.

In the Michigan basin, coal beds in subinterval A; are
discontinuous. Alluvial fans that were accumulating

along the eastern side of the basin apparently did not
coalesce, so no uninterrupted relatively level surfaces
developed on which widespread coals could accumulate.
The Saginaw bed, the most extensive coal in subinterval
A, in the Michigan basin, occurs principally on the
eastern side of the basin. Three beds having a maximum
cumulative coal thickness of 10 feet are recorded in
available records. No coal is reported from the western
third of the basin.

In the Illinois basin, deposition of strata included in
subinterval A, began in areas where relief on the un-
derlying rocks was locally as much as 300 feet. Although
this relief was greatly reduced by valley fill by the later
part of subinterval A;, coals of the Caseyville Formation
(Illinois and Kentucky) and the Mansfield Formation
(Indiana) are nearly all local in distribution. Subinterval
A; in the Illinois basin contains a maximum of five coals
having a cumulative thickness of 5 feet.

Subinterval A, is absent in Iowa, Missouri, Nebraska,
and Kansas, but it is present in Arkansas and
Oklahoma. In those two States, much of the subinterval
is marine. The interval contains one thin coal, known as
the Baldwin bed, which crops out locally in the Bloyd
Shale of Washington County, northwest Arkansas, and
in adjoining parts of Oklahoma. This bed is probably not
continuous, and it is generally less than 1 foot thick.

In the Texas and Oklahoma Panhandles, subinterval
A; is deeply buried, but cuttings from wells in those
areas indicate that it contains a few, probably thin coal
beds. The total thickness, number, and continuity of the
coal beds are unknown.

Near Colorado Springs, Colo., the Glen Eyrie Member
of the Fountain Formation, which is included in sub-
interval A, contains a coal bed less than 1 foot thick
(localities 1 and 2, fig. 9). No coal beds are known in
rocks assigned to subinterval A, west of the Rocky
Mountains. In western Utah, Idaho, and eastern
Nevada, most strata included in this subinterval are
marine.

INTERVAL B, ROCKS OF ATOKA AGE

Rocks assigned to interval B are widespread and con-
tain coal on a large scale in many parts of Eastern and
Central United States.

In the Pennsylvania Anthracite fields, rocks assigned
to interval B occur in the Northern, Eastern and
Western Middle, and Southern fields, but most of the
coal in the interval is in the Eastern Middle and
Southern fields. In the Eastern Middle field, the
cumulative coal thickness is 35 feet; in two beds in the
Southern field, it is 10-13 feet.

Interval B attains its greatest thickness and has both
the largest number of coal beds and the largest
cumulative thickness of coal in the Appalachian basin.
Near the common corner of Kentucky, Tennessee, and
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Virginia the interval contains as many as 50 coals, hav-
ing a total thickness of 50 feet. The interval is thinner,
the coals are fewer, and the cumulative thickness of coal
is less to the northeast. In northern West Virginia, the in-
terval is only 200 feet thick and contains 10 or fewer coal
beds, having a cumulative coal thickness generally in the
range of 5-10 feet. A decline in number and thickness of
coal beds continues northward into Pennsylvania and
Ohio, where the average thickness of several widespread
coal beds is only about 1 foot. In these States the number
of coals in interval B is generally less than five, and the
cumulative thickness is 5 feet or less. In Ohio, most of
the coal beds are overlain by marine rocks.

Interval B is absent in southern Tennessee, Georgia,
and northern Alabama, but it is represented in the
Cahaba field, Alabama, and in the deeply buried part of
the Warrior field in the Black Warrior basin on both
sides of the Alabama-Mississippi line. In a small part of
the Cahaba field, six or more coal beds are present in the
unit. In the Black Warrior basin 34 or more coal beds
having a possible maximum cumulative coal thickness of
48 feet may be present in a drill hole at locality 103,
Mississippi (Cropp, 1960). However, the samples from
this well are reported to be mixed, so the number of coal
beds and the cumulative thickness of coal may be sub-
stantially less than reported. No comparable thickness
of coal is suggested by data from other drill holes in
Mississippi.

In the eastern part of the Michigan basin, interval B is
reported to contain a maximum of six thin beds in one
small area, and a maximum cumulative coal thickness of
5-6 feet in two nearby small areas. One thin bed, the
Verne coal, is overlain by marine limestone. No ap-
preciable amount of coal is recorded in samples from
drill holes in interval B in the western part of the basin.

In the Illinois basin, interval B is present everywhere
except on the axis of the La Salle anticline (pl. 154) of
northern Illinois and on the eastern flank of the
Mississippi River arch (pl. 154). In the deepest part of
the basin in southwestern Illinois and adjoining parts of
Indiana and western Kentucky, interval B typically con-
tains 5-10 coal beds having a cumulative coal thickness
of 10-20 feet. The number of coal beds and the
cumulative coal thickness decrease in the northwest part
of the basin. In central Illinois the interval typically con-
tains three beds that have a cumulative coal thickness of
7 feet; in western Illinois, only one coal, the Rock Island
(No. 1) in the Spoon Formation, is thick enough to be
mined. This coal probably accumulated. in an estuary,
for the coal is locally as much as 5 feet thick but thins to
disappearance within a few yards of what apparently
were the borders of an estuary (fig. 7). The coal is
generally overlain by marine limestone, which suggests
that the coal was formed during a time of marine
transgression. In the same areas, a thin coal suggestive of
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FIGURE 7. — Distribution of the Rock Island (No. 1) coal (near top of
interval B) in estuaries in northwestern Illinois (from Baroffio, 1964).

the regressive phase occurs locally a short distance above

the limestone.
In south-central Missouri, interval B is represented by

many small almost cylindrical coal deposits formed in
sinkholes and caves. Some of the thicker deposits are
45-80 feet thick (Hinds, 1912; Bretz, 1950). In most
deposits, bedding planes of the coal slope inward and
downward, which suggests that the sinkholes continued
to be enlarged as plant detritus accumulated. Deposits
of coal in sinkholes of south-central Missouri are the
finest examples of such deposits in the United States.

In the northern part of the Forest City basin (pl. 154)
of northwest Missouri, southwest Iowa, northeast Kan-
sas, and extreme southeast Nebraska, strata assigned to
interval B (Searight and Howe, 1961, p. 80) locally con-
tain three coal beds having a cumulative coal thickness
of about 5 feet.

In both the Arkoma basin (fig. 41, ch. J) and, farther
south, the Quachita structural belt (pl. 154) of Arkansas
and Oklahoma, interval B is several thousand feet thick
but contains very little coal. The rocks of these areas
were deposited in a dominantly marine environment.
Probably the basins of deposition were downwarped
rapidly, and even during periods of rapid sedimentation
the water was too deep for swamp vegetation to grow.
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unpub. data).

On the northwest flank of the Fort Worth basin (pl.
154), mainly in Jack, Wise, and Denton Counties of
north-central Texas, interval B of the subsurface is well
known through studies of well cuttings (fig. 8). Strata of
this interval include a few thin coal beds.

Interval B is present in the subsurface on the north
and south flanks of the Amarillo-Wichita uplift (pl. 154)
of west Texas and Oklahoma. The north flank was
located in the northern counties of the Texas Panhandle,
the Oklahoma Panhandle, and, presumably, adjoining
parts of Kansas. The southern flank extended across the
southern counties of the Texas Panhandle and adjoining
counties in western Oklahoma (fig. 8). Interval B, in-
cluding some coal, was deposited on piedmont surfaces
or on discontinuous alluvial fans on the two flanks of the
uplift; however, little is known about the number or
thickness of coals in the two areas.

In central and western Colorado and in north-central
New Mexico (fig. 9), coal occurs locally in interval B as
thin discontinuous beds but does not extend farther
west.

INTERVAL C, ROCKS OF DES MOINES AGE

By Des Moines time, most of the eastern and central
parts of the United States had been converted to a low-
lying, nearly level plain by filling of pre-Pennsylvanian
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stream valleys, sinkholes, and other surface
irregularities. Strandlines shifted hundreds of miles
north and east when the sea level rose, or south and west
when the sea level fell. Many cycles of transgression and
regression of the sea permitted periodic accumulation of
layers of peat, intercalated among layers of sediment,
across many thousands of square miles. The floor of most
interval C coals, like that of many other Pennsylvanian
coals, is underclay that contains abundant root im-
pressions; the roof commonly is marine mudstone or
limestone. These relations are diagnostic of coals
deposited during marine transgressions. In Indiana,
some coal beds are underlain by marine strata and
overlain by nonmarine strata (Murray, 1958). These
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relations are diagnostic of coals deposited during
regressions.

In Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and Virginia, many
interval C coals contain partings of mudstone or
sandstone, which generally increase in number,
thickness, and coarseness southeastward. These partings
record periods when swollen streams from the Ap-
palachian highlands flowed into the landward sides of
peat swamps (fig. 10). In coal fields of the Midwest, the
coal beds do not exhibit such partings, because those
coals formed in areas remote from upland sources of
detrital material.

More coal occurs in interval C of the Anthracite fields
in eastern Pennsylvania than in any other interval. At
the eastern end of the Southern field, the interval con-
tains a maximum of 14 coal beds having a maximum
cumulative thickness of 137 feet. The Mammoth bed
alone, where not split by partings, is 50 feet thick; this is
the maximum thickness recorded for any single bed of
Pennsylvanian coal in the United States. The maximum
thickness for an individual coal bed in the Western and
Eastern Middle and Northern Anthracite fields is about
45 feet.

Interval C is present in many places in the Ap-
palachian basin, north of the Kentucky-Tennessee line,
but it is absent south of that line. In southern West
Virginia, where the interval is thickest, it contains a
maximum of 10-13 coals that have a cumulative total
thickness of 25 feet; some of these coals contain detrital
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FIGURE 10. — Distribution and depositional environment of the
Brookville coal (lower part of interval C) in the northern Ap-
palachian basin (from Baroffio, 1964).
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partings. In Ohio the coals are thinner and fewer but
contain a smaller number of partings. In this area, inter-
val C contains 5-10 coals having a typical cumulative
thickness of about 10 feet, except in areas where interval
C is thinner than normal as a result of postdepositional
erosion of the uppermost beds. The Middle Kittanning
coal, which is the thickest individual coal of interval C in
the Appalachian basin, locally is 15 feet thick in
southern Ohio.

In the Michigan basin, interval C was eroded shortly
after deposition, and only the lowermost part is
preserved, forming isolated and irregular remnants.
Most of these remnants contain no coal, but at one
locality in the southeastern part of the basin two thin
coal beds occur that have a cumulative total thickness of
3 feet.

Nearly all coal mined in the Illinois basin is from in-
terval C. The number and cumulative thickness of coals
are greatest in the southeast part of the basin and tend to
decrease to the northwest. In southern Illinois, western
Kentucky, and southwestern Indiana, 15-18 beds, hav-
ing a cumulative total thickness of about 30 feet, are
present; whereas in northwestern Illinois only about
eight beds having a cummulative thickness of 10 feet are
present.

The Herrin (No. 6) coal of southwestern Illinois,
locally as much as 14 feet thick, and coal V of Indiana,
locally as much as 11 feet thick, are the most important
coals in the Illinois basin.

Most of the extensive coals of interval C in the Illinois
basin formed on delta and prodelta surfaces that sloped
gently southeastward. Each of these surfaces came to an
apex, generally on the northwest margin of the basin.
The Herrin (No. 6) coal, which is typical of the group, is
thickest to the southeast and thins to a mere layer of
smut on its northwestern edge, near the highest part of
the delta surface. Presumably oxidation took place in
the high area during most of the time that plants ac-
cumulated to the southeast. At places on the west side of
the delta surface, the Herrin (No. 6) coal rests directly on
marine strata. The Herrin (No. 6) coal generally is
overlain by transgressive marine mudstone or
limestone. Thus, this coal and others exhibiting similar
features must have started to accumulate during regres-
sion of the sea and continued to accumulate throughout
the regression and a subsequent transgression.

Coals overlain by marine mudstone or limestone
generally are high in sulfur, perhaps because of deposi-
tion of iron sulfide (FeS:) in the peat when saturated by
marine waters. In parts of the Illinois basin, several of
the major coals in interval C, which generally are
relatively low in sulfur, are directly overlain by non-
marine gray mudstone as much as 50 feet thick. These
nonmarine mudstones, which lie between the coals and
stratigraphically higher marine mudstones and
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limestones, are detrital wedges that thicken in the direc-
tion of the source and are considered to be prodelta
deposits.

The most extensive and perhaps most distinctive coal
in interval C is a bed that is known as the Colchester
(No. 2) inIllinois, coal Illa in Indiana and the Croweburg
in Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, and Oklahoma, and may cor-
relate with the Schultztown in western Kentucky.
Paleontologic evidence suggests that this bed is a cor-
relative of the Lower Kittanning coal of the northern Ap-
palachian basin. The original distribution of this coal is
approximately shown in figure D on plate 17. Although
the Colchester (No. 2) coal and its many correlatives are
not perfectly synchronous, the bed provides very convine-
ing evidence of a period of widespread and unusually low
relief. It is the most widespread coal bed in the United
States, and possibly in the world.

In the Western Interior region, particularly in the
Forest City basin (pl. 15B) in eastern Kansas and the
Cherokee basin in northeastern Oklahoma, most of the
coal beds in interval C are correlatives of those in the
Illinois basin, but they differ from those in the Illinois
basin by being generally thinner, ranging in thickness
from less than 1 foot to about 3 feet, and are more com-
monly overlain by marine mudstone or limestone.

In southern Iowa and northwestern Missouri, interval
C contains about seven coal beds having a cumulative
thickness of about 13 feet, whereas in extreme
southeastern Kansas and northeastern Oklahoma the
cumulative thickness attains a maximum of 11 feet and,
more typically, is in the 5- to 10-foot range.

Westward and downdip from the coal outcrops and
toward the axes of the Forest City and Cherokee basins,
interval C has been penetrated by many oil-test borings,
for which sample logs are available. Most of these sam-
ple logs are poor sources of coal data, but some mention
coals, mostly single beds. In contrast, very reliable
records from five holes and shafts, located considerable
distances downdip from the outcrops, provide data as
follows: Missouri, two holes, 10-11 coals having a
cumulative thickness of 13-19 feet; Kansas, two holes,
four to five coals having a cumulative thickness of 7-9
feet; and Oklahoma, one hole, four coals having a
cumulative thickness of 4 feet. These records suggest
that many of the coals in interval C in the midcontinent
region persist 50-80 miles downdip from the outcrops.

Farther west, in the deeper parts of the Forest City
basin (pl. 15B), coal is rarely mentioned in drill records
and probably is absent. The center of the basin may
have been too far offshore for plant debris to accumulate.
Still farther west near the Nemaha anticline (pl. 15B),
which forms the western boundary of the Forest City
basin, a coal believed to be a correlative of the
Croweburg has been noted in a sample log.

In the deep Arkoma basin (fig. 41, ch. J) of western
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FIGURE 11. — Distribution of coal in interval C in northern Texas and
western Oklahoma (modified from Mapel, 1967, and G. H. Dixon,
unpub. data).

Arkansas and eastern Oklahoma, coal occurs in the
Hartshorne, McAlester, Savanna, and Boggy For-
mations of early Des Moines age. Strata younger than
the Boggy Formation are barren. The interval C coals of
the Arkoma basin are, therefore, older than most inter-
val C coals in the Cherokee and Forest City basins to the
north., The several coal-bearing formations of the
Arkoma basin contain about five named and several un-
named thin coals having a cumulative thickness of 10-15
feet. The coal-bearing formations and the contained coal
beds are preserved largely in synclinal folds that exhibit
moderately steep dips.

The principal coal-bearing area of north-central Texas
is in Wise, Jack, Young, Parker, and Palo Pinto Coun-
ties. This area is underlain by two to four coals having a
cumulative thickness of about 10 feet (fig. 11). The
Thurber coal, the thickest outcropping coal in north-
central Texas, attains a maximum thickness of 28 in-
ches. The distribution pattern of the coals in north-
central Texas suggests that the coals were formed on
alluvial or deltaic platforms built westward from the
newly elevated Ouachita uplift (pl. 15B) that lay to the
northeast.

In the Texas Panhandle, and to a minor extent in the
Oklahoma Panhandle, strata assigned to interval C con-
tain a few small sporadic and deeply buried coal beds, as
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shown in figure 11. No detailed information is available
as to their number or thickness. The distribution pattern
suggests that they formed in deltaic or alluvial en-
vironments marginal to uplands along the Wichita uplift
(pl. 15B) of southwest Oklahoma.

No coal of Des Moines age is known west of the areas
shown in figure 11.

INTERVAL D, ROCKS OF MISSOURI AGE

Interval D contains many coal beds but, except in the
Anthracite fields, most are too thin to mine and have not
been recorded in detail.

In the Northern Anthracite field of Pennsylvania, in-
terval D contains a maximum of 10 beds having a
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cumulative thickness of 44 feet; in the middle fields, the
interval contains a maximum of 12 beds, having max-
imum cumulative thicknesses ranging from 30 feet in the
Eastern Middle field to 53 feet in the Western Middle
field; in the Southern field interval D contains 26 beds
that have a maximum cumulative thickness of 79 feet.
Several of the anthracite beds are locally as much as 10

feet thick, far exceeding the maximum thickness for a
single coal in interval D in other parts of the United
States.

In the Appalachian basin, interval D contains a max-
imum of eight coal beds, but the number typically is less
than five. The maximum cumulative thickness in parts
of Maryland is as much as 16 feet but generally is on the
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order of 5 feet. Many individual coals average no more
than 1 foot in thickness, and in places they thin to car-
bonaceous films a millimeter or so thick. Because of its
negligible coal content, the Conemaugh Formation,
which comprises all of interval D and the lower part of
interval E, was called the Lower Barren Measures in
early studies of Pennsylvanian stratigraphy.

A series of maps by Morris (1967) showing individual
coal beds, beginning with the Middle Kittanning coal of
late Des Moines age, suggests that coal deposition in the
uppermost Allegheny Formation and lower part of the
Conemaugh Formation took place along the margins of a
central lake or bay, open to the sea on the west and
bordered by a highland on the east (fig. 12). The basin
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occupied by the central lake or bay was intermittently
downwarped and flooded with fresh or salt water (Barof-
fio, 1964). This unstable environment was conducive to
the formation of many coal beds but not to the formation
of a single thick coal.

Interval D of the Illinois basin is represented
everywhere in Illinois except in the northern and
northwestern parts. The number of coal beds in the in-
terval ranges from a maximum of 14 in south-central
Illinois to less than 5 in north-central Illinois. The
cumulative coal thicknesses show a range from 15 to 18
feet in south-central Illinois, but are 5 feet or less in
north-central Illinois. Most of the individual coals are
too thin to be mined, except locally where the coal is
used for household purposes.

The principal coal beds in interval D rest on and are
coextensive with underlying deltaic platforms built up
by streams flowing from the south or southeast (Horne,
1965, 1968) (figs. 13 and 14).

In the Western Interior region, interval D contairs
three fairly widespread thin coal beds — the Ovid bed,
largely in Missouri (Glover, 1964); the Dawson bed in
Oklahoma; and the Thayer bed in Kansas (Horne, 1965).
Each of these beds is locally as much as 18 inches thick,
but the average thickness is generally less. The
cumulative thickness of the three beds rarely exceeds 3
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feet. Each coal bed is approximately coextensive with a
subjacent delta platform.

In the Ardmore basin (fig. 41, ch. J) of southern
Oklahoma, at one locality a 2-foot coal bed has been
reported in interval D.

In north-central Texas, coal deposits of interval D (fig.
15) occur in about the same area as the older coal of in-
terval C. The cumulative thickness of the interval D coal
is probably not more than 5 feet. The only part of the in-
terval D coal that has been mined is the Bridgeport coal
of Wise County; the Bridgeport coal has a maximum
reported thickness of 22 inches. All these coals, like those
of the underlying interval C, were formed on deltaic or
alluvial platforms built up by sediment derived from the
Ouachita Uplift (pl. 156B) to the northeast.

