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Abstract.—Nine crinoids are described from the Wooster Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation from Wayne and
Ashland counties, Ohio, USA. Identifiable elements of the fauna include five camerate crinoids, one flexible crinoid, and
three other eucladid crinoids. Five new species are described, including Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp., Cusacrinus
brushi n. sp., Agaricocrinus murphyi n. sp., Decadocrinus laevis n. sp., and Decadocrinus inordinatus n. sp. Overall,
the distribution of crinoid clades in the Wooster Shale is similar to that of the stratigraphically lower Meadville Shale
Member of the Cuyahoga Formation, although less diverse and with only one species (Cyathocrinites simplex) in com-
mon. Many of theWooster Shale Member crinoids are completely or partially preserved with siderite either in nodules or
within siderite beds. These crinoids are commonly preserved in trauma postures, which is characteristic of burial in epi-
sodic high turbulence events. The paleoenvironments and taxa of the two Cuyahoga Formation crinoid faunas more
closely resemble Viséan faunas in siliciclastic settings than typical carbonate faunas of the Tournaisian.

UUID: http://zoobank.org/2d2678e1-2367-4429-bea0-a64cd020e98c

Introduction

A relatively small crinoid fauna is described herein from the
Wooster Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation from
Wayne and Ashland counties, Ohio, USA (Mississippian, Tour-
naisian). Although distinct (five new species), the Wooster
Shale fauna is similar to the fauna of the stratigraphically
lower Meadville Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation.
The Wooster Shale Member fauna also has a much lower bio-
diversity that the Meadville Shale Member (Tables 1 and 2).
Both faunas contain actinocrinitids, platycrinitids, Taxocrinus,
Cyathocrinites, and decadocrinids. The only shared species
between these faunas is Cyathocrinites simplex Kammer and
Roeser, 2012. Five new species are described herein from the
Wooster Shale Member: Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp., Cusa-
crinus brushi n. sp., Agaricocrinus murphyi n. sp., Decadocri-
nus laevis n. sp., and Decadocrinus inordinatus n. sp. In
addition,Megistocrinus? sp. is also described from the Wooster
Shale Member. Unlike the Meadville Shale Member crinoids,
many of the Wooster Shale Member crinoids are completely
or partially preserved with siderite. Crinoids associated with sid-
erite occur either in siderite nodules or within siderite beds. The
paleoenvironmental setting and faunal content of these two
Cuyahoga Formation crinoid faunas are in many ways more
similar to Viséan faunas in siliciclastic settings than to other
Tournaisian faunas. Despite being nearly contemporaneous,

clade-specific occurrences of new species is consistent with spe-
cies longevity distinctions discussed by Kammer et al. (1997,
1998).

Geologic setting

Stratigraphy.—The Wooster Shale Member is a member of the
Cuyahoga Formation in northeastern and central Ohio
(Table 1). Its age has been debated. Szmuc (1957), in his
initial description of the member, and Rodriquez (1961)
suggested that the Wooster Shale Member was later
Kinderhookian to early Osagean based on its brachiopod
fauna. Szmuc (1970) further described the members of the
Cuyahoga Formation, noting that the Wooster Shale Member
was distinguished by its homogenous dark shale with abundant
fossiliferous concretions dominated by large syringothyrid
brachiopods and platyceratid snails. Using miospores, Clayton
et al. (1998) confirmed that the Wooster Shale Member was
middle Tournaisian and likely late Kinderhookian. Matchen
and Kammer (2006) suggested that the Wooster Shale Member
was deposited during a transition between the Kinderhookian
and Osagean, represented by a hiatus of two conodont zones in
the Mississippi River Valley (see also Kammer and Matchen,
2008). In any case, we are confident that the Wooster Shale
Member is middle Tournaisian in global stratigraphic terminology.

