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Historical Rrview.

Earliest Literature,—The earliest publislied opinion concerning the age

of the beds now known a.s the Chico formation seems to l)e that of l)r

J. B. Tr sk,* who described Ammonites ehicoen-iis and Barulites chicocnsis

in ]8.5(j. On account of the modern aspect of the fossils associated with

those si)ecies lie referred the strata containing tliem to the upper Eocene.

Shortly afterward Professor J. S. Newberry f discussed the same beds,

*Proc. Cftl. Ai'dd. Nat. Sci., vol. i, IR.IO, p. 85.

t I'iii'iHc R. R. Reports, vol. vi, pt. 2 f lsr.7 ?], pp. 24, 'J.'. Tho titlo-pdgo honrs tlio diitn IS-)."!, luit tlioro

is intoniul evidi'iioo that the voliuiie whs not piililishod bofiiie 1X57.
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