In parts of the Texas Panhandle, and in southwestern
Oklahoma, just north of the Wichita uplift (pl. 15B), in-
terval D contains coal, as shown by cuttings from deep
wells. No information is available about the number or
thickness of these coals, but they are probably few and
thin as most of the associated rocks are of marine origin.
The coals must have formed on deltaic or alluvial plains
that extended both north and south of the Amarillo-
Wichita uplift (pl. 15B).

INTERVAL E, ROCKS OF VIRGIL AGE

In the Appalachian basin, interval E comprises the
upper part of the Conemaugh Formation, which contains
only a few thin coal beds, and the Monongahela Forma-
tion, which contains many thick coals. The Pittsburgh
coal, at the base of the Monongahela Formation, is of
minable thickness throughout an area of 6,000 square
miles in Maryland, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, and
Ohio. It attains a maximum thickness of 22 feet in
western Maryland but thins gradually in all directions
from this area. It is 8-14 feet thick in southwestern Penn-
sylvania and in northern West Virginia, and 4-6 feet
thick in easternmost Ohio and in southern West Virginia
(Cross, 1952). This coal bed has produced more coal than
any other bed in the United States. Above the
Pittsburgh coal are the Redstone, Sewickley, Union-
town, and Waynesburg coals, all of which are locally of
minable thickness.

In western Maryland, interval E contains a maximum
of 12 coal beds having a cumulative thickness of 42 feet.
In the West Virginia Panhandle and adjoining parts of
Pennsylvania and Ohio, the interval contains 5 to 10 coal
beds that have cumulative thicknesses ranging from 10
to 32 feet. Southwest of this general area, an abrupt
facies change is marked by an appreciable thinning of
the coal beds; some coals thin to carbonaceous films.
Associated sandstone and mudstone beds are generally
red. In this area there are as many as five coal beds, and
their cumulative thickness is as much as 10 feet, but
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mostly it is 5-7 feet. The greatest amount of coal was ac-
cumulated in the most deeply depressed parts of the Ap-
palachian basin, continuing a pattern shown by coals of
intervals C and D. Interbedded with interval E coals are
several thin but persistent freshwater (lacustrine)
limestone beds that are useful stratigraphic markers.
The thick coal beds of interval E probably formed on
deltas built forward into gradually deepening water.

In the Illinois basin in east-central Illinois and in the
Moorman syncline of western Kentucky, interval E is
very thin. It contains about five coal beds in each area.
In east-central Illinois, the cumulative coal thickness is
more than 10 feet in a very small area but is 5-10 feet
throughout a much larger area. In western Kentucky, the
maximum cumulative coal thickness is 8 feet.

In southwestern Iowa and northwestern Missouri, in-
terval E was partly eroded before the deposition of
overlying beds. Its full thickness is preserved, however,
farther west in Kansas and Nebraska, and farther south
in Oklahoma. In those areas, interval E consists of a
basal unit, the Douglas Group, which consists primarily
of detrital rocks; a middle unit, the Shawnee Group,
which contains much limestone; and an upper unit, the
Wabaunsee Group, which consists of a sequence of inter-
calated limestones and detrital rocks. Three coal beds
occur in the Douglas Group (Bowsher and Jewett, 1943),
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FIGURE 16. — Distribution of coal in interval E in northern Texas and
western Oklahoma (modified from Mapel, 1967, and G. H. Dixon,
unpub. data).

and 10 in the Wabaunsee Group (Schoewe, 1946). Each
of these coals averages less than 1 foot in thickness, but
most are widespread. All the coals probably formed on
deltaic or alluvial plains, and several are directly
overlain by limestone beds, which suggests that they
formed during periods of marine transgression.

In north-central Texas, interval E comprises the
Graham and Thrifty Formations of the Cisco Group (fig.
16). Coal in the Graham Formation occurs in small
widely spaced areas, but that in the Thrifty Formation is
more continuous. The Chaffin coal in the Thrifty Forma-
tion is 20 inches thick locally in McCulloch County
where it once was mined. However, most of the interval
E coals are deeply buried and information concerning:
them is based on oil-well cuttings and records.

In the Texas Panhandle and in western Oklahoma, in-
terval E coal has been observed in well cuttings in small
widely spaced, deeply buried areas.

COAL OF PENNSYLVANIAN AGE
IN NEW ENGLAND

In the Narragansett basin of eastern Rhode Island and
southeastern Massachusetts, coal-bearing rocks of Penn-
sylvanian age are assigned to the Rhode Island Forma-
tion. This formation has been folded and faulted, and
most of the beds are steeply dipping. Sections measured
at outcrops, or cored in search of coal, represent only a
small part of the entire sequence. The formation is es-
timated, on the basis of incomplete data, to be 12,000
feet thick. Coal in the Rhode Island Formation is of
meta-anthracite rank and is somewhat graphitic; it
seems to occur near the base of the formation and is
probably of Early or Middle Pennsylvanian age. This
formation cannot yet be divided into the intervals used
in discussion of Pennsylvanian rocks throughout this
report.

Coal in the Rhode Island Formation is associated en-
tirely with detrital nonmarine rocks; individual beds
form discontinuous lens-shaped pods. Coals commonly
thin abruptly from as much as 25 feet to 5 feet or less.
Correlation has not yet been made between many of the
coals in different parts of the basin.

Two published logs of cored drill holes in the Rhode
Island Formation provide quantitative information on
its coal. One, from Portsmouth, Aquidneck Island, R. I.,
records 485 feet of rock, including 15 coal beds having a
cumulative thickness of 24 feet. The second, from
Seekonk, Mass., . records 900 feet of rock, including 13
coals that have a cumulative thickness of 21 feet.
Neither hole was drilled perpendicular to the bedding, so
the reported coal thicknesses are probably overstated.

The Rhode Island meta-anthracite was mined
sporadically and intermittently on a small scale in the
days of early settlement, but most operations have been
abandoned for many years. The steeply dipping and dis-



DISTRIBUTION OF PENNSYLVANIAN COAL IN THE UNITED STATES 47

continuous beds are difficult to mine, and the coal is
generally too graphitic to burn effectively as fuel
(Ashley, 1915; Toenges and others, 1948).

SUMMARY OF PENNSYLVANIAN
PALEOGEOGRAPHY AND COAL DEPOSITION

In the Eastern United States, deposition of Pennsylva-
nian sediments continued from Late Mississippian time
into Early Pennsylvanian time in both the Appalachian
and Ouachita geosynclines. The oldest coals in these
geosynclines formed on leveled depositional surfaces of
earliest Pennsylvanian age. In adjacent shelf areas, relief
of pre-Pennsylvanian and Early Pennsylvanian time was
reduced by the filling of stream valleys and sinkholes; in
those areas, the somewhat younger coals formed mainly
in river valleys, estuaries, and sinkholes.

By late Morrow time (interval A;), widespread coal
beds formed in the Black Warrior basin of Alabama, in
southern Tennessee, and in northwestern Georgia. By
Atoka time (interval B), still more widespread coals
formed in central and southern West Virginia, Virginia,
and eastern Kentucky.

Most of the pre-Pennsylvanian and Early Pennsylva-
nian land surfaces had been buried by sediment by mid-
dle Des Moines time (interval C), and a low, nearly uni-
form, gently dipping depositional plain extended from
Kansas and Oklahoma to Pennsylvania and West
Virginia. High places on this plain included the Ozark
area, the Nemaha anticline, and the Central Kansas up-
lift. In this setting, slight changes in the relative
elevations of land and sea produced extensive
transgressions and regressions of the Pennsylvanian sea
across an area of thousands of square miles. These slow
changes were conducive to the formation of the many
widespread coal beds of uniform thickness that
characterize interval C.

By Missouri and Virgil time (intervals D and E),
newly elevated areas appeared on the periphery of the
Des Moines (interval C) depositional plain and were
gradually eroded. The debris from these areas formed
deltas, many of them composite, and they tended to seg-
ment the Des Moines (interval C) depositional plain.
The coals, which are coextensive with the deltas, or
nearly so, are markedly less widespread than older Penn-
sylvanian coals.

Throughout Pennsylvanian time, coal accumulation
was concentrated in the easternmost part of the United
States, particularly in the eastern part of the Ap-
palachian basin, and in the Anthracite fields of Penn-
sylvania. This concentration is probably the result of

three factors working in combination: (1) the areas of
thick coal accumulation were in a gently subsiding
geosyncline that permitted many repetitions of a
nearshore swamp environment favorable for coal forma-
tion, (2) marine transgressions all came from the west,
and areas farther west were covered by the sea much of
the time, and (3) the climate was more humid to the east
than in western America, and the vegetation more lux-
uriant.
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in organic matter and consequently the interstitial en-
vironment was strongly reducing. The iron released by
hydrolysis of silicate grains in these sediments either
remained in solution er was precipitated as ferrous com-
pounds, and there was no reddening of the deposits.
Locally, however, either because of the initial occurrence
of a smaller amount of organic matter in the sediments,
higher pH, or because postdepositional oxidation
removed the organic matter, some marine sediments
were not sufficiently reducing to prevent ultimate
precipitation of ferric oxides, and in time these
sediments also became reddened (Walker, 1959)2.

During the course of becoming reddened diagenetical-
ly, the Pennsylvanian sediments apparently became
more uniformly red than they are at present; the existing
color relationships in the red beds indicate that the
colors of many of the nonred rocks have resulted from
bleaching of sediments that previously were red. It
should be emphasized that these color relationships do
not imply that the sediments were red when deposited;
they merely indicate that red pigment predates the
bleaching in some beds. The bleaching apparently
reflects subsequent changes in ground-water chemistry
that resulted in reduction of the previously formed iron
oxide pigment. The reason for the chemical change is un-
known, but the postdepositional history of these
sediments involves about 250 million years, and during
this time two important events occurred, either one of
which could have affected the chemistry of the in-
terstitial water and caused partial removal of the red
pigment. These events were: (1) the deposition of
strongly reducing marine geosynclinal sediments of
Mesozoic age above the red beds, and (2) the occurrence
of a moist continental environment subsequent to uplift
of the red beds during the Laramide orogeny in early
Tertiary time. During this late-stage bleaching, the
coarser, more permeable beds were affected most, and in
places the red pigment was completely removed from
some of the beds. The red pigment in other beds was only
partly removed. In some of these, crossbedding patterns
have been accentuated by selective removal of the pig-
ment from the more permeable laminae. In others,
irregularly shaped bleached areas have been formed.
The bleaching has resulted in the development of alter-
nating fine-grained red and coarse-grained nonred beds
that now characterize the red bed sequence at many
places.

SUMMARY

The main conditions which, in my opinion, con-
tributed to the formation of pigment in the Pennsylva-
nian red beds of the western interior can be summarized
as follows.

‘When the 1959 paper was written. Linterpreted the pigment in these deposits to be detrital.
I no longer accept that interpretation,

Regional aridity inhibited weathering in the source
area and allowed unstable silicate minerals to survive
alteration until after the arkosic sediments were
deposited in the basins. The arid climate also inhibited
the growth of plants, and therefore the sediments, when
originally deposited, contained little organic matter. As
a result the Eh of the interstitial water in the deposited
sediments commonly was oxidizing or only weakly
reducing.

The detrital silicate minerals, particularly the iron-
bearing silicates, were unstable wherever water migrated
through the sediments and they were slowly altered by
hydrolysis. This reaction removed the more unstable
grains such as hornblende; it released iron, and created
an alkaline pH. Owing in part to the initial low content
of organic matter and in part to the development of
alkaline conditions, the interstitial Eh-pH environment
commonly was in the stability field for iron hydroxide,
and wherever these conditions prevailed the iron
released by intrastratal alteration was precipitated as
iron-oxide pigment. The pigment probably was initially
precipitated as amorphous ferric oxide, but upon aging it
converted to hematite, and the sediments involved were
reddened.

Exceptions to the conditions of reddening occurred in
sediments that were deposited in marine environments
or in coastal swamps or inland oases where more abun-
dant organic matter created strongly reducing conditions
that prevented precipitation of iron oxide, despite the
occurrence of alkaline interstitial water. Such sediments
generally were not reddened.
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PENNSYLVANIAN CYCLOTHEMS OF THE APPALACHIAN PLATEAU,
A RETROSPECTIVE VIEW

By Joun C. Ferm!

INTRODUCTION

The concept of the cyclothem as a product of cyclic
sedimentation in coal-bearing Pennsylvanian sedimen-
tary rocks in the United States is among the major ideas
that have captured the attention and imagination of
American geologists of the last century. It is, of course,
part of the more general idea of cyclicity in natural
processes but has special appeal in that it has specific
application to a group of rocks that are widespread and
have been intensely studied. Furthermore, it has proved
to be especially attractive to stratigraphers inasmuch as
it has provided a means for organizing a group of strata
consisting of greatly diverse rock types that previously
seemed to lack any consistent interrelationships. Thus
Ashley (1931), after years of experience in the coal
measures, agreed that coal beds generally overlay seat
rocks or underclays but could recognize no vertical or
horizontal pattern beyond this. As a result of the
widespread popularity of cyclothems, the literature deal-
ing specifically with them is voluminous, including a
very large number of titles dealing directly with the sub-
ject and an even larger number in which this topic is a
major adjunct.

Weller, who can be said to be the father of the
cyclothem concept, brought together many of the major
thought trends up to 1964. More recently, Duff, Hallam,
and Walton (1967) treated the concept as a major part of
their summary volume on cyclic sedimentation.

Despite all this effort and enthusiasm, or perhaps
because of it, many basic problems of cyclothemic
deposits are apparently unresolved. There seems to be no
general agreement as to what exact sequence should
make up a cyclothem in a specific area or at what par-
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ticular point a cyclothem is to begin or end. Likewise,
the question of origin remains unresolved.

In addition, one may reasonably question the func-
tional value of the cyclothem concept. It now seems clear
that cyclothems do not constitute a basis for
stratigraphic classification (Kosanke and others, 1960),
and if the stress should be placed on environmental in-
terpretation, as Doty and Hubert (1962) suggested, the
notion of a specific sequence or of several specific se-
quences of beds may not be the most fruitful approach.

One of the major advances in the description of
cyclothemic sequences is that of their quantification
(Pearn, 1964; Potter and Blakely, 1968; Preston and
Henderson, 1964). Unlike previous approaches, which
dealt with “idealized” or “complete’” cycles, this ap-
proach describes exactly the rock units of which a
cyclothemic sequence consists and associated a
mathematical probability with each sequence. Such an
approach has a high level of objectivity and provides an
excellent predictive device for dealing with vertical se-
quences. The method, however, is applicable to any ver-
tical sequence, and some question arises as to whether it
is really dealing with the cyclothem as a unique
phenomenon, as originally proposed.

Although interest in the subject of cyclothems con-
tinues,'it may be waning, as suggested by the fact that
fewer formal papers deal with the subject than
heretofore, and informal discussion also has apparently
diminished, but has not ended. One notable recent treat-
ment of the cyclothem concept is given in the group of
papers in Kansas Geological Survey Bulletin 169
(Merriam, 1964). The present essay is intended to
provide a retrospective view of some of the major ideas
associated with cyclic coal measure sedimentation and
to indicate the direction in which they are evolving.

A regional summary treatment seems inappropriate
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while the excellent synthesis by Duff, Hallan, and
Walton (1967) is available. An attempt is made,
however, to trace the initiation and growth of the con-
cept in the Illinois basin, to show how the ideas
developed there were tested in the coal measures of the
Appalachian Plateau, and to demonstrate how this
testing, in turn, led to the development of new
lithogenetic models in that region. Thus, this treatment
is restricted to the experiences of a few people in a
limited geographic area. It provides an example of
hypothesis generation and testing in the context of non-
quantitative geologic thought and so may have general
relevance at this time.

THE INNOVATION IN ILLINOIS

If Weller can be said to be the father of the American
cyclothem concept, then Udden can certainly be
regarded as the grandfather. Udden’s ideas expressed in
a U.S. Geological Survey report (Udden, 1912) on the
Peoria quadrangle in northwestern Illinois centered on
the tendency for repetition of sequences of rock units
among Pennsylvanian strata above the Number 5 coal
bed. These sequences, in vertical order, consisted of un-
derclay and coal overlain by marine limestone and (or)
shale which was in turn overlain by another seat rock
and coal. He further recognized that all such sequences
(which he called cycles of sedimentation) were not iden-
tical. In some cycles the coal, underclay, or limestone
was much thinner than in others, and in some places one
or more members were absent. Enough of the members
were present at each place, however, to clearly show the
pattern.

Udden (1912) further believed that each sequence
represented a repeated pattern of sedimentation com-
mencing with the development of a peat and underlying
soil (coal and seat rock). This was followed by sub-
sidence of the swamp surface and concomitant marine
inundation now represented by marine limestone and
shale. Deposits of clay, silt, and sand filled the basin to a
level that would allow swamps to form again. These
observations and inferences were similar te those of later
workers on British Carboniferous rocks (see Duff and
others, 1967, p. 117-141); moreover, the British
“idealized” or “standard” cycle is very similar to that of
Udden.

Because of its publication in a quadrangle report and
its necessarily local implications, Udden’s idea of coal-
measure cyclothemic sedimentation might have quietly
expired except for the innovative paper by Weller (1930).
His paper had a galvanic effect and even now a reader
can be impressed by its breadth and by the sweeping
nature of its conclusions. Today there is little question
that many of his inferences and even some of his data
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were projected beyond available evidence, but such
lapses are forgivable in the face of the overall result.

Weller’s cyclic sequence, later designated a cyclothem
(Wanless and Weller, 1932) and slightly modified to in-
clude a few additional members (Weller and others,
1942), is shown by Krumbein and Sloss, (1963, fig.
13-10). This sequence consists of the following 10
members, from base to top: 1, sandstone with plant
remains; 2, gray sandy shale; 3, freshwater limestone; 4,
underclay; 5, coal; 6, gray shale, sparse marine fossils; 7,
marine limestone; 8, marine black shale; 9, marine
limestone; 10, gray shale, marine fossils in lower part.

One of the most obvious differences between the cycle
of Udden and the cyclothem of Weller and Wanless
(1932) is the greater precision in the latter’s lithologic
descriptions. Weller, for example, pointed out that the
basal sandstone member, which is the coarsest grained
member of the cyclothem, is overlain with gradational
contact by siltstone and this, in turn, is overlain by an
even finer grained underclay which may or may not con-
tain freshwater limestone. Further, Weller distinguished
between different types of shale above the coal beds, he
recognized at least two different types of marine
limestone, and he described the position of sideritic
ironstone.

Lateral variability, as important as the detailed
descriptions and the discrimination between rock types,
was not stressed by Weller (1930) — in fact he made a
point of emphasizing lateral continuity of some rock
units — but lateral variability is implied in his state-
ment that all members are not necessarily present in any
one place. He stated, however, that as the cyclothem is
traced laterally, members not present in one area occur
in another at the expected place in the sequence. Thus,
from the beginning the cyclothem was a laterally predic-
tive device. Reger (1931) attempted to define this com-
plete sequence, including all known members, as a
“phantom” cycle, but the term “phantom” mistakenly
became associated with units that were not actually
present. To geologists who were having enough trouble
mapping real coal beds, the notion of mapping phantoms
was simply too much.

Equally unfortunate with respect to development of
the idea that a cyclothem is the product of sedimentary
processes was the notion of the “incomplete” cyclothem
in which some members were said to be missing. This no-
tion, perhaps arising from the practice of numbering the
rock units in the cycle, gives the impression that a
cyclothem in which some numbered units are not pres-
ent at a specific place reflects an incomplete sedimen-
tary record. Elementary knowledge of sedimentation
should show the fallacy of such an idea. For any par-
ticular area the record was complete, but that area may
have lacked conditions or processes necessary for the
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development of a lithologic unit that is present in adjoin-
ing areas.