Depositional environment.—The Wooster Shale Member, with
its diverse fauna of brachiopods, crinoids, and mollusks, is
clearly marine in origin. Clayton et al. (1998) noted that the*Corresponding author.
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abundance of terrestrial kerogens in the member at its type
locality in Wooster, along with miospore tetrads and
megaspores, indicates that it was deposited in a nearshore
environment. Specifically, Clayton et al. (1998, p. 190)
suggested that the occurrences of acanthomorph acritarchs,
tasmanitids, and Botryococcus in the Wooster Shale Member
“are consistent with deposition in an interdistributary setting
associated with a true deltaic environment.”

Materials and methods

Specimen collection.—The Wooster Shale Member of the
Cuyahoga Formation is exposed primarily along small streams
in Wayne and Ashland counties, Ohio. These outcrops confirm
that Wooster Shale Member crinoids are preserved encased in
gray shale or associated with siderite concretions, matching the
specimens in museum collections. However, bedding-plane
exposures of the shale are very limited in stream banks, so few
identifiable remains have been recovered from these outcrops.

The crinoids described here are primarily from historical
collections from the College of Wooster; the Orton Geological
Museum, The Ohio State University (James L. Murphy collec-
tion); the ClevelandMuseum of Natural History (GaryMeszaros
collection); and Ashland College (Nigel Brush collection).
None of the primary localities of these collections remains
accessible for collection. Most specimens are from the aban-
doned Medal Brick and Tile Quarry in Wooster. Other speci-
mens described here are from an abandoned shale pit in
Ruggles Township (Ashland County), a grassed-over Interstate
71 outcrop in Wayne County, and an outcrop along Shade
Creek in Wayne County (Fig. 1). There can be little expectation
of collecting many well-preserved new specimens unless new
shale quarries are opened in the future.

Repositories and institutional abbreviations.—New specimens
reported in this study are deposited at the Cleveland Museum
of Natural History, Cleveland, Ohio (CMNH) and in the Orton
Geology Museum, The Ohio State University, Columbus,
Ohio (OSU).

Systematic paleontology

Classification and terminology.—Ordinal and superordinal
classification of crinoids follows Cole (2017, 2018), Wright
(2017a, b), and Wright et al. (2017). Family-level classification
follows Moore and Teichert (1978). Morphologic terminology

is from Webster (1974), Ubaghs (1978a), Webster and Maples
(2008), Kammer et al. (2013), Ausich et al. (2020), and
Ausich and Donovan (in press). Interray plating is indicated
by the number of plates in each range from the proximal-most
plate to the last range before the tegmen (e.g., 1-2-2-1). In the
posterior interray, the primanal is designated by “P,” and in
regular interrays the proximal-most plate is designated by “1.”

Table 1. Members of the Cuyahoga Formation in northeastern Ohio with
approximate thicknesses; data from Szmuc, 1970; Coogan et al., 1981; Matchen
and Kammer, 2006 (modified from Kammer and Roeser, 2012).

Cuyahoga Formation
Black Hand Sandstone Member (0–60 m)
Wooster Shale Member (21 m)
Armstrong Member (9 m)
Rittman Sandstone Member (12 m)
Meadville Shale Member (70 m)
Strongsville Member (5 m)
Sharpsville Member (21 m)
Orangeville Shale Member (34 m)
Sunbury Shale Member (2 m)

Table 2. Comparison of the crinoid faunas in the Wooster Shale and Meadville
Shale members of the Cuyahoga Formation. Meadville Shale Member data from
Ausich and Roeser (2012), Kammer and Roeser (2012), and Webster (2014).

