Mr. Edwin D. Gosebel »f e
Kansas State Geologlcdl Survey 7
Un‘versity of Kansas 7
Tawrence, Kansas 66045 y

Dear Bd: (‘“ |

Tnclosed are the results from the No. 3 and 4 Rockwell @jlls.
As you can see, the recovery is lousy. ha} do you want me~to do
with the residues? ~ e

e

RN conir

Thank you for the information on the organ zation of the Lurvey.
Collinson has not answered my letter of practically one month ago,
so I have no informatinn of the statls of the manuscripte

Would you please s:nd me a copy of the Kensas Rock Chart (the
chart, not Bull. 89). I don't seem to have a2 ® py anymoree Thank
you very muche.

Very truly yours,

=

Thomas L. Thompsm
Geologist
Encl~sure




Noe 2 ° Rockwell

3071 ~ %086 (16 samples)
No specimens

2087 (%) Taphrognathus? frags.
© (3) ITgonodina
(1) Magnilaterella?

2088 (1) Gnathodus texanus

No. 4 Rockwell

7061 -~ %074 (14 samples)
No specimens

2075 (1) Synprioniodina

2076 - 3080 (5 samples)
No specimens

72081 (2) Gnathodus texanus
(1) Taphrosnathus?
(1) Spathoensthodus

2082 = %084 (% samples)
No speclimens

These_samples probsbly rspreseni Salem.or even possibly lower
St. Louis strata. This 1s s much on the.psucity of fauna as on
the Tew SpecIimens actually preqont.

~On the whole, these wells are practically useless as far as
time determination 1s concerned.