Many difficulties caused by variation from the ideal
Illinois sequence became immediately apparent in a con-
ference held at Urbana, Ill., in 1930 at which represen-
tatives from Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, Kansas,
and Texas outlined the characteristics of Pennsylvanian
successions in their respective regions (Illinois
Geological Survey, 1931). It became clear that repeated
sequences in other areas, although vaguely reminiscent
of those in Illinois, were different from them in major
aspects. These differences, after they were studied by
many people, were summarized by Wanless (1950), who
accounted for variation from one region to another by
differences in tectonic background and attendant
depositional environment (fig. 22).

Cycles in the Appalachian region were mainly non-
marine, dominated by clastic deposition and by frequent
splitting of coal beds, whereas those of the Western
Interior basin were characterized by a complete se-
quence of marine carbonates and by relatively little coal.
Implicit in this synthesis, however, as in Weller’s
original paper (1930), was the notion that at least some
beds of the cyclothem are extremely widespread, cover-
ing distances halfway across the continent. Weller, in
making this assumption (and it is an assumption, as
there exists no proof for it), concluded that the
cyclothem should properly be called a formation and
thus constitute a basis for stratigraphic classification
and mapping. This idea, coupled with a suggestion that
each member of the cyclothem should everywhere bear
the same stratigraphic name, was greeted enthusi-
astically by many geologists, if only to simplify the op-
pressive practice of Pennsylvanian stratigraphers of giv-
ing every shale, coal, limestone, ironstone, and
sandstone a different stratigraphic name. The cyclothem
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FIGURE 22. — Model of lateral variation of cyclothemic deposits (from
Wanless, 1950, p. 21).

as a basin element of stratigraphic classification was
adopted in various States; now, however, it has been
abandoned in some of these States, notably Illinois
(Kosanke and others, 1960).

The probable origin of cyclothems was also discussed
by Weller (1930). The cyclothems he described were
composed of units which were bounded at base and top
by regional unconformities and which contained a lower
segment that was indicative of marine environments.
Pursuing a logical argument requiring that regional
events arise from regional causes, Weller proposed a tec-
tonic origin, beginning with an episode of uplift which
generated the regional unconformity; this episode was
followed by initial stages of subsidence or perhaps reduc-
tion of the source area by erosion, which permitted ac-
cumulation of sands and silts on the eroded surface.
Further subsidence and (or) erosion of the source
reduced the amount of detritus, permitting first the
development of coal swamps and later a marine inunda-
tion, represented by marine shale and limestone. Uplift
and erosion began the next cycle. This explanation came
under fire quickly on the grounds that the large number
of cyclothems represented in many areas would require
an unreasonably large number of uplifts and downwarps
— a kind of springboard tectonism that would in itself be
difficult to explain. Wanless and Shepard (1936), calling
upon more conventional causes, associated late
Paleozoic glaciation in the southern hemisphere with
cyclothemic deposits, correlating periods of glaciation
with lowering of sea level and resulting erosion, and wan-
ing ice sheets with the rise of sea level. This hypothesis,
although in many ways more attractive than the tectonic
explanation, would require matching of cyclothems in
the northern hemisphere with a known number of glacial
stages in the southern hemisphere. But the number of
late Paleozoic glaciations had not been carefully worked
out (and still has not been); thus, the theory has not
been verified. The origin of the cyclothems remains one
of the intriguing questions of American geology.

APPALACHIAN TRIALS AND AN
“ALLEGHENY DUCK”

During the two decades following the widespread
application of the cyclothem concept in the Middle
West, several workers, including E. G. Williams and me,
attempted to test the idea in the coal-bearing strata of
the Appalachian Plateau. Williams and I were concerned
with the Middle Pennsylvanian Allegheny Group in
western Pennsylvania. Our experience led us first to ten-
tative acceptance of the cyclothem concept, but later to
rejection of it, and finally to development of a new
model.

At first the Weller cyclothem concept, modified by
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Wanless’ regional variation model, seemed applicable.
Many open-pit coal mines clearly showed sequences very
similar to the upper half of Weller’s cyclothem, con-
sisting in vertical succession of underclay, coal, dark
shale, thin calcareous shale and limestone containing
marine fossils, and gray shale which became silty up-
ward. Absence of the two limestones and the black fissile
shale of the Weller model could be attributed to a
generally more landward position of Appalachian
Plateau rocks. Other exposures showed similar se-
quences except that the limy components were still
further reduced or absent and faunas consisted only of
phosphatic brachiopods and pelecypods, presumably of
brackish-water or freshwater origin. These rocks, in ad-
dition to showing strong similarities to a part of the
Illinois cyclothem, also demonstrated that zones of
marine fossils, formerly known only in Ohio, also ex-
tended eastward into central Pennsylvania.

Major problems centered upon the basal sandstone of
the cycle and the unconformity upon which it rested.
Such problems were especially important because the
scoured surface at the base of the sandstone had been
defined as the lower boundary of the Weller cyclothem
and had been considered to be a feature of regional im-
portance. In accord with the Illinois model, many ex-
posures of strata between two coal beds showed
sandstones on the order of 30-40 feet thick lying with an
erosional contact on the underlying coal or roof shale and
grading upward into siltstone and finally into underclay
and coal. But in other coal-to-coal intervals where the
sandstone was thin, the sandstone was near the top of
the interval and was overlain by underclay, but it graded
downward into siltstone and shale. There was not the
slightest evidence of an unconformity beneath these thin
sandstones and thus no boundary for the cyclothem.

Still other strip-mine exposures, which showed both
types of sequence and their lateral relationships,
provided a partial solution. In these cuts, from a place
where the sandstone was thick and obviously discon-
formable, the erosional base of the sandstone rose
laterally from the coal or roof shale and, as the sandstone
thinned, passed into the underclay of an overlying coal
bed. Thus the unconformity at the base of the sandstone
and the underclay into which it laterally graded were
manifestations of the same event; the underclay
represented an interfluve surface and the sandstone with
its scoured base reflected an adjoining area of alluvial
scour and fill. The observation clarified an active debate
between those who favored a boundary at either the base
or the top of the coal bed and followers of Weller who ad-
vocated a boundary at the base of the sandstone.

At still other places, the problem of the position of the
unconformity and basal sandstone could not easily be
resolved. In some exposures, sandstones 30-40 feet thick,
with an erosional base similar to those previously
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described, intertongued laterally into dark shales con-
taining marine fossils; the underlying unconformable
surface at the base of the sandstone changed laterally to
a sharp but nonscoured contact and finally disappeared
as the overlying coarse sediment pinched out. No
regional unconformity could be recognized here, nor was
there channeling as would be expected in a channel-
interfluve situation.

In some exposures where the sandstone was thin (2-10
ft thick), the problem was even more difficult. These
sandstones graded downward through siltstone into
shale but were separated from an overlying shale by a
very sharp contact, the reverse sequence of that in the
Weller cyclothem.

In still other localities, the lateral continuity claimed
for the Illinois cyclothem could not be demonstrated.
Wanless noted similar occurrences in the Appalachian
basin, but explained them partially through the
mechanism of coal-bed splitting, in which a bed of coal is
divided into two or more units with intervening strata
developed between them as a full cyclic sequence of a
sort. This seemed to be clearly the situation in some
places, but in many others a sequence of underclay, coal,
shale, sandstone, underclay, and coal wedged out com-
pletely in both directions in the cut face of a single strip
mine and could not be found in adjoining exposures.
Such cyclothems obviously had no significant lateral
continuity.

Because of the many exceptions cited, the Weller ideal
cyclothem seemed to be unacceptable and a new model
was required. Strongly influenced by the lectures of P. D.
Krynine (1947-55), Williams and I concluded that in a
sequence such as the Allegheny Group, composed
dominantly of detrital rocks, the most suitable boun-
daries or punctuation points in the sedimentary record
should represent those periods of minimum detrital in-
flux. In the Appalachian rocks these would be the coal
beds, composed primarily of vegetable matter and very
little detritus. Also included were the underclays which,
although composed mainly of detrital material, had been
strongly modified by the indigenous process of plant
growth. This boundary was in accord with the ideas of
Udden (1912)), Stout (1931), and others, and, as shown
previously, it was not far from that of Weller.

The concept of minimum detrital influx and the
generation of indigenous sediments was further ex-
tended, however, to bedded sideritic ironstone and
limestone; these rocks, too, required a depositional set-
ting relatively free of detrital sediments in order that the
carbonates could be precipitated by biochemical or
physiochemical processes. As in the Illinois cyclothem,
the ironstones and limestones were recognized to be, for
the most part, of marine or brackish-water origin and the
coal beds and underclays were primarily of freshwater
origin, but their genesis as nondetrital deposits was
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emphasized. Furthermore, it could be shown that at
some places marine limestones graded laterally into
bedded ironstones and finally into coal and underclay
(Ferm and Williams, 1965). All these rocks represented
nondetrital sites of deposition but in different en-
vironmental settings.

Among detrital (or clastic) rocks, the principal basis of
classification is grain-size variation in a vertical se-
quence. Experience has shown that Weller’s simple se-
quences — sandstone grading upward through siltstone
to claystone beneath coal beds and shale and becoming
coarser grained upward above the coal — did not ade-
quately describe the complex detrital sequences in the
Appalachian area. In fact, sequences of detrital rocks
between two nondetrital rocks contain virtually every
combination of local rock types. Thus, as shown in
figure 23, the sandstone was at the base in sequence A, at
the top in sequence B, in the middle in sequence C, and
at both top and bottom in sequence D. In sequence A the
scoured surface was at the base of the sandstone; in D
the basal contact of the lower sandstone was sharp but
clearly not erosional in some sections, whereas in others
it was clearly erosional; in B the top contact of the
sandstone was sharp; and in C both bottom and top con-
tacts of the sandstone were gradational.

As in nondetrital rocks—coal, limestone, and
ironstone—these foregoing detrital sequences could be
related to a marine-nonmarine dichotomy. Thus, in
some type B sequences, marine or brackish-water faunas
occurred throughout the sequence and nondetrital rocks
lying directly above and below were limestone or
ironstone that also contained marine fossils. Type C se-
quences in some, but not all, places contained marine
fossils in the shaly lower part; type D sequences in a few

A B C D

Position of nondetrital rocks: coal, underclay, marine limestone

FIGURE 23. — Sequential arrangement of sandstone, siltstone, and
shale between nondetrital rocks in the Northern Appalachian
Plateau. Sandstone, dots; shale or mudstone, dashes; sandy shale or
mudstone, dashes and dots.

places contained marine fossils at the top of the lower
sandstone. Marine fossils were not found in any type A
sequences. In all sequences marine or brackish-water
fossils were less common in sandstones than in finer
grained rocks, but the fact that they occurred in certain
kinds of sandstone but not in others suggested that the
presence or absence of fossils could be used as an en-
vironmental criterion.

Obviously all the complex sequences and rock types
described above could not be represented in a single
cyclothemic column, especially because different se-
quences and rock types were shown to grade laterally
into one another. Furthermore, a vertical marine-
nonmarine dichotomy would be useless inasmuch as
marine rocks were shown to grade laterally into non-
marine strata. Thus a model should be two, or better,
three dimensional showing all manner of lateral
relationships. Such a model is shown in figure 24 with its
lateral terminations based on the observation that non-
detrital units—underclays and coals and marine
limestones—tended to be more widespread than detrital
rocks and locally converged into single units.

Initially, we had planned to designate this model a
cyclothem, but the draftsman, observing the pattern in a
slightly different way, thought that it looked more like a
duck in flight. The name ‘“Allegheny duck,” although
not exactly in accord with the original intent and cer-
tainly not very erudite, was easy to remember and
therefore was retained. Although shown in two dimen-
sions, the duck was visualized as a lens-shaped, three-
dimensional body; the enclosing nondetrital sediments
converged outward in all directions and the associated
detrital sediments diminished in the fashion shown in
figure 24, sandstone wedging out first, then siltstone,
and finally shale. Further, not all ‘““ducks” had a marine
“tail’—some were entirely enclosed in coal and seat
rocks and consisted wholly of detrital sequences similar
to those shown on the right side of the drawing. Likewise
a ‘“duck” of detrital rocks surrounded entirely by
limestone or ironstone like the part shown on the left side
of the model could be hypothesized, but none like this
was ever observed. Actually, the most common arrange-
ment among those which included both marine and non-
marine components was the one shown in the figure, in
which coal and underclay extended across the top and
limestone and ironstone along the bottom. And, of
course, cross sections through different parts of a single
three-dimensional body could yield a variety of com-
binations.

Observed thicknesses of ““‘ducks” ranged from 10 to 100
feet but most were about 50 feet. Horizontal distances
ranged from about 100 miles for a complete coal-to-
limestone ‘“duck” to only a few hundred yards where
only coal and seat rock were the enclosing members.

The origin of the “Allegheny duck” could not be
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FIGURE 24. — The “Allegheny duck” model of lithologic variation in the Northern Appalachian Plateau, showing relation to
modern depositional environments. Slightly modified from Ferm and Cavaroc (1969, p. 4). Earlier version is shown in Ferm

and Williams (1963) and Williams and others (1964, p. 6).

dependent on a cycle of transgressive and regressive
events. Some ‘‘ducks” in which coal was on top and
limestone was below were produced during regression,
others in which limestone or ironstone was on top and
coal was below were produced during transgression; still
others, however, were neither clearly transgressive nor
regressive in origin. The only basic requirements for for-
mation of a “duck” were pulsating influxes of detrital
sediments punctuated by episodes of nondetrital deposi-
tion. The underlying cause could not be regional tec-
tonism, as suggested for cyclothems in the Middle
Western States, because some of the resulting products
were not regional in extent. For a similar reason, glacial
contro] of sea level seemed unlikely.

The overall shape of the model was similar to that of
deltas and was not dissimilar to the Devonian Catskill
delta in New York, except for scale and some rock types;
therefore, some sort of deltaic origin appeared to be
reasonable. Sandstones on the right (landward) side of
the “duck” seemed to fit what had been described in
alluvial point bars (Gwinn, 1964), and associated se-
quences of shale and siltstone that are progressively
coarser upward and that contain well-preserved plants
and freshwater faunas could reasonably be interpreted
as lacustrine deposits. Likewise, the type D sequences
that occur farther seaward seemed analogous to those of
distributary mouth bars as described by Coleman, Ferm,
and Gagliano (1969), and the thick type B and C se-
quences that are progressively coarser upward were very
similar to those sections for modern delta fronts
described by others (for example, Scruton, 1960).

The underlying mechanism for deposition of a
“ducklike” deposit was and remains in doubt. After
working on the deformed east edge of the Allegheny
Plateau in Pennsylvania, Williams (Williams and
others, 1964) was impressed by the control of sedimenta-
tion exerted by small tectonic subblocks. I (Ferm, 1970),
having examined the Mississippi delta processes in
Louisiana, favored regional subsidence, together with
deltaic progradation, retreat, and lateral shifting as the‘
causal mechanism for “duck’”’morphology. Regardless of
the causes, explanations of rock types and patterns of
variation were shifted from a simple transgressive-
regressive mechanism to processes associated with
modern depositional complexes.

AN AILING “DUCK’’ AND SOME CONCLUSIONS

Although the “duck” model, with its high degree of
flexibility, proved to be generally applicable in the
Allegheny Group and in some older and younger Penn-
sylvanian rocks of western Pennsylvania and Ohio,
significant difficulties were encountered in relating it to
other coal measure rocks of the Appalachian Plateau.
Thus Cavaroc (1963) and later Ferm and Cavaroc (1968)
described for upper deltaic and fluvial sediments in up-
per strata of the Kanawha Formation and Allegheny
Group in south-central West Virginia a lithogenetic
model that was substantially different from the
Allegheny “duck.” Figure 25, which is a graphic por-
trayal of this model, could be interpreted as a cross sec-
tion perpendicular to the landward end (see fig. 24) of
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FIGURE 25. — A model for upper deltaic and alluvial sediments in the
Allegheny Group in West Virginia (from Ferm and Cavaroc, 1968, p.
11). Published with permission of Geological Society of America.

the “duck,” but the coarser grained components were
thicker and consisted of repeated sequences, fining up-
ward, of sandstone and siltstone. Likewise, the
coarsening-upward sequences between coal beds in West
Virginia appeared similar to those of lacustrine
Allegheny sediments, except that such sequences were
stacked one upon the other and that such groups graded
laterally into a single thick sandstone unit.

In the Black Warrior basin of Alabama, Ehrlich (1965)
and Ferm, Ehrlich, and Neathery (1967) found between
successive coal units sequences which were similar, in
both kind and proportion, to those on the landward side
of the “Allegheny duck.” Those parts of the Black
Warrior basin section that contained marine or brackish-
water fossils, however, were much thicker (250 ft) and
lacked both the well-developed, upward-coarsening at-
tribute and the distinct nondetrital limestone or
ironstone breaks described in the Allegheny model.

Even greater differences occurred in the Lower Penn-
sylvanian strata of northern Alabama, Tennessee, and
Georgia described by Hobday (1969). Among the finer
grained rocks of this area, sequences that became coarser
upward could clearly be related to the seaward end of the
“duck,” but the relationships of the finer sediments to
the sandstones and the internal and external
characteristics of the sandstones themselves were clearly
so different from those known in the Allegheny that a
wholly new model was required.

The sum of these and other experiments with the
“Allegheny duck” seemed to indicate that its most
broadly applicable aspects were those that related some
specific rock type, sequence of rock types, or pattern of

lateral variation to a known depositional setting in which
rock properties could be related to environmental
processes. Obviously, tectonic, climatic, or other factors
can and do modify lithic patterns within depositional en-
vironments; such modifications, once patterns are
known, provide a way to recognize the effects of these
factors.

The relations described in the preceding paragraphs
seen to have little or no application to any specific type
of cyclothem, and there seems to be little point in
perpetuating the notion of a classical sequence or any
suggested modification of it. Rather, what now seems to
be needed is a set of environmental lithic models,
derived from and directly applicable to a given group of
rocks. Such lithogenetic models and recent depositional
products of known processes could then be compared.

If it is concluded that the original notion of a
cyclothem now offers little to advance current Car-
boniferous research, it must also be recognized that this
idea provided a critical starting point for much of our
present thought not only in work on Pennsylvanian rocks
but also in the general area of sedimentary geology. In
preparing this retrospective view, I have attempted to
provide most of the evolutionary steps, but in so doing,
recognition of the major contributions to the thought
pattern tends to become obscured in the process of
questioning certain aspects of these ideas. Thus, in
questioning an “idealized’ sequence, widespread uncon-
formity, and tectonic origin of the Illinois cyclothem, one
should not forget that the cyclothem theory was one of
the first attempts at geological modeling of sedimentary
rocks at the outcrop scale and, as such, was a major in-
novation in geologic thought. Models of larger scale
features—geosynclines, deltas, and even con-
tinents—had previously been proposed, but the
cyclothem was a pioneer attempt to synthesize directly
the patterns of sedimentary rock variation observable in
the field.

Equally important, the model required greater preci-
sion of observation than was commonly practiced at that
time. Descriptions such as “50 feet of sandstone and
shale” were no longer adequate. Unconformities had to
be examined and recorded in detail; also thin beds of
limestone, shale, and ironstone that had previously been
overlooked or ignored took on greater significance.
Observation of important details led to the recognition of
different kinds of rock types and sequences in different
geographic areas which, in turn, suggested very precise
models describing how one particular rock type or se-
quence graded laterally into another. Such descriptions
were much more precise than the traditional zigzag type
of facies line. These trends toward greater precision in
documenting both vertical and lateral relationships of
rock types and rock sequences permitted abandonment
of simple explanations of marine transgression and
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regression and made possible direct comparison with
process models developed in recent depositional en-
vironments. Such an approach was long ago advocated
by Hutton and is known to every novice geologist, but
Hutton, unfortunately, did not spell out the way
precisely and it remained for others to pass through
those intermediate steps.
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Graydon Formation), which “overlaps formations rang-
ing from probably the Potosi of Ozarkian age to the War-
saw of Mississippian age” (McQueen, 1943, p. 69). The
Warner (Graydon) and its geologic relations were
described by McQueen (1943, p. 37, 204) as follows:

The contact of the Graydon formation and the underlying formations
marks one of the great unconformities of the Paleozoic group and one
of the great unconformities of wide-spread distribution. * * * The
Graydon was deposited upon a truncated or bevelled surface of great
magnitude and areal complexity. This surface was developed in the
long period of erosion which followed the close of the deposition of the
limestones of Mississippian age. * * * [After removal of the Graydon
by erosion in some places] the lower member of the Cheltenham was
deposited * * * in shallow, quiet bodies of water over a wide area. The
water was probably brackish for coal was also being formed, which in-
dicates a warm, humid climate, sub-tropical at least, and one
favorable for the development of the rank vegetation that was
characteristic of this part of the Pennsylvanian period. Abundant rain-
fall, perhaps periodic in nature, is also suggested. These environmental
conditions no doubt were instrumental in inaugurating the period of
alteration which these deposits have undergone, and in bringing about
some of the changes in the residual clay material derived from the
sources previously described.