Clade Taxon
Meadville
Shale

Wooster
Shale

Camerates
Agaricocrinus murphyi n. sp. 0 1
Amphoracrinus viminalis Hall, 1863 1 0
Aorocrinus helice (Hall, 1823) 1 0
Aorocrinus meyeri Ausich and
Roeser, 2012

1 0

Aryballocrinus martini Ausich and
Roeser, 2012

1 0

Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp. 0 1
Cusacrinus daphne 1 0
Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. 0 1
Megistocrinus? sp. 0 1
Platycrinites s.l. burkei 1 0
Platycrinites s.l. contritus 1 0
Platycrinites s.l. graphicus 1 0
Platycrinites s.l. lodensis 1 0
Platycrinites s.l. sp. 0 1

Disparids
Halysiocrinus sp. 1 0

Eucladid: Flexibles
Dactylocrinus tardus 1 0
Taxocrinus hollandi 1 0
Taxocrinus intermedius 1 0
Taxocrinus sp. 0 1

Eucladid: Cyathoformes
Cyathocrinites lamellosus 1 0
Cyathocrinites simplex 1 1

Eucladid: Cyathoformes incertae sedis:
‘Poteriocrinda’

Acylocrinus lyriope (Hall, 1863) 1 0
Aphelecrinus gracilis Kammer and
Roeser, 2012

1 0

Ascetocrinus whitei (Hall, 1861a) 1 0
Atelestocrinus meszarosi Kammer
and Roeser, 2012

1 0

Cuyahogacrinus lodiensis Kammer
and Roeser, 2012

1 0

Cosmetocrinus crineus (Hall, 1863) 1 0
Decadocrinus laevis n. sp. 0 1
Decadocrinus inordinatus n. sp. 0 1
Goniocrinus sceletus Kammer and
Roeser, 2012

1 0

Histocrinus aegina (Hall, 1863) 1 0
Lebetocrinus ohioensis Kammer and
Roeser, 2012

1 0

Linocrinus merope (Hall, 1863) 1 0
Linocrinus paternus (Hall, 1863) 1 0
Logocrinus warreni (Laudon et al.,
1952)

1 0

Pachylocrinus subtortuosus (Hall,
1863)

1 0

Paracosmetocrinus richfieldensis
(Worthen, 1882)

1 0

Paracosmetocrinus corycia (Hall,
1863)

1 0

Totals 30 9
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A, B, C, D, and E represent echinoderm rays following
the Carpenter Ray system (see Ubaghs, 1978a, p. T63).
Heteromorphic column patterns are indicated using the
Webster (1974) system.

In specimen measurements, abbreviations are as follows:
ACH, aboral cup height; ACW, aboral cup width; CaH, calyx
height; CaW, calyx width; ColH, column height; CrH, crown
height. All measurements are in mm; * after a measurement indi-
cates the specimen is crushed or the feature is incomplete.

Sources for the list of species included in each genus differ
among genera. For Cactocrinus and Cusacrinus, the included
species are from a comprehensive review of the Actinocrinitidae
(Rhenberg et al., 2015). Species lists in the other genera are
taken uncritically from Webster (2014).

Class Crinoidea Miller, 1821
Subclass Camerata Wachsmuth and Springer, 1885

Infraclass Eucamerata Cole, 2017
Order Monobathrida Moore and Laudon, 1943

Suborder Compsocrinina Ubaghs, 1978
Family Periechocrinidae Bronn, 1849
Genus Megistocrinus Morris, 1843

Type species.—Megistocrinus evansii (Owen and Shumard,
1850).

Included species.—Megistocrinus abnormis (Lyon, 1857);
M. broadheadi Branson and Wilson, 1922; M. circulus
Rowley, 1904b; M. clarkei Thomas, 1924; M. concavus

Wachsmuth, 1885; M. corniger Rowley, 1901b; M. depressus
(Hall, 1862); M. devonicus Charlesworth, 1914; M. evansii
(Owen and Shumard, 1850); M. evansii crassus White, 1862;
M. expansus Miller and Gurley, 1894; M. expansus inflatus
Rowley, 1901b; M. expansus magniventrus Rowley, 1903a;
M. farnsworthi White, 1876; M. fitzpatricki Thomas, 1924;
M. hemisphericus Miler and Gurley, 1895; M. indianensis
Miller and Gurley, 1896a; M. knappi (Lyon, 1862); M. latus
(Hall, 1858); M. merrilli Thomas, 1924; M. mineolaensis
Branson and Wilson, 1922; M. missouriensis Branson and
Wilson, 1922; M. multidecoratus (Barris, 1886); M. nobilis
Wachsmuth and Springer in Miller, 1889; M. nodosus Barris,
1880; M. novus (Wood, 1904); M. ontario (Hall, 1862);
M. oppelti Rowley, 1903c; M. ornatus Miller and Gurley,
1895; M. pernodosus Thomas, 1924; M. reeftonensis Prokop,
1970; M. regularis Wood, 1904; M. robustus Thomas, 1924;
M. rugosus Lyon and Casseday, 1859; M. rugosus
spinuliferus Rowley, 1903a; M. sphaeralis Wood, 1904;
M. spinosulus Lyon, 1862; M. tuberatus Wood, 1904;
M. unicornis Rowley, 1901b; and M. whitehalli Laudon, 1973.

