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FOREWORD by Editor

Among several constitution revisions last fall was one which permitted the semi-
monthly noon-day luncheons to be more technical and less social than they had theo-
retically been in the past. As a result an effort was made to get abstracts of papers
delivered at the noon meetings as well as at the evening technical sessions, in which
attempt we were moderately successful.

In addition to the abstracts presented herein, the Publication Board is pleased
to present in full a paper by Dr. L R. Wilson of the University of Oklahoma dealing
with one aspect of the palynology of the Arkoma Basin. It is not included with the
symposium in Part II as it is not, strictly speaking, a paper on stratigraphy. Also
presented is a digest of an article on "Ignimbrites" by Dr. Harold Enlows of the
University of Tulsa. To have presented an abstract of this paper would have de-
stroyed its effectiveness.

LAVERNE GAS FIELD
FOUR STORY STRATIGRAPHIC TRAP*

J. DURWOOD PATE

The Laverne Gas Field, located along the northern shelf of the Anadarko Basin,
extends over an area of 187 square miles in Beaver and Harper Counties, Oklahoma.
The field is unique in Oklahoma in that it contains four stratigraphic traps produc-
ing gas from accumulations independent of structural closure.

The first gas well in the Laverne district was completed in 1930, but it was not
until December, 1955 that the shallower Wabaunsee "Hoover" gas pay (Virgilian)
was discovered. The "Hoover" pay, which attains a maximum of 210 feet in thick-
ness and is the most productive reservoir in the field, contains over one-half of the
total gas reserves. The remainder of the reserves is trapped in Missourian and Mor-
rowan sandstones of the Pennsylvanian age and in Mississippian limestone which
underlies the angular unconformity between the two systems.

Combined total gas reserves for the "Hoover", Tonkawa and Morrow and Ches-
ter reservoirs in the field are 2,578 billion cubic feet.

GEOLOGY - SCIENCE OR PROFESSION?

B E N H. PARKER

In view of authoritative definitions of the term "profession" the vast majority
of geologists appear to be working in one of the professional aspects of geologic
science and not as independent scientists. As professional workers these geologists
do have unique professional obligations and responsibilities. These are classified as:

1. Responsibilities to Client and Employer.
2. Responsibilities to Fellow Geologists.
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3. Responsibilities to the Geologic Profession.

4. Responsibilities to the Public,

5. Responsibilities to our Government.

Appraisal of each of these classes of professional obligations and a review of how
as a profession geologists are meeting these charges show a distinct need for ac-
ceptance of further professional responsibility to the geologic profession and to the
public. Without much needed development in these quarters proper balance between
employment opportunities and available properly trained geologists cannot be at-
tained. Neither can the public be assured of receiving ethical and qualified pro-
fessional geologic counsel when needed unless the profession directs the establish-
ment of some system of certification of professional ability. Geologists are urged
as individuals to assess the needs for professional development and to face the re-
sponsibilities which accompany desired professional status. The rightful activities
of the American Association of Petroleum Geologists should be broadened to in-
clude professional development unless the majority of all geologists agree promptly
on plans for a purely professional geologic organization to discharge these obli-
gations.

TIPS AND ADVICE ON
HOW A GEOLOGIST SHOULD TESTIFY

BEFORE THE CORPORATION COMMISSION

W. E. ROBERTSON

The Oklahoma Corporation Commission has the power to establish well spacing
and drilling units covering any common source of supply. Several court cases were
cited to point out this fact. Vertical communication was also commented on. Some,
for example, want the Layton divided into the Upper, Middle, and Lower reservoirs
whereas others wish it to be considered as a common source of supply. Comparable
pressures, comparable gravity, comparable characteristics of liquid hydrocarbons in-
volved, and comparable chemical composition of the gases all point to common
accumulation.

The following suggestions were proposed to geologists testifying before the
Oklahoma Corporation Commission:

1. The geologist is testifying as a scientist and expert. Use as big words as are
necessary to put your point across satisfactorily. It is up to the court to find out what
you are talking about.

2. Do not worry about being fair. All hearings are partisan affairs and all
witnesses, including geologists, are partisans. Put your best foot forward and stick
by any contouring you present. It is based on your best judgment.

3. All exhibits as maps, charts, and graphs should be prepared with care and
with the professional touch.

4. Three-dimensional presentations are more effective than those limited to
two. Contoured isopach colored up like a layer cake are extremely effective. So are
peg-board model oil fields, in the event the stakes are large enough to warrant the
necessary expenditure of time and money.

5. Citations of textbooks and articles in recognized periodicals as U. S. G. S.
Bulletins, will add great weight to the cause. Judges, commissioners, and the public