The Olive Hill Clay Bed in Kentucky rests on an un-
dulating surface that has a local relief of as much as 40
feet, according to Patterson and Hosterman (1962, p.
F51), who stated (p. F80):

The shapes of the irregular lenses of clay, the relation of lithologic units
within the bed, the presence of fossil roots, the absence of a soil profile,
the lack of bedding, overlying coal, and marine or brackish-water
fossils in the dark shale above the clay — all point toward an origin of
the clay in coastal swamps * * * A sparse fauna, chiefly small Lingula,
in the shale a short distance above the clay suggest that only slight sub-
sidence was required to lower the clay below sea level.

In Pennsylvania, the Mercer Shale Member of the
Pottsville Formation overlies an erosional surface cut on
the Connoquenessing Sandstone Member of the
Pottsville Formation, which is the basal unit of the
Pottsville (Foose, 1944, p. 562). A hypothesis that “the
high-alumina deposits were formed in a region of low-
lying coastal swamps, probably in the interfluvial areas
which were topographic highs, but were only slightly
elevated relative to the stream channels,” has been ad-
vanced by Erickson (1963) to explain the Mercer clay.

The Mount Savage and other refractory clays of
Maryland were interpreted by Waagé (1950, p. 47) as
parts of cyclothems. Initiation of the cyclothems
“resulted in some erosion that was followed by the
deposition of sands in a continental environment. The
finer sediments of the underclay zone were deposited
next under relatively stable conditions probably in
shallow bodies of fresh water.”

That the refractory clays were deposited in fresh to
brackish water in shallow, low-lying, irregularly con-
nected basins was the opinion of Greaves-Walker (1939),
after a comprehensive survey of these clays in the United
States. The climate was humid, probably subtropical to
tropical, and vegetation apparently was luxuriant.

SOURCES OF
REFRACTORY-PRODUCING SEDIMENTS

The main source of sediments giving rise both to the
Cheltenham Clay of Missouri and to the underlying
cherty conglomeratic sandstone was insoluble residue of
Paleozoic limestone and dolomite. The chert in the con-
glomerate is similar to that weathering from the
Paleozoic carbonate rocks today (McQueen, 1943, p. 35).
Much of the sand is similar to that in the Ordovician St.
Peter Sandstone which was beveled during development
of the unconformity beneath the Pennsylvanian rocks.
That the clays could have come from the residuum of
nearby chemically weathered carbonate rocks was shown
by Robbins and Keller (1952); they found illite, accom-
panied by minor amounts of kaolinite, to be the main
clay mineral in the Paleozoic carbonate rocks of
Missouri.

The high-alumina clay of the Mercer clay in Penn-
sylvania was inferred by Williams (1960) to be
equivalent in age, at least in part, to the upper part of
the Connoquenessing which, in turn, was probably
derived from the southeast where chemical weathering
was not very intense. As a result, chlorite and biotite and
large amounts of illite were preserved. The environment
in the source area of the lower part of the Con-
noquenessing, in contrast, probably was conducive to in-
tense chemical weathering that “reduced the source
rocks to quartz, kaolinite, lesser amounts of illite, and
stable heavy minerals such as tourmaline, zircon, and
rutile” (Williams, 1960, p. 1301). The high-alumina clay
probably was forming on topographic highs, while sand
and gravel were being deposited in adjacent lows, as
suggested by Williams.

The source of the clay minerals in the Olive Hill Clay
Bed is not identified by Patterson and Hosterman (1962,
p. F30), although they discuss the source of sandstone in
the Lee Formation, of which the Olive Hill is a part.
They suggest that the source of the sand was a con-
siderable distance away and that perhaps the sand came
from the erosion of older sediments.

GENESIS OF THE REFRACTORY CLAYS

Extensive erosion preceded clay deposition. Where the
country rock was carbonate rock (including dolomite),
sinkholes and solution basins formed, and in many
places deepening of these solution features continued
during deposition. Upon the erosion surface, sand or
cherty gravelly sand was either (1) deposited after some
transport, or (2) especially in Missouri, concentrated
directly as a residual mantle.

The refractory clays, or more probably their precur-
sors, were deposited in shallow topographic basins on the
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erosion surface. In Missouri, the irregular bottom surface
of the clay was determined by the underlying karst
topography; the top surface formed a mudflat. In Ken-
tucky and Pennsylvania, the relief was less because of a
subduing effect of locally thick sandstones that partly
filled depressions. In these areas, more nearly continuous
beds and lenses of clay give an impression of more uni-
form sedimentation than do the pocketlike lenses in
Missouri.

The clay apparently was transported various dis-
tances; but so far as can be discerned, the source was,
without exception, clay residue from preexisting
sedimentary rocks. A source in sedimentary rocks is, in
my opinion, critically important for the formation of
refractory clays of the flint-clay facies. The parent
material must have been clay that had gone through a
previous ‘‘sedimentary cycle.” The direct weathering of
feldspars or other primary minerals yields so-called
“kaolins,” which possess physical properties different
from those of the flint-clay facies.

The refractory clays in Missouri are believed to have
formed from chemically weathered limestones in nearby
areas. The clay-mineral composition of the limestone
residue was probably disordered kaolinite and high-H
(low-K) illite — possibly accompanied by aluminous and
siliceous gels, inasmuch as disordered kaolinite and illite
comprise the least altered refractory clays. With higher
intensity of alteration, illite disappeared and kaolinite in
the clay became better ordered, presumably through
recrystallization that occurred during the deposition-
lithification stages of the refractory clay.

For a clay sediment to undergo recrystallization and
“purification” of kaolinite to refractory clay in a near-
surface environment, the clay probably had to be
preconditioned in a regimen like that of a residual soil.
Whether this is absolutely necessary has not been
proved, but the energy expended in pedologic weathering
possibly satisfies the need for activation energy for later
kaolinization. If the sediment lacks the preconditioning
stage as a soil, it may resist the chemical change
necessary for recrystallization as kaolinite.

The effect of prior weathering is illustrated near Stan-
ford, Ky. Here, a kaolinite-illite residuum from Silurian
Brassfield Limestone is undergoing endellitization
(transformation to a hydrated kaolin mineral), but the
illitic shale underlying it is resisting change (Keller and
others, 1966). Oxidizing rainwater, reacting with iron
sulfide in the Devonian New Albany Shale which
overlies the residuum, generates acid solutions which
percolate downward through the Brassfield residuum
and well into the Ordovician Richmond Shale. The
residuum is altering to clean, white, fairly pure endellite.
The residuum presumably was made more susceptible to
recrystallization and “purification” because of its prior
weathering as a soil. The typical Richmond Shale below

is strongly modified in color by the acid solutions, but is
not appreciably recrystallized or kaolinized.

After and during deposition the clay mud underwent
chemical digestion, “purification,” and “refinement”
toward kaolinite and in places to high-alumina minerals.
No doubt reactions between clays and both inorganic
and highly complexing organic solutions occurred in the
clay-digestion basin. During this alteration, fluxing ions,
such as Na*!, Ca*?, Mg*? Fe*? and the more strongly
held K*! that is basic to illite, were leached away;
simultaneously, desilication with accompanying concen-
tration of aluminum took place.

Ton removal, caused by leaching, may occur through
the Donnan effect (Keller, 1957, 1968). A crystal of illite
may lose K*! to the solution in exchange for H*! by
dialysis. With each. individual clay particle, the
relatively insoluble Al-silicate ionic framework acts as if
it were a semipermeable membrane that permits the
more highly soluble cations to move through —
provided, of course, that the requisite chemical energies
are available. Statistical evidence is furnished by Keel-
ing (1961) that such dialysis has occurred and that K+!
declines and H*! is progressively and reciprocally sub-
stituted for K*! in the mineral sequence mica, illite, dis-
ordered kaolinite, and well-ordered kaolinite.

Certain organic compounds possessing strongly com-
plexing, or chelating, properties must also have been ac-
tive in the kaolinization process. Complexing or
chelating solvents seize and hold tightly ions such as
Al*? and Si** in a dissolved but relatively inactive state.
They may thus enhance the solubility of otherwise low-
solubility ions. Complexing organic acids like those in
humic acid, namely, 0.01M salicylic, tartaric, citric, and
tannic acids, dissolve 60-100 times more Al in clays,
such as the precursors of the Missouri flint clays, than
does distilled water. Furthermore, they take into solu-
tion more Al in relation to Si than is present in relation
to Si in the clay mineral. This means that in strongly
complexing organic acids, Al may be preferentially
removed in solution, leaving Si. Alternatively, Al may be
reprecipitated as a hydrated alumina mineral or be
recombined with Si as an Al-rich clay mineral, such as
kaolinite. Strongly complexing organic acids may,
therefore, cause silicate minerals to weather in an order
inverse to that in which they hydrolyze in distilled water.

Fluxing ions that were dissolved from clay minerals
were probably flushed away by water flowing through
the basins. Such flushing by water seems more likely
than a downward leaching of the ions because most of
the basins were probably near ground-water level and
were clay sealed in their bottoms. Field studies of the
Cheltenham Clay show that the more refractory, higher
kaolinitic, and lower flux clays occur in the bottoms of
the deeper pits. The opposite relation would be found if
downward leaching had predominated — in that situa-
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ENVIRONMENTS WITHIN A TYPICAL
PENNSYLVANIAN CYCLOTHEM

By CYNTHIA ROSEMAN WRIGHT'!

PURPOSE OF STUDY

The present study is one of a series made under the
direction of the late Prof. H. R. Wanless to determine the
sequence of environments represented by Pennsylvanian
rocks in the Eastern Interior basin, the northern Ap-
palachian coal basin and the northern midcontinent
region during different parts of the Pennsylvanian
Period. The purpose of these investigations was to deter-
mine the lateral extent of the variations within
successive lithologic units, to examine the factors which
determined the distribution pattern and caused
variations in the units and, finally, to draw conclusions
about the environment in which the units were
deposited. The region and the time represented by this
particular report are considered representative of a
typical cyclothem in the Pennsylvanian System.

REGION OF STUDY

This investigation consisted largely of the preparation
of a series of environmental maps illustrating Middle
Pennsylvanian [interval C of this publication] beds in
the Spoon and Carbondale Formations of Illinois and
western Kentucky that make up the Liverpool
cyclothem’ (Tonica and Lowell cyclothems of Kosanke
and others, 1960), and equivalent rocks in the upper part
of the Linton Formation of Indiana and the Croweburg,
Verdigris, Bevier, and Lagonda Formations (or members
of the Cabaniss and Senora Formations) of the northern
midcontinent region. Southwestern Iowa, Missouri,
southeastern Nebraska, eastern and central Kansas, and
northeastern Oklahoma are represented on the maps.
Both formally named and informal or unnamed
stratigraphic units within the mapped sequences are
shown in table 2.

1Beloit College, Beloit, Wis.

2Stratigraphic names that have not been adopted by the U.S. Geological Survey and those that have not
occasioned any official action are shown in italic type.

PROCEDURE

Approximately 2,500 stratigraphic sections, both
published and unpublished, containing the cyclothem
under consideration were assembled for the region. The
location of each section was plotted on a base map (pl.
17, fig. A). Using the coal beds as datum planes, sections
were correlated and lithologic and paleontologic data
were recorded for each unit on a preliminary map.

After the objective information on the preliminary
maps had been examined and the distribution pattern of
the rock types had been determined, the preliminary
maps were interpreted in terms of the environment of
deposition of each rock type. The final maps illustrate
the geographical distribution of environments believed
present during the time of accumulation of a particular
stratum. It is assumed that the thin, rock-stratigraphic
units of the Pennsylvanian are equivalent to time-
stratigraphic units.

The completed maps of the units in the cyclothem
were examined in sequential order to interpret the
depositional history of the cyclothem. Emphasis was
given not only to the data on individual maps but also to
the relationships between underlying and overlying
maps.

INTERPRETING ENVIRONMENTS
OF DEPOSITION

Because sandstone, limestone, or shale may develop
under any of several depositional environments, criteria
for recognizing each of these environments had to be
determined. On the basis of these criteria the various en-
vironments were assigned to the maps.

Sandstones were considered to have originated in
channels if they were lenticular in cross section and more
than 20 feet thick. Whether the channels were fluvial or
deltaic was determined on the basis of their areal dis-
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TABLE 2. — Rock units in the Liverpool cyclothem and equivalent units in the Illinois basin and eastern midcontinent region
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tribution. Channels forming tributaries that merged
downstream into trunk streams were considered fluvial;
those forming distributaries leading away downstream
from major channels were considered deltaic.
Sandstones less than 20 feet thick and sheetlike in dis-
tribution were believed to have originated in inter-
distributary areas, especially if they were adjacent to
distributary channels. If they were adjacent to fluvial
channels, they were referred to as flood-plain deposits.

Shales associated with fluvial deposits were con-
sidered to have originated on flood plains, and those
associated with deltaic sandstone were considered to
have originated in either interdistributary areas or
channels. Deltaic shales not associated with coarse
detrital materials were termed prodelta deposits and
supposedly originated either (1) earlier than deltaic dis-
tributaries that carried the coarse detritus, or (2) at the
distal end of a delta after well-developed distributaries

had formed. Delta and prodelta shale bodies were dis-

tinguished by their wedgelike form in cross section,
which is the form of the frontal parts of modern deltas.
Shales that showed no pronounced thickening toward a
source area and which were associated with marine
limestones were considered nondeltaic marine.

STRUCTURAL SETTING FOR
LIVERPOOL CYCLOTHEM

The general structural setting in which units of the
Liverpool cyclothem and its equivalents were deposited
is illustrated in figure 31. As shown there, the northern
midcontinent area was a surface on which broad up-
warpings (the Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas
uplift), shallow basins (the Salina and Sedgwick),
moderately deep basins (the Cherokee and Forest City),
and deep basins (the Anadarko and Arkoma) were
located.

The Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas uplift,
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FiGURe 31. — Middle Pennsylvanian structural features and land areas in the midcontinent region.

which are post-Mississippian structures, were land areas
during the time of deposition of the Cabaniss Formation,
Group, or Subgroup of Middle Pennsylvanian age. The
outline of the land is shown for both areas in figure 31 as
they were at the time of deposition of the Croweburg
coal. During this time Precambrian granite cropped out
along the northeastern part of the Nemaha anticline; on
the remainder, lower Paleozoic rocks were exposed. A
Precambrian core of the Central Kansas uplift was
flanked by lower Paleozoic rocks and only a small
amount of granite was exposed on the central high por-
tion of the uplift.

Both the Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas
uplift were source areas for sediments deposited in adja-
cent basinal areas. Sediment shed from the eastern flank
of the Nemaha anticline accumulated in the Cherokee
and Forest City basins, and sediments from both the
Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas uplfit were
deposited in the Salina and Sedgwick basins. The

Wichita, Arbuckle, and Ouachita Mountains of southern
Oklahoma, south of the area of figure 31, also served as
sources for large volumes of sediment in the Arkoma and
Anadarko basins.

Many positive structural features in the midcontinent
region were buried before the time of deposition of the
Cabaniss Formation. Because of differential compaction
of the sediments on their flanks, an uneven subsea
topography was produced and the structural features
continued to affect sedimentation after burial. The
largest of these buried structural highs were the Bourbon
arch and the Northeast Oklahoma platform.

In Illinois, western Indiana, and western Kentucky,
sediments were deposited in the shallow, subsiding
Illinois basin, bounded on the north by the Wisconsin
arch portion of the Canadian Shield, on the east by the
Cincinnati arch, on the southeast by the Nashville dome
(pl. 15B, fig. 2), and on the southwest by the Ozark dome
(fig. 31), which served as a barrier between the basin and
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the midcontinent region. The Mississippi River arch (fig.
31), and the La Salle anticline in northern Illinois (pl.
15B, fig. 2) sank more slowly than nearby basinal areas;
rocks under study are relatively thin over these struc-
tures.

SUMMARY OF EVENTS DURING DEPOSITION
OF LIVERPOOL CYCLOTHEM

The basal beds of Liverpool cyclothem and equivalent
rocks were deposited on a nearly level surface from which
pre-Pennsylvanian topographic irregularities had been
almost eliminated. By the time of deposition of the
Colchester (No. 2), Croweburg, and equivalent coals
(table 2), the whole area from eastern Kansas to western
Indiana was a vast flat, vegetated plain. On this plain, a
coal swamp developed in which was deposited one of the
most widespread coals on the North American continent.
The sea then repeatedly transgressed and regressed
across this flat region. During the transgressive phases
the following widespread marine units were deposited:
(1) the Mecca Quarry Shale Member of the Linton For-
mation and equivalent black shale, (2) the Ardmore
Limestone Member, (3) the dark shale above the
Wheeler coal (Bevier coal of Kansas), and (4) the
Desmoinesia-bearing limestone.

Deposition of the widespread marine units was in-
terrupted by the deposition of local, lithologically
variable detrital wedges, in part nonmarine. Such
wedges of detritus, composed of prodelta muds or delta
sands and (or) muds formed (1) the Francis Creek Shale
Member of the Carbondale Formation and equivalent
shales, (2) the sandstone and underclay beneath the
Wheeler coal (Bevier coal of Kansas), (3) the shale
between the Desmoinesia-bearing limestone and the
Bevier coal of Missouri, (4) the sandstone beneath the
Lowell (24) and equivalent coals, and (5) the Purington
Shale Member of the Carbondale in western Indiana,
western Kentucky, Illinois, eastern Iowa, and eastern
Missouri.

Throughout the time of deposition of units of the
Liverpool cyclothem, sediment sources within the area
mapped were (1) the Nemaha anticline, composed of
Precambrian granites that were almost completely
covered by lower Paleozoic rocks, (2) the Central Kansas
uplift, which was also composed of a Precambrian core
flanked by lower Paleozoic rocks, and (3) the Ozark
dome, a low positive area on which older Paleozoic rocks,
primarily cherty limestone and dolomite, were exposed.
Coarse detritus was shed from the small exposed granitic
portions of the Nemaha anticline and the Central Kan-
sas uplift, and variegated muds, predominantly red and
locally sandy, were shed from the sedimentary portions
of the ridges. If the Ozark dome was providing sediment,
it was primarily mud which originated from the insolu-
ble residues of the weathering limestone and dolomite.

The areas that provided the largest volumes of sedi-
ment to the Illinois basin and the northern midcontinent
lay outside the area mapped. The source of much of the
material transported into the Illinois basin was
somewhere in the northern Appalachian Mountains,
although the Canadian Shield also provided sediment
both to the Illinois and to the Forest City basins. The
sources of large volumes of detrital sediments
transported into the northern midcontinent region were
the Wichita, Arbuckle, and Quachita Mountains to the
south.

ENVIRONMENTS OF LIVERPOOL CYCLOTHEM

BROWNING SANDSTONE MEMBER OF THE
SPOON FORMATION AND EQUIVALENT STRATA

(pl. 17, fig. B)

The initial deposits of the Liverpool cyclothem were
spread over most of the region in the form of delta com-
plexes, but in the northwestern part of the Illinois basin,
they filled alluvial channels and covered flood plains.

