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GOME COMMulNIB OX ".\OUES UL PhLst TOCSLL L4 CORE 18,
PORL CAMPsLLL 50.2 BORE" BY MARY BE.whiie,

(Mrs.?) Mary E.white in Buresu of Hineral Resources
Records 1960/76 (Plan' Fossils in Core 28, Hosedale sc.l
Borehole Victoria) postulated a digdle - Upper iriassic/

Rnaetic age for core from 53%9-51°'.

in coumentin: upon tunis (Vic.dines Desurtument
Unpub.Report 1960/104; . was principally coacerned with
the validity of the rcasoning for the Jriassic dating,
not the competency of the species deteruination, altuough
the counterpart of the specimen in question is held hervre.

I am urable Lo have aany opinlon re the deteraination
of loejzeresniopsis hislopi as n Pory Caz-uell core 18

(B338'-40') sample in our store has yielded any fossil
lupressions other than umisute carbonaceous remains
probably actributavle to plants. i som surprised that
Dr.Fisher mskes no mention of microfossil excminatica of
this core, as confirmation or otherwise of the spacies
determinaticn might easily be thus ob4uineus. A
preparation from core 18 :n these laboratories has yielded
no acid insoluble microfossils but in view of the large
amount of core receovered (16') it is quite possible that
further samplii.g (now b2aiaz undertaxég)may reveal pertinent
microfossils. The deegest Poary Campbell .0.2 marine
nicroplan«ton isolate%{ here dare from 8%62' snd probably
Cretaceous, tut core from 3611-13' uppears to Lelong to
non marine Mesozoic Utway group sediment-; regardel as

"Jurassic” or Lower Cretaccoas (Cooksc:.. & Debuman 1.9583)

It must also be noied tha- ,tedwell (1354%) in
postulating a Lower Juras§i2w§;§ for feso.dic nodn marine
teds noted thc preserice of ,species indicating a Iriassic
age, and recent work in Lastern Victoria ("rhe Occurrence
of Otozamites in Victoria" Mincs Dept. Unpub.Rept. 1560/1%0)
indicates tnat certain non narine desczoic deposits are
pre Cretzceous,

:lowever, tue determiaation as ..oer erathiopsis for :ihe

leuf impression frow 3340 1f confirmed would nuve an

important Learing ou tie age determintion, as this ;enu
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is cnaracieristically 2 late Palaeoscic fora, Jhe
deterain.vion iz said o "lezve little asudt as Lo ils
identity"™, but it wust beo pointed oul Lnal Lthe very asture
of the specles muxes confision witn tyrical iesorzoic

specics of similar fora yuite possible.
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McCoy and other enrly workers confused sinilar
Palaeozoic &nd esozoic leaves. Altiough (iirs.) shite
in her second note nss altared her original Permliar
determination to infer a Middle friassic age on the
basis of indiaa occurreices {(Lzie 195%5), otner
tustralian oceurrences of locgieratniopsis aprear to
be limited to the Palzeczoic.

In shortv ‘4 .e aote zmay Lte a valuable couatrivution
to age de%eraminatiun, bubt should te regarded ai the
present s & guide for further investi ations until
substantiated »y further evidence.

J.Douglas

Geologist,

24th March, 196i.




