
Supplemental File 5: Analysis of Type Exposure of Guthrie Mountain Shale
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Our data indicate the interval encompassing the Exline Limestone, Mantey Shale, and Critzer 
Limestone members, as defined by Heckel (1992) and Heckel and Watney (2002) at the type 
exposure of the Guthrie Mountain Shale, correlates regionally to the Lost Branch Formation (Heckel, 
1991) and the Hepler “C” sandstone (Sutton, 1985). See in-text figure 6. 
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