The delta complex in southeastern Illinois,
southwestern Kentucky, and western Indiana was
developed from sands and muds derived from an eastern
source and brought into the Illinois basin to be deposited
in channels and interdistributary areas. The pattern of
the complex has been determined through the work of H.
R. Wanless and Julia R. Cannon, who studied more than
1,000 subsurface records in the southwestern part of the
Illinois basin in order to ascertain the distribution of
channel sandstones. Wanless noted several large
channels that extend through the outcrop area in In-
diana and Kentucky. The northernmost of these
channels, the Coxville channel, is exposed in Parke
County, Ind., and the largest channel, the Rockport
channel, is exposed near the Indiana-Kentucky line.
Through these and other channels, coarse detritus was
carried into the Illinois basin, while finer detritus was
washed into and deposited in interdistributary areas.

Two elongate sandstone bodies in southwestern
Tllinois which trend northwest appear to be offshore bars.
These sandstone bodies, which are transverse to the
drainage of the area, indicate the position of the
northeastern shoreline of the Ozark dome at the time of
deposition of the Browning Sandstone Member of the
Spoon Formation and equivalent units.

In northern Illinois, tributary stream channels, exten-
ding southward, joined and formed the Browning
channel. Sandstones as much as 100 feet thick are pre-
sent at Wildcat Den State Park east of Muscatine, Iowa,
and at other places, but lack of good control in eastern
Towa and northwestern Illinois prevented detailed map-
ping of these channels. The Browning Sandstone
Member is believed to consist of channel sandstones and
associated siltstones and shales which originated on
flood plains. An abundant flora grew on the flood plains
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as evidenced by the large number of specimens
assignable to Neuropteris, Pecopteris, Annularia, and
Cordaites in the shaly beds of the Browning channel
(Jongmans and Gothan, 1934).

Sandstone beds believed to have originated in a delta
complex are present in northwestern Missouri. These
beds are thin, averaging less than 10 feet. The Ozark
dome was a low positive area probably incapable of fur-
nishing large quantities of detritus, but the sand may
have been derived, in part at_least, from the dome.
North-central Iowa received sand from a northern
source, and sandstone beds as much as 20 feet thick are
found in that area.

In the midcontinent region the rising Arbuckle and
Ouachita mountains contributed large volumes of sedi-
ment to the Arkoma basin, the northern fringe of which
is shown on plate 17, figure B. A wedge of detrital sedi-
ment, developed in northern Oklahoma as coarse-
grained sediment, filled channels leading from the
highlands and sheets of sand and mud were laid down in
interdistributary areas. The finer deltaic sediments were
carried northward and deposited on the distal edges of
the delta. The channel sandstones range in thickness
from about 30 feet in northern Oklahoma to 80 feet in the
southernmost part of the region. Sands deposited in in-
terdistributary areas are sheetlike in character and
much thinner than channel types—ranging from 4 to 8
feet in thickness in northeastern Oklahoma and
southeastern Kansas and from 10 to 15 feet in east-
central Oklahoma.

The basinal areas to the east of the Nemaha anticline
also received deltaic sediments. Delta channels ap-
parently led off the flanks of the Nemaha ridge, and sand
was deposited both in these channels and in inter-
distributary areas. Mud shed from the ridge coalesced
with the mud moving northward from the highlands
farther south.

Marine conditions existed in areas west of the delta
complexes of the midcontinent, and gray marine mud
accumulated in north-central Oklahoma.

In most of the Sedgwick basin interbedded gray muds
and thin units of calcium carbonate were deposited, but
some variegated muds shed from the Nemaha anticline
and the Central Kansas uplift accumulated in the cen-
tral part of the basin. These muds, predominantly red,
may have been deposited in shallow, well-circulated
waters where the iron contained in them remained in an
oxidated state; possibly, however, the oxidation occurred
at a later time.

Variegated marine muds were deposited over a large
area in the Salina basin. Marine muds and thin units of
calcium carbonate accumulated in the deeper western
part of the basin, and a small amount of detritus was
deposited adjacent to the northern border of the Central
Kansas uplift.

The Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas uplift
were almost joined during the time of deposition of the
Browning Sandstone Member and equivalent units.
Coalescing detrital sediments shed from both uplifts
formed a partial barrier between the Sedgwick and
Salina basins, although some circulation must have oc-
curred between the basins. The presence of thin
limestone layers in the deeper part of the Salina basin
indicates that marine waters were able to move between
the ridges even though the passageway was partially
blocked.

UNDERCLAY BENEATH THE COLCHESTER (NO. 2),
CROWEBURG, AND EQUIVALENT COALS

(pl. 17, fig. C)

Thin sheets of clay and silt were spread over most of
the midcontinent region east of the Nemaha anticline
and in south-central Iowa, northern Missouri, central
Illinois, western Indiana, and western Kentucky during
the final stages of deltaic sedimentation. The clay and
silt accumulated initially over the interdistributary
areas of the deltas and then in the distributary channels
themselves. Isolated patches of sandstone in
southeastern Illinois, northern Oklahoma, and eastern
Kansas are considered to be areas where coarse deltaic
sedimentation continued while finer sediments were be-
ing deposited elsewhere.

As the delta deposits were accumulating, large areas
were above or nearly above water level and a varied flora
developed. Evidence of this flora consists of root struc-
tures which are preserved in the underclay of outcrop
sections in both the Illinois basin and the midcontinent
region.

In northwestern Illinois and eastern Iowa, clay and silt
were spread over the flood-plain areas and filled the
channels of streams. Leaves preserved in the fine-
grained rock found at the top of Browning channel (pl.
17, fig. B) in northwestern Illinois indicate that vegeta-
tion flourished there.

The origin of the underclay of the Colchester (No. 2),
Croweburg, and equivalent coals is still a subject of
debate. A sedimentary origin and derivation from an
eastern low-lying source area were postulated by W. E.
Parham (written commun., 1958) after a petrographic
study of underclay in the Eastern Interior basin. The
presence of a stable, heavy-mineral assemblage in the
underclay indicates that the silts of which it is composed
were reworked many times. No vertical variation in sedi-
ment size was noted by Parham; such a variation should
have been evident if the underclay had originated as a
soil. Other evidence that the underclay is depositional in
origin is the gradational rather than erosional contact
between the underclay and local underlying sandstone or
shale.

The underclay is refractory in western Indiana, where
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it is believed to have originated on the apical part of a
delta and in parts of northwestern Illinois where it
developed in alluvial valleys. The underclay probably
became refractory in these areas because here its en-
vironment of deposition permitted a period of exposure
to the atmosphere, during which time alkalies, alkaline
earths, and iron were leached (Wanless and others,
1969). The underclay is not refractory elsewhere,
probably because the remainder of the area in which it
accumulated was not sufficiently above ground-water
level to allow any appreciable amount of leaching.

Calcium carbonate accumulated in small areas in the
Illinois basin and in the Cherokee and Forest City basins
where good circulation was maintained. The
petrography of the underclay limestone of the
Colchester (No. 2) coal in the Illinois basin was studied
by E. K. Norman (written commun., 1959), who found it
to be mostly an arenaceous limestone, composed of
freshwater algal remains and angular quartz grains. The
association of the algal colonies with quartz grains in the
limestones suggests that the colonies grew on sandy lake
or pond bottoms. The calcium carbonate that ac-
cumulated in the Forest City basin probably originated
under conditions similar to those attributed to the
Illinois basin. The calcium carbonate in the Cherokee
basin, however, is associated with marine sediments and
probably is marine in origin.

In the Sedgwick basin variegated marine mud, in-
terbedded with thin units of calcium carbonate, was
deposited in well-circulated, marine waters. Apparently
no coarse detritus was coming from the Nemaha an-
ticline at this time, and only a small amount of coarse
detrital material was being shed from the Central Kan-
sas uplift.

A Dbarrier of coarse detrital sediment between the
Nemaha anticline and the central Kansas uplift partly
restricted circulation between the Sedgwick and Salina
basins. Marine waters were present in the Salina basin,
however, and were deep enough to allow thin beds of
calcium carbonate to accumulate within the gray muds
being deposited in the central part of the basin. Adjacent
to the Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas uplift,
variegated muds, predominantly red, accumulated in
the Salina basin in shallow, well-circulated, marine
waters.

COLCHESTER (NO. 2), CROWEBURG,
AND EQUIVALENT COALS

(pl. 17, fig. D)

When the deposition of the clays and silts that now
make up the underclay had terminated, the flat
vegetated plain subsided sufficiently to allow develop-
ment of a vast coal swamp in which one of the most
widespread coal deposits on the North American conti-
nent was formed. The coal is designated the
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Colchester (No. 2) in Illinois, the Whitebreast coal in
Towa, the Croweburg coal in Kansas, Oklahoma, and
Missouri, the Illa coal in Indiana, and the Lower Kittan-
ning coal in the Appalachian Mountains, and it is ten-
tatively correlated with the Schultztown coal in Ken-
tucky. This was the first extensive Pennsylvanian coal to
develop on the North American continent, and owes its
wide distribution to the fact that the sediments underly-
ing it had formed a broad platform on which the swamp
could develop under favorable climatic conditions. In
earlier Pennsylvanian time, prior to deposition of the
detrital units in the lower part of the Liverpool
cyclothem and equivalent strata, pre-Pennsylvanian
topographic irregularities had not been eliminated, and
even under favorable climatic conditions coals could ac-
cumulate only locally.

The Colchester (No. 2) coal ranges in thickness from 21
to 39 inches in western and northern Illinois. In Missouri,
the Croweburg coal ranges in thickness from 22 inches in
Randolph County in the north-central part of the State
to a thin smut streak in Lincoln County to the southeast.
In Kansas the Croweburg coal averages about 15 inches
in thickness. It probably thins southward and westward
into the deeper parts of the basinal areas of Kansas and
northern Oklahoma, but the thickness could not be
determined with any accuracy south or west of the out-
crop belt.

Spores from the Colchester (No. 2) coal in Illinois have
been studied by Kosanke (1950) and those from the
Croweburg coal in Oklahoma by Wilson (Wilson and
Hoffmeister, 1956). The spore successions in the two
areas are very similar. The Oklahoma spore succession
indicates that the Croweburg swamp flora consisted of
ferns, lycopods, calamarians, and gymnosperms. In
places in the midcontinent, the coal grades into a thin
shale unit which originated in brackish-water lagoons.

West of the coal swamps marine sedimentation
persisted. The Sedgwick basin was the site of deposition
of variegated marine muds and discontinuous calcium
carbonate beds. In the Salina basin, variegated muds,
predominantly red, were deposited adjacent to the
Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas uplift. In the
deeper part of the basin, marine muds were interbedded
with thin layers of calcium carbonate. '

FRANCIS CREEK SHALE MEMBER OF THE
CARBONDALE FORMATION AND EQUIVALENT STRATA

(pl. 17, fig. E)

Following deposition of the coal, fine deltaic
sediments were deposited in northern Illinois and
eastern Missouri, and coarser deltaic sediments were
laid down in northern Oklahoma. The silt, mud, and
small amount of sand brought into the Illinois basin
formed the Francis Creek Shale Member of the Carbon-
dale.



ENVIRONMENTS WITHIN A TYPICAL PENNSYLVANIAN CYCLOTHEM 79

The Francis Creek Shale Member is as much as 60 feet
thick in Marshall County, Ill., and 39 feet thick in
Fulton County, Ill. The shale is absent in parts of west-
central Illinois. In eastern Missouri, a thin gray shale
bed, generally less than a foot thick, occupies the same
stratigraphic position as does the Francis Creek in
Illinois. It probably represents the southernmost exten-
sion of the prodelta sediments deposited in the Illinois
basin.

The Francis Creek contains well-preserved plant
fossils including those found in ironstone concretions
along Mazon Creek in northern Illinois. Associated with
the plants that grew on the delta plain were amphibians
and reptiles, described by Gregory (1950), and in-
vertebrates. In an examination of the insects found in
concretions in the Francis Creek, Richardson (1956)
noted a scarcity of roaches. Because roaches today prefer
a dense, moist forest habitat, he interpreted their scar-
city in the Francis Creek to mean that the delta plain
supported a drier, more open forest where vegetation was
sparser than in a typical coal swamp. The scarcity of
roaches, plus the presence of the flora and fauna men-
tioned above, suggests that the plain formed by the delta
deposits was probably built high enough to stand above
sea level.

In western Indiana and western Kentucky, gray muds
were deposited in isolated areas. The source of these
deposits probably lay far to the east.

Muds originating from a northwestern source area ac-
cumulated in northern Iowa, and those muds probably
originating from the Ozark dome were deposited in
southwestern Missouri.

A large amount of detrital sediment was shed from the
Arbuckle and Ouachita Mountains on delta complexes
extending as far north as southern Kansas. In northern
Oklahoma, deposits attained a thickness of 90 feet in
places, including sands deposited in channels, and both
sands and muds spread over interdistributary areas in
sheetlike masses. Finer deltaic sediments were carried
farther north into Kansas and deposited as prodelta
muds.

Thin sheets of sand and mud were deposited in a small
area in the northern part of the Cherokee basin. The
source area for these deposits was the Nemaha anticline
to the northwest. A small amount of gray mud deposited
in the Sedgwick basin farther west probably also was
derived from the Nemaha.

During the time of deposition of the Francis Creek
Shale Member and equivalent strata, a large part of the
region under study received no sediments and was
probably submerged. Evidence for submergence of the
Illinois basin is found in places where the Francis Creek
Shale Member was not deposited. There, the contact
between the Colchester (No. 2) coal (pl. 17, fig. D) and
the overlying shale, equivalent to the Mecca Quarry

Shale Member of the Linton Formation in Indiana (pl.
17, fig. F), shows no evidence of subaerial erosion.

MECCA QUARRY SHALE MEMBER OF THE
LINTON FORMATION AND EQUIVALENT SHALES

(pl. 17, fig. F)

After accumulation of the Colchester (No. 2) coal and
the Francis Creek Shale Member and equivalents,
marine waters spread from the midcontinent region into
the Illinois basin, and vegetation of the coal swamp was
inundated. In these waters a dark mud from northern
Oklahoma was deposited across the central part of the
United States as far east as western Indiana and Ken-
tucky. Dark muds were also deposited in central parts of
the Salina and Sedgwick basins, but shoreward they
graded into variegated muds from the Nemaha anti-
cline and the Central Kansas uplift.

The dark mud is now a black, fissile, thinly laminated,
fossiliferous shale which contains limestone and
phosphatic concretions. The limestone concretions are of
two types: small, oval, flattened concretions around
which the shale laminae bend, giving bedding surfaces a
pimply appearance; and large sinuous or flattened
spheroid concretions composed of black limestone
(Wanless, 1957). Many of the phosphatic nodules in the
Mecca Quarry and equivalent shales have nuclei con-
sisting of coprolitic masses composed of fragmentary
phosphatic material, principally fish scales (Howe,
1956).

This black fissile shale is unnamed in the midconti-
nent and in Illinois, but it is designated the Mecca
Quarry Shale Member of the Linton Formation in In-
diana (Zangerl and Richardson, 1963). Because the shale
is the initial deposit of marine transgressive waters, it is
almost surely a shallow-water deposit. This belief is sup-
ported by the fact that the shale does not overlie the
thickest accumulations of the Francis Creek Shale
Member of the Carbondale. An index to water depth is
the thickness of the Francis Creek (James Schopf,
written commun., 1965) over which the Mecca Quarry
was deposited. In Schuyler County, Ill., the black shale
overlies 18 feet of Francis Creek in T. 2 N., R. 1 W, but
is not present in T. 3 N., R. 3 W., where the Francis
Creek is 24 feet thick. In northern Oklahoma, however,
the black shale overrides even the thickest of the un-
derlying deltaic sediments, suggesting that the water in
which the black shale originated was somewhat deeper
in the midcontinent region than in the Illinois basin.

The environmental conditions—physical, chemical,
and biological—in which the Mecca Quarry Shale
Member originated have been reconstructed by Zangerl
and Richardson (1963), who conducted a lamina-by-
lamina study on blocks of the Mecca Quarry excavated
from Parke County, Ind. Several stratigraphic levels in
the black shale were noted in which different lithologies



80 PALEOTECTONIC INVESTIGATIONS OF THE PENNSYLVANIAN SYSTEM, PART II

and different faunal elements occurred. On this basis the
environment was postulated to have changed during in-
itial marine transgression from brackish water to water
of normal marine salinity. The conclusion was that the
muds had accumulated under quiet conditions, and
throughout the time of accumulation a mat of floating
vegetation, perhaps an algal “flotant,” covered the
water. An algal “flotant” would provide the quantity of
oxygen necessary to aerate the surface waters where
aquatic organisms were able to live (Zangerl and
Richardson, 1963), and it would prevent disturbance of
the bottom by wind and waves even in shallow water,
thus allowing for the preservation of fine laminae
characteristic of the shale at Mecca Quarry.

This shale and its equivalents have not been studied
at other places to determine specific conditions under
which they were deposited. However, because attributes
of the shale are generally the same throughout an area
extending from Oklahoma to Indiana, conditions of
deposition postulated by Zangerl and Richardson for the
Parke County, Ind., outcrop may be fairly represen-
tative.

UPPER UNIT OF VERDIGRIS LIMESTONE MEMBER
OF THE CABANISS FORMATION AND EQUIVALENTS

(pl. 17, fig. G)

Marine waters apparently deepened and became
clearer after Mecca Quarry time; in these waters the
most persistent limestone of the Liverpool cyclothem
originated. In most of the midcontinent region the upper
unit of the Verdigris Limestone Member of the Cabaniss
Formation (Kansas; see table 2 for equivalents in adja-
cent areas) consists of three limestone beds and in-
tervening shale beds, as illustrated in the southeastern
Kansas outcrop belt (Howe, 1956). Although none of the
three limestone beds in that area can be traced through
the entire Kansas-Oklahoma outcrop belt, the three
beds are persistent enough to be distinguished from one
another, and the characteristic lithologies and faunas of
each give an indication of changing environmental con-
ditions. The following descriptions of the limestone beds
of the Verdigris in Kansas and adjacent areas are those
of Howe (1956) except where otherwise indicated.

The basal limestone bed of the upper unit of the Ver-
digris consists of dark-gray to black limestone con-
cretions, most of which have pyritic rinds. These con-
cretions probably formed in places of restricted circula-
tion, in shallow stagnant marine water under conditions
similar to those in which the underlying black shale was
deposited. This basal concretion zone in Kansas may
correspond to a zone of large black limestone concretions
at the top of the black shale in the Verdigris Formation
(Howe, 1956) in southwestern Missouri (Wanless, oral
commun., 1965).

Overlying the discontinuous basal limestone bed of

the upper unit of the Verdigris is a sequence of black and
gray shale on top of which is the middle limestone bed, a
dark-gray to black limestone which grades laterally in
some places to an almost continuous layer of dark-gray
to black limestone concretions. Marine waters must have
been somewhat clearer and deeper where the continuous
limestone bed occurs, and relatively shallow where the
concretionary limestone originated.

Another sequence of black and gray shales separates
the middle limestone bed from the upper limestone,
which is the thickest and most prominent of the three
Verdigris limestone beds. In Cherokee and Crawford
Counties, eastern Kansas, the upper limestone is
mottled dark and light gray and averages about 2 feet in
thickness. This bed probably was deposited in clear,
relatively deep water; it contains abundant marine
fossils.

In the outcrop area in eastern Missouri a basal, dense,
argillaceous, light-gray limestone is present, overlain by
a series of marine shales and limestones (Searight, 1959).
The uppermost limestone bed is nodular and resembles
the upper Verdigris limestone bed of Kansas and
Oklahoma, which suggests that open-circulation con-
ditions probably extended from Kansas into eastern
Missouri. Such conditions apparently did not exist in
western Illinois, however, for a discontinuous,
dark-blue-gray siliceous limestone representing what
may have been an estuarine environment was deposited.
This bed, which is the basal unit in the Oak Grove beds
of Wanless (1931), is generally very thin, but reaches a
thickness of 10 feet at Mill Creek in Schuyler County, I11.
There, the siliceous limestone contains crinoid stems
and also a variety of marine brachiopods which may
have been washed into the area.

Fairly shallow marine waters were probably present in
the Illinois basin at this time. The sea possibly entered
the basin through a corridor extending from eastern
Missouri to western Illinois. The water may initially
have spread northeastward, but later was prevented
from extending in that direction by a wedge of the Fran-
cis Creek Shale Member of the Carbondale in
northwestern Illinois. The water then may have been
diverted southeastward by this wedge, perhaps into a
shallow estuary, into southern Illinois, where about -1
foot of dark-gray to black argillaceous limestone was
deposited. This limestone bed, which is thin and discon-
tinuous, represents the easternmost extension of the sea
in the midcontinent region in which an appreciable
thickness of mud and calcium carbonate was deposited.

In relatively shallow water, where open circulation was
maintained, gray muds were deposited locally in
Oklahoma, Kansas, Iowa, and Missouri.

In the Sedgwick basin, water was deep enough to allow
widespread deposition of calcium carbonate, but in the
Salina basin to the north the water apparently was
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shallower in places, for gray muds were deposited
throughout a large part of the area. In places where
deeper water was present, calcium carbonate was
deposited.

A tongue of coarse detritus separated the Sedgwick
and Salina basins, but it was relatively thin, and water
circulated freely between the two basins.

SANDSTONE BENEATH THE WHEELER COAL
(BEVIER COAL OF KANSAS)

(pl. 17, fig. H)

Following deposition of the upper unit of the Verdigris
Limestone Member and its equivalents, marine waters
apparently withdrew from Missouri and Iowa, and
deltaic sediments spread into southwestern Iowa,
northwestern Missouri, and northeastern Oklahoma.
Delta sands entered Iowa from a northeastern source and
were deposited in thin sheets, but in Missouri they were
derived from the southeast. The Ozark dome, which was
an area of very low relief during deposition of the beds of
the Liverpool cyclothem and equivalent strata, could
scarcely have shed large quantities of detrital material
into Missouri, but it may have yielded some sand at this
time.

In Missouri the sandstone underlying the Wheeler coal
generally ranges in thickness from 1 to 12 feet but is 20
feet thick at one locality. In Iowa it is somewhat thinner,
ranging in thickness from 1 to 9 feet.

In the Bevier Member in northeastern Oklahoma and
in eastern Labette County, Kans., a fine-grained
sandstone ranging in thickness from 1 to 8 feet overlies
the Verdigris succession of limestones and shales. The
sandstone probably was formed by streams that carried
detritus northward from the Ouachita and Arbuckle
Mountains into delta complexes.

Associated with the delta sands of this age in
Oklahoma, Iowa, and Missouri were thin sheets of delta
mud. These sands and muds formed a platform on which
underclay of the Wheeler coal (Bevier coal of Kansas)
was deposited.

UNDERCLAY BENEATH THE WHEELER COAL
(BEVIER COAL OF KANSAS)
(pl. 17, fig. 1)

Deltaic sedimentation continued in Iowa, Missouri,
eastern Kansas, and eastern Oklahoma, and silts ac-
cumulated in these areas. Subsequently the silts were
exposed to weathering, and an abundant flora developed
on them as shown by rootlets and carbonized plant
material preserved in the underclay of the Wheeler coal
(Bevier coal of Kansas).

In areas where underlying coarse deltaic sediments
were not deposited (eastern Missouri and southeastern
Kansas), underclay rests directly on the Verdigris
limestone and shale sequence. Some coarse deltaic
sediments continued to accumulate in northeastern
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Oklahoma during the time of deposition of exclusively
fine sediments farther north.

Gray mud accumulated in north-central Oklahoma,
eastern Kansas, southeastern Nebraska, and
southwestern Iowa; variegated mud was deposited in the
Sedgwick and Salina basins.

WHEELER COAL (BEVIER COAL) OF KANSAS)
(pl. 17, fig. J)

The deltaic platform of which underclay accumulated
later subsided and a widespread coal swamp developed
in Missouri, Iowa, eastern Kansas, and northeastern
Oklahoma. In Missouri the coal formed in this swamp is
the Wheeler and is the upper member of the Verdigris
Formation (Searight and others, 1953); in Kansas the
equivalent is the Bevier coal at the top of the Bevier
Member (not equivalent to the Bevier coal of Missouri).
These coals are correlated because both are overlain by a
limestone containing large numbers of the brachiopod
Desmoinesia muricatina (H. R. Wanless, oral commun.,
1964).

In the outcrop belt in Missouri, the Wheeler coal
ranges in thickness from 4 to 16 inches, thickening to the
west (Searight, 1959). In Kansas, the Bevier coal ranges
from 15 to 24 inches in Cherokee, Crawford, and Bour-
bon Counties, but thins southward, and in Craig County,
Okla., it is only a thin smut streak. The coal disappears
farther south, where detrital deltaic sedimentation con-
tinued throughout the time of deposition of the coal.

West of the coal swamp, gray mud accumulated in
central Oklahoma and in Kansas, Nebraska, and Iowa.
Conditions under which this mud was deposited were,
for the most part, marine, but the water probably
became brackish adjacent to the freshwater coal swamp.

In the Sedgwick basin, marine water probably was
relatively deep and interbedded layers of calcium car-
bonate and gray mud were deposited in the deep parts of
the basin. Variegated mud derived from the Nemaha an-
ticline and the Central Kansas uplift was deposited in
the central part of the basin.

While deltaic detrital sediments were being
transported into northeastern Oklahoma, southeastern
Kansas, Iowa, and Missouri, open-circulation marine
conditions persisted in central Kansas and north-central
Oklahoma. Gray mud was deposited in a corridor exten-
ding from north-central Oklahoma into Kansas, east of
the Nemaha anticline. Variegated, predominantly red
mud was carried from the eastern border of the Nemaha
anticline into northern Kansas and southern Nebraska,
and coarser detritus was accumulating along the eastern
border of the anticline.

Marine water moved from the Sedgwick basin into the
Salina basin through an open channel that had been
eroded along the southwestern border of the Nemaha an-
ticline. Two islands remained in the area between the
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Nemaha anticline and the Central Kansas uplift, and
these islands, as well as the Central Kansas uplift, fur-
nished detritus to the adjacent basinal areas. The
Sedgwick and Salina basins at this time were sites of
deposition for variegated marine muds which ac-
cumulated in fairly shallow, well-circulated water.

No rock units at the stratigraphic level of the beds
described above can be traced into the Illinois basin; the
assumption is made, therefore, that the time during
which detrital units accumulated in Iowa, Missouri, and
Kansas was one of nondeposition in the Illinois basin. No
representatives of the overlying underclay and coal are in
the Illinois basin either, indicating that the period of
nondeposition included the time of deposition of these
units.

The connection between the Sedgwick and Salina
basins persisted during the time of coal formation, and
deep water was present in a small area in the Salina
basin where gray mud and discontinuous calcium car-
bonate strata were deposited. The remainder of the
Salina basin received variegated mud and some sand,
which were shed from the Nemaha anticline and the
Central Kansas uplift.

DARK SHALE ABOVE THE WHEELER COAL
(BEVIER COAL OF KANSAS)

(pl. 17, fig. K)

The sea transgressed from the west across the coal
swamp in which the Wheeler coal (Bevier coal of Kan-
sas) was deposited, killing the vegetation and inundating
not only western Missouri and Iowa, but also
northeastern lowa, northwestern Illinois, and a part of
eastern Indiana. In these marine waters dark-gray to
black mud and interbedded thin layers of calcium car-
bonate were deposited. The resulting shale and
limestone sequence is fossiliferous, the most abundant
fossil being the brachiopod Desmoinesia muricatina,
which is also abundantly preserved in the overlying
limestone.

In the Kansas outcrop belt a thin layer of pyrite con-
taining many fossils directly overlies the Bevier coal, in-
dicating that initially the sea that inundated the coal
swamp must have been very shallow and circulation in it
restricted (Howe, 1956).

During the time of deposition of the lower dark-shale
units, the sea margin advanced along a route im-
mediately north of the Ozark dome. However, the water
spread somewhat north of its previous path, perhaps
because the wedge of detrital sediments that elsewhere
underlies the Wheeler coal was thickest in the area of no
coal deposition immediately adjacent to the north and
west flanks of the Ozark dome, and in that area it may
have blocked the sea’s advance.

In Illinois the marine transgression is represented by a
few feet of dark-gray, fossiliferous shale resting on the
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basal limestone of the Oak Grove beds (the equivalent,
in the Illinois basin, of the upper unit of the Verdigris
Limestone Member of the Cabaniss). In some places the
dark shale contains very thin, fossiliferous limestone
layers, but these layers are not nearly as numerous or as
widespread as they are in the midcontinent region. A
similar thin shale unit is present in west-central Indiana,
but there it rests on the Mecca Quarry Shale Member of
the Linton Formation because the marine waters in
which the upper limestone unit of the Verdigris was
deposited did not extend that far east. The reduction in
the number of limestone layers in the shale in the Illinois
basin suggests that the waters there may have been
somewhat shallower than in the midcontinent.

West of the Nemaha anticline interbedded dark-gray
mud and thin layers of calcium carbonate were
deposited in isolated areas in Sedgwick and Salina
basins. Lighter gray marine mud, calcium carbonate,
and variegated mud shed from the Nemaha anticline
and the Central Kansas uplift were also being deposited
in both basins.

DESMOINESIA-BEARING LIMESTONE
(pl. 17, fig. L)

The sea probably became clearer and somewhat
deeper, as shown by calcium carbonate that was
deposited in eastern Kansas and Oklahoma, Iowa,
Missouri, Illinois, and western Indiana. The limestone
formed at this time contains abundant specimens of
Desmoinesia muricating, and in some places forms a
coquina of this species. The Desmoinesia-bearing
limestone is persistent but thin, ranging from only a few
inches to 1 foot in thickness in western Iilinois (Wanless,
1957). It forms the cap of the Wheeler coal in parts of
Missouri and Iowa where the dark shale unit (pl. 17, fig.
K) is absent and is correlated with the persistent gray,
septarian limestone of the Oak Grove beds in Illinois,
which also contains large numbers of Desmoinesia
muricatina. Transgressive waters in which this calcium
carbonate was deposited most likely inundated the
whole Illinois basin, including southern Illinois and
southeastern Indiana, which had not been covered by
marine water when the underlying shale was deposited.

In northern Oklahoma, the western part of the
Cherokee basin in Kansas, and western Iowa, gray
marine mud accumulated. Coarse detritus was deposited
adjacent to the eastern flanks of the Nemaha anticline,
and variegated mud, predominantly red, was deposited
farther east.

Marine water filled the Salina basin to a considerable
depth; gray mud interbedded with thin layers of calcium
carbonate was deposited throughout its extent. Marine
water also circulated through the connection between
the Salina and Sedgwick basins. The Sedgwick basin ap-
parently was deeper than the Salina basin, for the
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sediments deposited in the Sedgwick were mostly
variegated muds, predominantly red.

WEDGE OF DETRITUS BETWEEN THE
DESMOINESIA-BEARING LIMESTONE AND
BEVIER COAL OF MISSOURI

(pl. 17, fig. M)

Following deposition of widespread units of calcium
carbonate, the sea withdrew from Indiana, Illinois, and
most of Jowa and Missouri where the remainder of the
Liverpool cyclothem was marked by the deposition of
detrital material and the development of coal swamps.
Local swamps developed on platforms of detrital sedi-
ment. In Kansas and Oklahoma deposition was
predominantly marine.

Stratigraphic relationships between detrital units and
the resulting coals have not been definitely established
for the Liverpoo!l cyclothem,; for this reason they are
placed on separate maps (pl. 17, figs. M-@Q).
Stratigraphic relationships of coals with the Lagonda
Sandstone Member of the Cabaniss Formation, which
overlies the Bevier coal of Kansas (table 2), also have not
been established, but probably the coal swamps
developed during the time of deposition of the lower
shale unit of the Lagonda in the midcontinent region and
the Purington Shale Member of the Carbondale Forma-
tion to the east (pl. 17, fig. R); the detrital wedge in
southern Iowa and northern Missouri is correlated with
the lower part of the shale of the Lagonda.

In Iowa and Missouri detrital sediments were in-
troduced from a southeastern source during a retreat of
the marine waters in which the Desmoinesia-bearing
limestone originated. An isopach map of these sediments
(pl. 17, fig. M) illustrates that they formed a wedge,
which lies between the Wheeler coal or overlying
limestone and the Bevier coal of Missouri. Only a thin
clay parting separates the two coals in eastern Missouri,
but westward the parting thickens in-a short distance to
a maximum of 79 feet. The wedge is composed primarily
of fine detritus — shale and some sandstone. It thickens
to the southwest, indicating that the source area was in
that direction. Sediments composing the wedge may
have come from the Ouachita Mountains to the south,
but evidence is not conclusive, because the thickness of
the wedge cannot be determined farther south than
northeastern Kansas, where the overlying Bevier coal of
Missouri disappears.

BEVIER COAL OF MISSOURI
(pl. 17, fig. N)

After detrital sediments had accumulated in Iowa and
Missouri, coal-swamp conditions developed on the
resulting platform, and the Bevier coal of Missouri was
deposited. This coal was once correlated with the Bevier
coal of Kansas, now believed to be older than the Bevier

of Missouri (table 2). The Wheeler coal of Missouri is
now correlated with the Bevier coal of Kansas. The cor-
relative in eastern Kansas of the Bevier coal of Missouri
is unnamed.

The Bevier coal of Missouri was deposited in swamps
in extreme northeastern Kansas, northern Missouri, and
south-central Iowa. The western boundary of the coal is
somewhat tenuous and may have been farther west than
shown on plate 17, figure N. The coal is fairly thick in
Missouri, attaining a thickness of more than 3 feet in
places (Searight, 1959).

West of the coal-swamp area, marine conditions
predominated. A full description of depositional con-
ditions in Kansas and Oklahoma is in the text descrip-
tion of the Purington Shale Member of the Carbondale
and the equivalent Lagonda.

Conditions east of the Bevier coal swamp area cannot
be precisely determined because correlation problems
exist between the Bevier coal of Missouri and a possible
equivalent coal in Illinois. The Lowell (2A) coal of
Illinois may be equivalent, but the caprocks of these two
coals have not been thoroughly studied and until this is
done they cannot be correlated with any degree of con-
fidence.

SANDSTONE BENEATH THE LOWELL (2A) COAL
AND EQUIVALENT COALS

(pl. 17, fig. O)

Sometime after the regression of the sea in which the
Desmoinesia-bearing limestone originated, sediments
were transported into the southeastern part of the
Illinois basin from the east and were deposited both in
delta channels and in interdistributary areas. These
deltaic sands and muds formed a platform in the
southeastern part of the Illinois basin, on which the
Lowell and equivalent coals accumulated.

Detrital sediments derived from a northwestern source
also entered the Illinois basin at this time and were
deposited in alluvial channels and, during times of high
water, on adjacent flood plains. These alluvial sediments
formed the northwestern part of the platform on which
the Lowell (2A) coal was deposited.

UNDERCLAY BENEATH THE LOWELL (24A) COAL
AND EQUIVALENT COALS

(pl. 17, fig. P)

In the southeastern part of the Illinois basin, silts were
deposited over interdistributary areas and in most of the
delta channels. Some coarse sediments were still being
transported, however, and were being deposited in the
larger channels.

Streams flowing from the northwest carried only fine
sediments at this time. Silts were spread out on flood
plains adjacent to the tributary channels and in
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channels, eventually filling them. Exposure or partial
exposure of large areas of delta and flood plain then took
place and a varied flora developed on the mud and sand
surfaces. This flora continued to flourish in the Lowell
(2A) coal swamp area.

LOWELL (2A) COAL AND EQUIVALENT COALS
(pl. 17, fig. Q)

Shallow fresh water covered the low plain formed by
the delta and alluvial flats, and a coal swamp formed in
which the Lowell and 2A coals of Illinois and the Indiana
1V coal were deposited. These coals are all directly un-
derlain by a stigmarian root zone in the underlying
sandstone or siltstone (William H. Smith, written com-
mun., 1965), which aids in their correlation.

In LaSalle County, I1l., the coal is shaly and reaches a
thickness of 10 inches, but at other exposures in northern
Ilinois it is 2-3 feet thick (Willman and others, 1942).

PURINGTON SHALE MEMBER OF
CARBONDALE FORMATION AND EQUIVALENTS

(pl. 17, fig. R)

After deposition of the Bevier coal of Missouri and the
Lowell (2A), and Indiana IV coals of the Illinois basin,
the sea transgressed from the midcontinent region
eastward, and marine shales were deposited from central
Kansas as far eastward as western Indiana. In the Kan-
sas outcrop belt the shale averages about 50 feet in
thickness. It thickens markedly to the southwest and
reaches a thickness of more than 100 feet in Okfuskee
County, Okla., along the northern fringe of the Arkoma
basin. At least the upper part of the Purington Shale
Member of the Carbondale Formation in the Illinois
basin is a freshwater deposit, but shale of the Lagonda
Formation (Lagonda Sandstone Member of Cabaniss or
Senora Formation) is most likely completely marine in
the midcontinent region.

Evidence supporting the freshwater origin of the upper
part of the Purington Shale Member in Illinois is the
presence of plant fossils preserved in concretions in the
upper part of the unit in western Illinois (Wanless, 1957).
Where the shale is not truncated by the channel phase of
the overlying Pleasantview Sandstone Member of the
Carbondale, it is as much as 50 feet thick in the Illinois
basin. The shale thickens in northern and western
Nlinois, and also in southeastern Illinois and adjoining
parts of Kentucky and Indiana. This suggests that both
a northern source and a southeastern source were con-
tributing sediments to the basin at this time.

Because the Purington in the Illinois basin and
perhaps even farther to the west is nonmarine in part,
whereas shale of the Lagonda in Kansas, Oklahoma, and
Nebraska is completely marine, an arbitrary dividing
line was drawn in western Missouri and Iowa; the shale

east of the line probably originated primarily in delta
complexes and the shale west of the line in open marine
waters.

In the Sedgwick basin fairly deep, well-circulated
waters probably were present, for interbedded gray muds
and thin layers of calcium carbonate accumulated. In
the eastern and southern parts of the Salina basin to the
north, interbedded gray muds and carbonates were
deposited. The remainder of the basin was filled with
variegated muds, predominantly red, which were
supplied from the Nemaha anticline. The eastern flanks
of both the Central Kansas uplift and the Nemaha an-
ticline continued to shed coarse detritus which formed
piedmont areas adjacent to these elevated ridges.

This transgressive episode brought the Liverpool
cyclothem to an end.
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George G. Marett, I1, well; 34-20N-2W. *Alabama Geol. Surv.,
1954.

Harry Elliott 1 Pete Perolio; 29-18N-1E. *USGS, 1948.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1939. 13-1S-8E.

Metzger, 1965, p. 35-37.

Metzger, 1965, p. 39-40.

McCalley, 1891, p. 30, 33-2S-3E..

Metzger, 1965, p. 40.

McCalley, 1891, p. 48. 4-4S-8E.

McCalley, 1891, p. 32.

Metzger, 1965, p. 41.

McCalley, 1891, p. 49. 12-5S-6E.

Coulter, 1947, p. 43-44.

Metzger, 1965, p. 43.

McCalley, 1891, p. 60 (Paint Rock Bluff sec.).

Metzger, 1965, p. 45.

Cou.ter, 1947, p. 35-36.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1939. 33-7S-10E.

McCalley, 1891, p. 38. 14-3S-6E.

Southern Nat. Gas 1 Phelan-Shepherd and others; 35-17N-
9IW. *USGS, 1956.

Sonat and Geochemical Surveys 1 J. J. Hagerman; 9-23N-
3W. *USGS, 1960.

Gulf Ref. 1 A. Sellers; 13-11N-7E. *USGS.

Shreveport Geol. Soc., 1946, pl. 3. Johnston 1 Willis; 11-20N-
1E.
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Sinclair and Phillips 1 Navajo; 28-37N-14E. *AmStrat.

General Pet. 14 Creager-State; 6-19N-23E. *AmStrat.

Amerada and Stanolind 1 Navajo-Black Mtn.; 26-32N-23E.
*AmStrat.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 25. 22-15N-29E,

El Paso Nat. Gas 1 Bita Peak; 19-41N-31E. *AmStrat.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 29, 30-20S-14E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 7-18S-17E.

Tyrrell, 1957. 32, 33-18S-19E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 26-20S-22 E.

Gilluly, Cooper, and Williams, 1954, p. 7. 16S-23E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 26, 35-23S-23E.

Epis, 1956, p. 94. 22-20S-29E.

McNair, 1951, p. 530. 21N-5W.

Hughes, 1952, p. 644. 19-21N-4W.

Hughes, 1952, p. 645. 15-20N-3W.

Hughes, 1952, p. 645. 26-19N-2W.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. 32N-8W.

Welsh, 1959. 9, 10-35N-16W.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. 26 N, 27N-9W, 10W.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 24. 15-14N-26E.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 20. 34-15N-19E.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 19. 19-15N-18E.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 3. 24-12N-9E.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 8. *H. R. Wanless, Illinois
Univ., 1949. 25-9N-154E, 31-9N-16E.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 11. 22-7N-19E.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Kanab Canyon.
*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Toroweap Valley.
*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. South Kaibab trail.
*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Hermit trail.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Tanner trail.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Bass trail.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Havasu Canyon.
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Hancock Oil 1 Dinne-Federal; 29-41N-27E. *AmStrat.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. 32N-9W.

McKee, in Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 1. 9-18N-6E.

Sabins, 1957. 23-15S-30E.

Sabins and Ross, 1963. 23-15S-30E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 22, 23-17S-31E.

Sabins, 1957. 21-17S-31E.

Lockhart 1 Aztec Land and Cattle; 33-14N-20E. *AmStrat.

Lockhart 1 Babbitt; 21-27N-9E. *AmStrat.

Collins 1 Navajo; 4-34N-8E. *AmStrat.

Falcon-Seaboard 1 Govt.; 28-40N-8W. *AmStrat.

Sinclair 1 Santa Fe-Pacific; 35-28N-1W. *AmStrat.

Texas, Sinclair, and Skelly 1a Navajo; 34-42N-18E. *Am-
Strat.

Shell 1 Navajo; 6-41N-29E. *AmStrat.

Franco Western 1 Navajo; 22-41N-28E. *AmStrat.

Humble 1 Navajo Tribal; 4-41N-28E. *AmStrat.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 21. 21-17N-20E.

McClymonds, 1957. 25-12S-8E.

Ruff, 1951. 12S-8E, 9E.

Tyrrell, 1957. 27-19S-19E.

Tyrrell, 1957. 1, 11-18S-18E.

Gulf 1 Walker Creek-Navajo; 28-41N-26E. *Texas Pacific
Coal and Oil.

Superior 2 Navajo “H”; 16-41N-30E. * AmStrat.

Texas Pacific Coal and Oil 1 Navajo 138; 11-40N-28E. *Texas
Pacific Coal and Oil.

Pan American 1 Tohlacon-Navajo; 11-40N-25E. *Texas Paci-
fic Coal and Oil.

Pan American B-1 New Mexico and Arizona Land; 25-12N-
23E. *AmStrat.

Kerr-McGee 1 Hortenstein; 23-18N-25E. *AmStrat.

Lion Oil 1 Cabin Wash; 30-14N-14E. *AmStrat.

Pan American 1 Aztec Land and Cattle; 5-16N-20E. *Am-
Strat.

Pan American B-1 Aztec Land and Cattle; 9-16N-18E. *Am-
Strat.

Western Drlg. and Valen Oil and Minerals 1 Govt.; 31-38N-
5W. *AmStrat.

Texas Pacific Coal and Oil 1 Navajo Tract 190; 20-40N-26E.
*AmStrat.

La Rue 1 Navajo; 18-40N-28E. *AmStrat.

Tennessee Gas & Oil 1 USA-Schreiber; 35-39N-13W. *Am-
Strat.

Midwest Pet. 1 Navajo; 7-41N-23E. * AmStrat.

Gilluly, Cooper, and Williams, 1954, p. 9. 16-14S-21E.

Nations, 1961. 14S-21E.

Loring, 1947. 20S-27E.

Kerns, 1958. 16S-16E, 17E.

Papke, 1952. 16S, 17S-30E.

Gilluly, Cooper, and Williams, 1954, p. 8. 4-16S-23E.

Brown, 1939, p. 712. 26-12S-11E.

Krieger, 1968 b. 58-6S, 16E-17E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 22-58-16E.

Darton, 1925, p. 264. 10S-2E.

Lindgren, 1905. 2S-29E.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1950, pl. 12, p. 108. 36-1S-12E.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Hidden Canyon.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Andrus Canyon.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 2. 12-12N-7E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 12-12N-7E.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Blue Springs.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Grandview trail.
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*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. North Kaibab trail.
*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Twin Springs Canyon.
*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Shinumo trail.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Thunder River.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. S. B. Canyon.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Tuckup Canyon.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. 30N-14W.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. 32N-16W.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. Snap Canyon.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. 33N, 34N-14W.

Sorauf, 1962, Cane Springs Pocket.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 10. 8-7N-16E.

Huddle and Dobrovolny, 1945, sec. 12. 29-5N-18E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 29-5N-18E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 11-4N-20E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. White River Canyon.

Pan American 1 New Mexico and Arizona Land “A”; 12-
13N-25E. *AmStrat.

British-American 1 Navajo “C”; 5-40N-30E. *AmStrat.

*E. D. McKee, USGS, in prep. 36N-5E.

Gilluly, Cooper, and Williams, 1954, p. 6, 7. 22-20S-22E.

Armstrong, 1962, columnar sec. 22-20S-22E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 6, 7-11N-10E.

*H. R. Wanless, Illinois Univ., 1949. 16-11N-12E.

Nations, 1963, p. 1254. 9-15S-22E.

Epis, 1956. 22, 23-21S-29E.

Richard F. Harless 1 Federal; 4-17N-4E. *AmStrat.

Roy Owen 12-1 Diablo Amarillo; 12-20N-11E. *AmStrat.

R. Pickett 1 Padre Canyon-State; 26-20N-10E. *AmStrat.

E. B. LaRue, Jr., 1 Dinne; 23-41N-26E. *AmStrat.

Gulf 1 Navajo-Garnet Ridge; 16-41N-24E. *AmStrat.

Marathon 1 Navajo; 18-40N-29E. *AmStrat.

Occidental Pet. 1 Texaco-Navajo; 6-40N-27E. *AmStrat.

Underwood 1-32 Jacob Lake; 32-39N-2E. *AmStrat.

Ross, 1969, p. 1405-1422. H. R. Wanless Illinois Univ., 1949.
2S, 3S-18E.

*P. T. Hayes, USGS, 1964. 33-22S-23E.

*P. T. Hayes, USGS, 1964. 25-23S-24E.

*Frank Simons, USGS, written commun., 1964. 23S-16E.

*Frank Simons, USGS, written commun., 1964. 5S-19E.

Sabins, 1957, pl. 7. 10-16S-31E.

Brew, 1965. 31-10N-16E.

Brew, 1965. 4-7TN-16E.

Brew, 1965. 6, 7-6N-20E.

Atlantic and British-American 1 Hopi-9; 9-28N-15E. *Am-
Strat, 1966.

Krieger, 1968a. 6S-17E.

Willden, 1964. 45-5S, 16E-17E.
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Sheldon, 1954, p. 17-19.R. S. Lee 1 W. S. King; 24-18N-22W.
*E. E. Glick, USGS, 1952.

*H. J. Hyden, USGS, 1958. 32-16N-21W.

*H. J. Hyden, USGS, 1958. 33-16N-22W.

Chisholm, 1959, p. 7-9. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS, 1954. 28-
16N-23W.

Chisholm, 1959, p.
1954. 22-16N-23W.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 120-122. J. V. McAllister 1 J. Sizemore;
10-15N-27W.

*R. J. Lantz, USGS, 1950.

Henbest, 1953, p. 1948, loc. 19. 32-16N-29W.

Henbest, 1953. p. 1948, locs. 17, 18. 24, 25-16N-31W.

10-13. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS,
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Chisholm, 1959, p. 46-50. *W. A. Chisholm, 1954. 36-15N-19W.

*W. A. Chisholm, USGS, 1953. 16-14N-19W.

Chisholm, 1959, p. 21-25. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS, 1954. 33-
14N-20W. *H. J. Hyden, USGS, 1959. 19-14N-20W.

*H. J. Hyden, USGS, 1958. 10-14N-21W.

Chisholm, 1959, p. 14-16. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS,
1954. 33-15N-21W.

Chisholm, 1959, p. 17-20. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS,
1954. 33-15N-21W.

Phillips 1 B. Skinner; 11-14N-28W. *Confid.

Henbest, 1953, p. 1948, locs. 8-15. 4, 9, 16-14N-30W.

Giles and Brewster, 1930. 7-13N-32W.

Henbest, 1953, p. 1948, locs. 1, 2. 26, 35-13N-33W.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 177-178. H. H. Taylor and others 1 C. E.
Rummey; 1-13N-29W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Chisholm, 1959, p. 39-45. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS, 1954. 8-
13N-21W.

Phillips 1 Sand Gap; 8-12N-19W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1964.

*E. E. Glick, USGS, 1954. 12-13N-19W,

Chisholm, 1959, p. 30-33. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS, 1954. 7-
13N-17W.

Chisholm, 1959, p. 34-38. *W. A. Chisholm, USGS, 1954.
3-13N-17W.

Phillips 1 S. T. Copeland; 28-12N-15W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.

*E. E. Glick, USGS, 1961. 15-13N-13W.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 93-96. Hinckle and Fitzpatrick 1 W. W. Pryor;
32-13N-6W. *R. J. Lantz, USGS.

Tennark 1 R. Martin and others; 35-14N-3E. *R. J. Lantz,
USGS.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 209-215. Deep Rock Qil 1 Sample; 4-10N-
6W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS.

Stephens, Inc., 1 Albert Est. and others; 29-10N-7W. *E. E.
Glick, USGS, 1964.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 32-35. Donnelly and others 1 Donaphan
Lumber; 33-11N-9W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 171-176. Lion Oil 1 Griggs; 23-10N-13W.
*R. J. Lantz, USGS.

Pecos Explor. 1 Charles Hurley; 25-11N-14W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS, 1961.

Phillips 1 N. E. Cleveland; 29-10N-16W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1965.

Bert Wheeler 1 U.S. Govt.; 36-10N-18W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1960.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 143-148. Arkansas Louisiana Gas 1 J. C.
Millsappe; 23-10N-21W. *R. J. Lantz, USGS.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 138-142. Stanolind 1 U.S. Govt.-Fred Brink-
man; 6-10N-20W. *R. J. Lantz, USGS. *USGS surf.
data.

Phillips 1 Indian Creek; 4-11N-20W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1961

Republic Nat. Gas 1 Watson; 12-10N-22W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS, 1961.

Stephens, Inc., 1 L. Landthrip; 22-10N-23W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS, 1960. *USGS surf. data.

Phillips 1 South Low Gap Unit; 31-11N-23W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS, 1961.

LeFlore County Gas & Electric and Pure 4-A Low Gap Unit;
6-11N-23W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1960.

Pure 2 Low Gap Unit; 33-12N-24W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 102-109. Pure 1 Low Gap Unit; 17-11N-
24W. *R. J. Lantz and J. C. Maher, USGS.

Phillips 1 S. Clarksville; 27-10N-24W. *E. A. Merewether,
USGS, 1964.
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Carter 1 Boyer Heirs; 18-10N-24W. *B. R. Haley, USGS.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 82-84. Ozark Nat. Gas 1 Edna Self; 31-
10N-26W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS.

Carter 1 U.S. Govt.; 12-11N-26W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1960.

Ambassador Oil 1 U.S. Govt.; 6-11N-27W. *Schlumberger,
1961.

Croneis, 1930, p. 239-241. 19-11N-27W.

Arkansas Western Gas 1 Stapp Est.; 4-10N-28W. *Rinehart,
1962.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 85-90. Arkansas Western Gas 1 H. T. Peters;
34-11N-29W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas 1 O. J. Kirksey; 30-10N-29W.
*Schlumberger, 1962.

Arkansas Oklahoma Gas 1-A Carney; 20-10N-31W. *S. E.
Frezon, USGS.

Stephens Prod. 1 C. D. Huckleberry; 11-10N-32W. *Rinehart,
1955.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 60-63. Donald Trumbo 1 Craddock Est.;
3-11N-30W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Cities Service 1 W.R. Bruce; 4-11N-32W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Stephens Prod. 1 Free Ferry Est.; 13-8N-32W. *Schlumberger,
1963.

Stephens Prod. 1 W. W. Ward; 1-8N-32W. *Schlum-
berger, 1962.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 53-56. Citizens Gas 1 Greenstreet; 18-9N-
32W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS.

F. E. Sagely 1 J.S. Richmond;
Haley, USGS, 1965.

Gulf 1 Titsworth; 24-9N-31W. *B. R. Haley, USGS, 1965.

Ambassador Oil 1 F.E. Shearer Unit; 9-9N-30W. *B. R. Haley,
USGS, 1965.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 44-47. Industrial Oil & Gas 3 G. W. Wil-
liams; 6-8N-30W. *R. J. Lantz, USGS.

Huber 1 Nixon; 33-8N-29W. *B. R. Haley, USGS, 1965.

Lantz, 1950, 26p. Arkansas Louisiana Gas 1 Ralph S, Barton;
27-9N-28W. *R. J. Lantz, USGS.

Haley, 1961c, p. 30-40. Gulf 1 Raymond Hembree; 13-8N-26W.
*B. R. Haley, USGS, 1958.

Murphy Corp. 1 Altus Gas Unit; 14-9N-26W. *E. A. Mere-
wether, USGS, 1963.

Arkansas Western Gas 1 T. Moody; 9-9N-26W. *E.

E. Glick, USGS, 1965.

Huber 1 Mabry; 6-8N-24W. *B. R. Haley, USGS, 1962. *USGS
subsurf. data.

Gulf 1 A. W. McElroy; 32-8N-24W. *B. R. Haley, USGS.

Gulf1 Arkansas Real Estate; 32-9N-23W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Gulf 1 Excelsior; 30-9N-23W. *E. A. Merewether, USGS.

Gulf 1 Spadra Bottoms; 22-9N-23W. *E. A. Mere-
wether, USGS.

Gulf 1 J. J. Bauman; 13-9N-22W. *E. A. Merewether, USGS,
1959. *USGS subsurf. data.

Merewether and Haley, 1961, p. 25-30. Gulf 1 Joe Roberts;
33-8N-22W. *B. R. Haley, USGS, 1958.

Merewether and Haley, 1961, p. 18-25. Gulf 1 W. H. Tackett;
2-8N-22W. *B. R. Haley, USGS, 1958.

Gulf 1 Ida Jones; 18-9N-20W. *Lane Wells, 1961. *USGS sub-
surf. data.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 131-137. Cosden Oil 1 Shackleford; 13-9N-
19W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

Sinclair 1 Richard Hogan; 8-9N-18W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.

Murphy Corp. 1 R.L.Barton; 10-8N-19W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Carter 1 Morrilton Lumber; 33-9N-17W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964,

15-9N-32W. *B. R.
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Arkansas Louisiana Gas 1 J. E. Merryman; 8-8N-16W.
*Schlumberger, 1957.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 39-43. Carter 1 C. L. Williams; 1-9N-16W.
*W. A. Chisholm, USGS.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas 1 H. A. McGowan; 16-9N-14W. *E.
E. Glick, USGS, 1964.

Carter 1 G. L. Bahner; 12-8N-14W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1964.

Western Nat. Gas 1 Lucy Chapman; 14-9N-12W.*E. E. Glick,
USGS.

Stephens Prod. 1 S. A. Hovis; 30-8N-12W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964,

Stephens Prod. 1 W.G.Ward; 13-8N-12W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.

Beard Oil 1 R. A. Evans; 32-9N-11W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964,

Sheldon, 1954, p. 29-31. Cosden Oil 1 Donaphan Lumber;
19-9N-10W. *E. R. Applin, USGS.

Pure1 M.L.McCollum; 13-9N-8W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1961.

Starr Oil & Gas 1 W. A. Horn; 1-8N-8W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 199-204. Lion Qil 1 Nalley; 33-8N-7W. *R.
J. Lantz, USGS.

Sunray Mid-Continent 1 Edgar Wright; 16-8N-6W. *E. E,
Glick, USGS, 1964.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 205-208. Killam and McMillan 1 J. S. Curl;
10-9N-5W. *R. J. Lantz, USGS.

Magnolia 1 Roy Sturgis; 30-9N-3W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1958.

Manning & Martin, Inc., 1 Cartwright; 16-7TN-8E. *R. J.
Lantz, USGS.

. Manning & Martin, Inc., 1 Park-Grieseck; 4-6N-5E. *R. J.

Lantz, USGS.

. Manning & Martin, Inc., 1 R. C. Gregg; 20-5N-5E. *R. J.

Lantz, USGS.

Bimet Bros. 1 J. A. Stribling; 14-6N-8W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.

States Qil 1 J. T. La Ferney; 25-6N-8W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Sinclair 1 J. E. Carmichael; 11-7N-10W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.

Shell 1 C. Stewart; 23-6N-14W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1965.

Carter 1 J. H. Jones; 8-6N-15W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.

Blackwell Oil & Gas 1 G. A. Scroggin; 14-7N-16W. *E. E.
Glick, USGS.

Humble 1 Kaufman Unit; 12-7N-17W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.

B. & G. Oil, Inc., 1 F. T. Wilcutt; 29-7N-18W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS.

C. E. Plummer 1 Nora Rorex; 10-6N-17W. *Schlumberger,
1959.

Stephens, Inc., 2 Clifton Andrews; 3-7N-20W. *Schlumberger,
1962. *USGS surf. data.

Shell 1 T. V. Jones and others; 19-7TN-21W. *B. R. Haley,
USGS, 1960. *USGS surf. data.

Sinclair 1 Federal-Smith; 24-7N-24W. *B. R. Haley, USGS,
1963. *USGS surf. data.

Haley, 1961, p. 24-30. Carter 1 Hugh B. McVay; 22-7TN-27W.
*B. R. Haley, USGS, 1958. *USGS surf. data.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas 1 T. Price; 10-7N-28W. *Schlumber-
ger, 1963.

Gulf 1 F. R. Borum; 18-6N-28W. *B. R. Haley, USGS, 1958.
*USGS surf. and subsurf. data.

Western Nat. Gas 1 W. B, Bergkamp; 1-7N-30W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS.

Sheldon, 1954, p. 163-167. Arkansas Oklahoma Gas 1 George
Bicker; 2-7TN-32W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.
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Shell 1 Western Coal & Min.; 36-7N-32W. *B. R. Haley and
S. E. Frezon, 1965.
Reynolds Min. 1 E. C. Tomlin; 33-6N-30W. B. R. Haley,
USGS, 1958, *USGS surf. data.
Midwest Oil 1 Sebastion County Coal & Min ; 15-5N-32W.
*Rinehart, 1965.
Wheeler & Ryan, Inc., 1 Sebastion County Coal & Min.; 14-
5N-32W. *B. R. Haley, USGS, 1962.
Sheldon, 1954, p. 149-154. Residue Co. 1 Mansfield Gas; 6-
4N-30W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS. *USGS surf. data.
El Paso Nat. Gas 1 Cheesman; 22-3N-28W. *B. R. Haley,
USGS.
Sheldon, 1954, p. 216-218. B. & G. Oil, Inc.,, and Carter 1
J. E. Mitchell; 16-5N-24W. *E. E. Glick, USGS.
Wheeler & Ryan, Inc., 1 Campbell; 14-5N-21W. *Schlumber-
ger, 1962.
Danilchik and Haley, 1964. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1957.7, 18,
19-5S8-18W.
Sheldon, 1954, p. 97-98. Arkansas Qil Ventures 1 Doggett;
31-10N-3W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS.
Sheldon, 1954, p. 110-111. Arkansas Oklahoma Gas 1 S. B.
Wall; 29-5N-27W. *S. E. Frezon, USGS. *USGS surf. data.
Caplan, 1964, p. 75. 21-2N-10W.
Sinclair 1 W. Rockefeller; 8-5N-17W. *B. R. Haley, USGS,
1965.
Pan American A-1 U.S. Govt.; 15-12N-22W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS, 1964.
Pan American 1 Hart; 4-2N-1W. *E. E, Glick, USGS, 1965.
Pan American 1 Bosnick Operating Unit; 1-2N-1E. *E. E.
Glick, USGS, 1965.
Wheeler & Ryan, Inc,, 1 U.S. Govt.; 18-5N-26W. *Rinehart,
1963.
Sunray DX 1 G. L. Morris; 12-7N-2W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1965.
Continental 1 W. J. Sorrels; 28-8N-18W. *E. E. Glick, USGS,
1964.
Texaco1 U. S. Govt.; 33-13N-28W. *E. E. Glick, USGS, 1965.
E. J. Longyear S-10 Peyton Creek; 12-13N-15W. *E. E. Glick,
USGS, 1964.
Ambassador Oil 1 Craig; 19-4N-31W. *B. R. Haley, USGS,
1964.
Haley, 1960, pl. 63. 25-5N-19W.
Haley, 1960, pl. 63. 5-4N-32W.
Miser and Purdue, 1929, p. 77. 16-7S-24W.
Reinemund and Danilchik, 1957. 12-1N-31W.
Caplan, 1954, pl. 6. 6-6N-3W.
Caplan, 1954, pl. 5. 36-2N-6W.
Caplan, 1954, pl. 5. 10-1N-5W.
Caplan, 1954, pl. 5. 24-2S-5W.
Caplan, 1954, pl. 8. 24-4S-2W.
Caplan, 1954, pl. 8. 23-55-3W.
Caplan, 1964, p. 76. 18-1S-9W.
Caplan, 1964, p. 76. 22-1S-4W.
Caplan, 1954, pl. 7. Caplan, 1964, p. 76. 22-8N-7E.
Caplan, 1964, p. 75. 16-4S-7TW.
Caplan, 1964, p. 75. 11-3S-4E.
Branner, 1896, 3-4N-14W.
Stone, 1963. 3N-16W.
Caplan, 1954, p. 13-14, pl. 8, well 6.
Flawn and others, 1961, p. 349, well 19.
Renfroe, 1949, p. 17-18.
Flawn and others, 1961, p. 349, well 15.
Caplan, 1954, p. 13.
Flawn and others, 1961, p. 358, well 69. 33-5S8-4W.
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174.
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72.
74.
79.
. Pure 1 Adolph Frank; 32-26S-45W. *AmStrat.
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Flawn and others, 1961, p. 349, well 18.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 350, well 20.

Weeks, 1938, p. 962.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 354. 25-9S-19W.

Imlay, 1940, sec. C-C.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 354. 27-9S-17W.

Spooner, 1935, p. 296-298, well 10.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 359. 4-9S-11W.

Weeks, 1938, p. 962.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 354. 36-10S-11W.

Weeks, 1938, p. 962.

Swain, 1944, p. 589, fig. 7.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 354, well 43. 28-11S-27W.

Hazzard and others, 1947, sec. B-B'.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 354, well 44. 7-11S-14W.

Hazzard and others, 1947, sec. A-4A’.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 354, well 42. 18-12S5-29W.

Imlay, 1940, sec. E-E'.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 359, well 75. 27-158-15W.

Imlay, 1940, p. 10.

Hazzard and others, 1947, p. 486-487, sec. B-B'.

Flawn and others, 1961, p. 359, well 74. 5-16S-16W.

Seely, 1963, pl. 2. 1S-32W.

Reinemund and Danilchik, 1957, Poteau Mtn. 29-4N-30W.

Carter 1 Royston; 31-10S-24W. *R. F. Faull, Chevron Re-
search Co., 1966, written commun.

CALIFORNIA

Thompson, Wheeler, and Hazzard, 1946, p. 38-39. 24~10N-
13E.

Gordon, 1964, p. A22. 10N-13E.

Dibblee, 1952, p. 15-19.

Roberts, 1964, p. A44, A49. NV» 29S-39E.

Hopper, 1947, p. 410-412. NEY% 19S-41E.

Hazzard, 1954, p. 881-885. 9-23N-8E.

Evans, 1958, p. 38-42. 35-16N-13E.

Merriam and Hall, 1957, p. 4-7.

Merriam, 1963, p. 24-25, 117°45'W, 36°31’ N.

Rinehart, Ross, and Huber, 1959, p. 941-944. SW4 4S-28E.

Skinner and Wilde, 1966. SE% 31-36N-3W. NE% 36-36N-4W.

Hall and MacKevett, 1958, p. 9-10. 1, 2-19S-40E.

Johnson, 1957, p. 384. NW% 17S-46E.

Bowen, 1954, p. 23-34. 33, 34, 35-TN-6W.

McCulloh, 1954, p. 15, 17. SE%4 1IN-1W.

Dobbs, 1961, p. 51-56. 28, 33-17N-13E.

Clary, 1959, p. 30-36. SW% 18N-14E.

Haskell, 1959, p. 33-42. NW% 13N-16E.

COLORADO

. I.T.I.O. and Carter 1 Vorce; 28-1S-49W. *AmStrat.
16.
28.
. L. M. Thompson 1 F. M. Peterson; 27-29S-48W. *AmStrat.
44.
45.
54.
58.

Texaco 1 Govt.-Davis; 12-28S-52W. *AmStrat.
Sohio 1 Baughman; 29-28S-41W. *AmStrat.

D. D. Harrington 1 Homsher “A”; 27-31S-46W. *AmStrat.

California 1 J. A. Spikes; 13-31S-48W. *AmStrat.

Provincial Oil Corp. 1 State; 36-32S-43W. *AmStrat.

A, R. Jones Operating Co. 1 Boyce Cattle Co.; 22-34S-42W.
*J. C. Maher, USGS.

Mabher and Collins, 1952, sheet 1. 2-21S5-48W.

Maher and Collins, 1952, sheet 16. 23-29S-56W.

Maughan and Wilson, 1960, p. 38-39. 12-9N-70W.

Continental 1 Colo. State; 4-18S-67W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.
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Anderson-Prichard 1 Blanchard; 11-6N-55W. *AmStrat.

Chicago Corp. and Republic Nat. 1 A. E, Sheetz; 11-3S-51W.
*AmStrat.

Gulf 1 U. P. Smith; 19-15S8-53W. *AmStrat.

Union Oil 1 UPRR; 17-17S-48W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

Maher, 1946. 1-17S-50W.

Gulf and Colorado Fuel & Iron 1 Unit; 6-185-64W. *AmStrat.

Continental 1 Paige; 34-18S-66W. *AmStrat.

British-American 1 Colorado Sch. Mines; 11-19S-65W. *Am-
Strat.

Continental 1 Young; 11-19S-65W. *J. C. Maher, USGS; Am-
Strat.

Stanolind 1 E. Snell; 7-20S-41W. *AmStrat.

Mabher, 1946. 6-20S-46W.

J. B. Stoddard and Colorado Fuel & Iron 1 Wright; 11-20S-
58W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

Mabher and Collins, 1952, sheet 1. 31-21S-44W.

Mabher and Collins, 1952, sheet 1. 27-21S-46W.

Shell 1 State; 3-21S-50W. *AmStrat.

Skelly 1 M. E. Lutin; 30-21S-65W. *AmStrat.

California 1 Luster; 10-22S-47W. *AmStrat.

Mabher, 1947. 15-23S-46W.

Maher, 1947. 32-24S-41W.

Pacific Western and Frontier 1 Smith-Govt.; 12-26S-50W.

*AmStrat.

Carter 1 Strat. hole; 30-26S-57W. *AmStrat.

Skelly 1 Weiland; 19-26S-62W. * AmStrat.

Skelly 1 Busch; 30-26S-63W. *AmStrat.

Skelly 1 Niebuhr; 6-26S-64W. *AmStrat.

Skelly 1 Shafer; 32-26S-64W. *AmStrat.

Ohio 1 Eldridge; 25-27S-46W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

Marland Prod. Co. 1 Pipe Springs; 27-278-49W. *J. C. Maher,
USGS.

Skelly 1 Jolly-U.S.; 30-27S-61W. *AmStrat.

Huber and Frontier Ref. 1 Ingle; 27-29S-50W. *AmStrat.

Skelly 1 Hawes; 31-30S-44W. *AmStrat.

Skelly 1 Glassor; 22-33S-44W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

Stanolind 1 Colorado Fuel & Iron; 31-345-63W. *AmStrat.

Sunray 1-A Hotaling; 27-9N-43W. *AmStrat.

Shell 16 Green-A; 30-9N-53W. *AmStrat.

Sherrod & Apperson 8 Miles-Don Gillette; 9-9N-61W. *Am-
Strat.

British-American 18 Yenter “B”; 3-8N-54W. *AmStrat.

California 1 Meyer; 19-8N-68W. *AmStrat.

Brown Drlg. 1 William Pyle; 21-4N-45W. *AmStrat.

Ohio 1 Brophy; 31-4N-46W. *AmStrat.

Carter 1 Glade Stansfield; 35-3N-50W. *AmStrat.

Superior 45-32 Weiss; 32-3N-55W. *AmStrat.

Lion Oil 1 Chrismer; 2-2N-48W. * AmStrat.

Carter and Mtn. States Drlg. 1 Ed Henik; 8-1N-48W. *Am-
Strat.

Skiles Oil 1 Bower; 34-1N-49W. *AmStrat.

Texas 1 Black; 19-1S-47W. *AmStrat.

Amerada 1 Corbus J. Heyen; 7-2S-52W. *AmStrat.

Continental 1 Powell; 34-8S-45W. *AmStrat.

Continental 1 Leoffer; 33-8S-46W. *AmStrat.

Superior 1 State; 16-18S-46W. *AmStrat.

Continental 1 State-Fergus; 36-18S-48W. *AmStrat.

Continental and Strake 1 State; 16-18S-52W. *AmStrat.

Continental 1 White; 20-19S-45W. *AmStrat.

Imperial Prod. 1 State; 13-225-55W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.
C. A. Wallace 1 Witte; 12-24S-44W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

Baker and Taylor Drlg. 1 LeSage; 2-33S-60W. *AmStrat.
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Canada Southern Oil 1 Doyle Nieman; 10-5N-46W. *Chem.
and Geol. Lab.

Deep Rock Oil 1 W. F. Ernst; 6-55-49W. *AmStrat.

Deep Rock Qil 1 R. L. Edmondson; 33-6S-44W. *AmStrat.

Southwestern Explor. 1 State; 16-30S-42W. *AmStrat.

Southwestern Explor. 1 Rutherford; 6-29S-45W. *AmStrat.

Gulf 1 U. P. Larson; 13-13S-49W. *AmStrat.

Huber 1 H. J. Abrams; 24-20S-49W. *AmStrat.

Deep Rock Oil and others 1 State; 16-21S-49W. *AmStrat.

Maher and Collins, 1952, sheet 2. 8-30S-50W.

Skelly 1 Joe Hakins; 34-33S-44W. *AmStrat.

Ohio 1 Gall; 23-7N-46W. *AmStrat.

Huber and Frontier Ref. 1 Hientz; 22-28S-50W. *AmStrat.

Huber and Frontier Ref. 1 McCarroll; 11-28S-50W. *AmStrat.

Continental 1 Gente; 32-20S-46W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

P. Livermore 1 I. Green; 8-2S-43W. *AmStrat.

Superior 65-23 Weisenberger; 23-19S-49W. *AmStrat.

Pure 1 E. K. Warren; 13-23S-68W. *J. C. Maher, USGS.

Amerada and Western Nat. Gas 1 O. H. Vail; 19-29S-41W.
*AmStrat.

Amerada 1 F. L. Crook; 8-248-47W. *AmStrat.

Taylor and Sullivan 1 Mock; 29-34S-59W. *AmStrat.

Terminal Facilities, Inc. (Cities Service) 1 Holt “A”; 6-26S-
43W. *AmStrat.

N. B. Hunt 1 Town of Fowler and others; 33-21S-59W. *Am-
Strat.

Falcon-Seaboard 1 Edmund; 28-7S-47W. *AmStrat.

Shell 2 State “B”; 16-8N-53W. *AmStrat.

Maughan and Wilson, 1960. 2-11N-70W.

Carter 1 Schweitzer; 9-31S-4W. *AmStrat.

Pure 1 Henry Teeter; 26~30S-44W. *AmStrat.

Boswell and Frates 1 Govt.; 2-35S-52W. *AmStrat.

Superior 44-6 Stalford; 6-355-41W. *AmStrat.

Stanolind 1 Bolton-Lamberson; 7-20S-52W. *AmStrat.

Sid Katz 1 L. W. Bailey; 30-19S-57W. *AmStrat.

British-American 1 Wise; 19-8N-61W. *AmStrat.

Megra Qil 1 Stites; 6-14S-44W. *AmStrat.

Standard and British-American 1 Morrow; 31-6S-42W. *Am-
Strat.

Phillips 1 Stwalley; 4-24S-43W. *AmStrat.

Texas Pacific Coal and Oil 1 Immer; 19-20S-45W. *AmStrat.
Katz Qil 1 Einspahr; 23-9S-47W. *AmStrat.

W. H. Gaddis 1 G. H. Kamla; 17-38-42W. *AmStrat.

Cree Drlg. Co. 1 Etter; 18-235-41W. *AmStrat.

Amerada 1 C. C. Dillon; 17-27S-51W. *AmStrat.
Continental 1 Wellman; 1-258-50W. *AmStrat.
Continental 1 Hasser; 28-25S-49W. *AmStrat.

Skelly 1 McMillan; 21-23S-45W. *AmStrat.

Cosden Pet. 1 State; 16-22S-45W. *AmStrat.

D. D. Harrington 1-A Wagner; 31-23S-49W. *AmStrat.

D. D. Harrington 1-A A. B. Harn; 5-225-50W. * AmStrat.

D. D. Harrington 1-A Carl D. Earl; 5-225-49W. * AmStrat.

Shell 1 Federal 4728; 18-10N-56W. *AmStrat.

Shell 1 Schmidt; 27-21S-45W. *AmStrat.

Seaboard Oil 1 Govt.; 14-26S-53W. *AmStrat.

Southwest Explor. 1 Schrader; 20-33S-45W. * AmStrat.

Shell 1 Kennie; 1-4N-43W. *AmStrat.

Shell 1 Klinginsmith; 1-11N-59W. *AmStrat.

M. P. Gilbert 1 Prihbeno; 4-9S-57W. *AmStrat.

Amerada 1 State “A”; 36-335-42W. *AmStrat.

Amerada 1 C. A. Newman; 12-32S-42W. *W. L. Adkison,
USGS.

Davis Oil 1 Rutledge; 28-2S-47W. *AmStrat.



92

384.
385.
386.
387.
388.
389.
391.
392.
398.
399.
403.
406.
407.
409.
410.
416.
417.
418.
421
463.
481.
496.
498.
499.

527.

542.
565.
566.
567.
568.
570.

590.
593.
594.
595.
596.
597.

600.
601.
603.
613.
616.
618.
620.
627.
630.
639.
640.
642.
645.
651.
672.
677.
682.
683.
688.
711.
723.
724.

PALEOTECTONIC INVESTIGATIONS OF THE PENNSYLVANIAN SYSTEM, PART II

COLORADO—Continued

B. F. Allison 1 LeMay; 9-15S-55W. *AmStrat.

Shell 1 Colo. Natl. Bank; 12-8N-60W. * AmStrat.

Shannon Qil 1 State; 15-21S-52W. * AmStrat.

Jones and Arwell 1 Wright-Griffin; 21-22S-52W. *AmStrat.

M. J. Le Bsack 1-A Watmore; 30-5S-48W. *AmStrat.

Davis Oil 1 Galbreath; 3-4S-50W. *AmStrat.

Davis Oil 1 Antholz; 21-6S-48W. *AmStrat.

Utah Southern 1 Sheridan-Worm; 4-18S-57W. *AmStrat.

Lion Oil (Monsanto) 1 Clair; 23-19S-54W. *AmStrat.

Shell 1 Lasher; 5-2N-44W. *AmStrat.

Read and others, 1949. 28-36N-4W.

Wirt Franklin 1 Hirsch; 28-35N-2W. *Phillips Pet.

Phillips 1 Crowley; 1-32N-1E. *Phillips Pet.

Stanolind 1 Scott; 20-1N-93W, *AmStrat.

Texas and California 20 Unit; 34-3N-94W. *AmStrat.

Texas 70-32 UPRR; 32-2N-102W. *AmStrat.

Superior 1 Douglas Creek; 5-3S-101W. *AmStrat.

Superior 1 Fee; 12-4S-102W. *AmStrat.

*M. L. Thompson, Phillips Pet. 36-10N-101W.

Pure 1 Unit; 24-46N-14W. *AmStrat.

Allison and Prestridge 1 Long; 9-42N-19W. *AmStrat.

Stanolind 1 Schmidt; 24-36N-18W. *AmStrat.

Slick Moorman 1 Weaver; 1-35N-14W. * AmStrat.

Byrd-Frost and Western Nat. 1-A Driscoll; 3-38N-19W. *Am-
Strat.

Great Western Drlg. 1 Ft. Lewis School Land; 3-34N-11W.

*AmStrat.
Gulf 1 Fulks; 27-37N-17W. *AmStrat.
Stanolind 1 Blue; 35-6N-96W. *AmStrat.
Stanolind 1 Madison; 22-4N-92W. *AmStrat.
Union Oil 1 Crawford; 32-4N-89W. *AmStrat.
Texas 1 Colvert; 7-6N-86W. *AmStrat.
Phillips 1 Unit; 10-2N-88W. *AmStrat.

Benedum-Trees Oil 1 Govt.-Dougherty; 7-1N-88W. *AmStrat.

Luedke and Burbank, 1962. 31-44N-7W.,

Weir 1 Fee; 33-50N-10W. *AmStrat.
Continental 1 Unit; 18-47N-14W. *AmStrat.
Pure 1 Unit; 14-46N-13W. *AmStrat.

Chicago Corp. 1 Ayers; 31-47N-18W. *AmStrat.

Byrd-Frost and Western Nat. 1-A Uhl-Govt.; 26-41N-17W.

*AmStrat.
Hathaway 1 Lyon-Federal; 11-37N-20W. *AmStrat.
Delhi 2 Barker; 3-32N-14W. *AmStrat.
Robinson 1 Kagie; 29-4N-87W. *AmStrat.
Kerr-McGee 1 Gar Mesa; 8-88-102W. *AmStrat.
Gardner 1 Chura; 4-7N-86W. *AmStrat.
General Pet. 1 Schulte; 15-6S-103W. *AmStrat.
Greenbriar 1 Federal; 24-5S5-102W. * AmStrat.
Stanolind B6 Ute Indian; 17-33N-7W. *AmStrat.
Histco 1 Eldridge; 19-4N-101W. *Am§Strat.
Wilson, 1957, p. 54-58, section 11. 29-7TN-98W.
Gould, 1935, p. 976. 15-13S-77TW.
Amerada 1 Unit; 14-9S-101W. *AmStrat.
California 1 Benton; 14-3S-85W. *AmStrat.
Skelly 1 Benton; 15-33N-13W. *AmStrat.
Florence 1 Newton; 5-33N-2W. *Phillips Pet.
Texaco 1 Fing Mtn. Unit-Govt.; 2-1S-85W. *AmStrat.
Bass and Northrop, 1963, pl. 2. 25-4S-91W.
Buford 1 Wyman-Govt.; 16-1N-91W. *AmStrat.
Phillips 1 Hell’s Hole Canyon; 12-2S-104W. *AmStrat.
Pure 1 Unit; 15-158-104W. *AmStrat.
Frontier 1 Unit; 17-2N-97W. *AmStrat.
Champlin 1 Black; 4-55-84W. * AmStrat.
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