Megistocrinus? sp.
Figure 2.1

Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian) Wooster Shale
Member, Cuyahoga Formation at the abandoned Medal Brick
and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio.

Material.—CMNH 18011.

Figure 1. Locality map in northeastern Ohio for crinoid occurrences in the Wooster Shale Member; approximate positions indicated by stars (as discussed in text,
these localities are no longer accessible for collection): 1—abandoned Medal Brick and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio; 2—Shade Creek in Wayne
County, Ohio; 3—grassed-over roadcut along Interstate 71, south of County Road 126, sec. 10, Congress Township, Wayne County; 4—abandoned shale pit
∼1.5 miles south of New London, east side of Highway 60, Ruggles Township, Ashland County, Ohio.
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Figure 2. Wooster Shale Member camerate crinoids. (1) CMNH 18011, partial crown ofMegistocrinus? sp. completely replaced by siderite. (2–4, 6) Cactocrinus
woosterensis n. sp.; (2) OSU 53550, paratype, specimen in a siderite concretion (compare to Fig. 6.2); (3) CMNH 5212, holotype, somewhat collapsed crown with the
proximal portion of the column attached; note small plates in calyx with variable sculpturing; (4) CMNH 18012, paratype, complete set of arms with very poorly
preserved calyx; (6) CMNH 5212, holotype, enlargement of the arms at mid-height illustrating spines on pinnulars. (5) Cusacrinus brushi n. sp., CMNH 18014,
poorly preserved partial crown of that is at least partially replaced with siderite and with an attached Platyceras gastropod. Scale bar represents 5.0 mm in (1, 2,
5, 6) and 10.0 mm in (3, 4). Specimens in (2) and (6) coated with ammonium chloride sublimate for photography.
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Measurements.—CMNH 18011: CaH, 24.0*; CaW, 26.0*;
AH, 4.0*.

Remarks.—Approximately one-eighth of an articulated,
uncompacted calyx is preserved in siderite surrounded by gray
shale (CMNH 18011). Some secundibrachials through
quartibrachials are fixed into the calyx (Fig. 2.1). A median
ray ridge is present from at least the fixed tertibrachials
through the remaining fixed brachials. The distal portion of
one half-ray is well preserved, which has four arms. The outer
half of the half-ray is unbranched, whereas the inner portion
of the half-ray branches twice. The distal-most fixed brachials
are uniserial, but the free arms are biserial.

This specimen is too incomplete to assign to a genus and
species with confidence, but the morphology that is preserved
is consistent with that of Megistocrinus. Megistocrinus is pri-
marily a Devonian camerate crinoid; however, two species are
present in Tournaisian strata of the United States.Megistocrinus
evansii, which is the type species of this genus, is known from
the lower Burlington Formation of Iowa and the Lake Valley
Formation of New Mexico, and M. nobilis is known from the
Maynes Creek Formation of Iowa. Both of these species have
much larger and more robust calyx plates and, as known so
far, do not have fixed quintibrachials. However, this specimen
is too incomplete to be the basis of a new species.

Family Actinocrinitidae Austin and Austin, 1842

Remarks.—The Actinocrinitidae is a diverse, cosmopolitan
family that was a dominant element of many Mississippian
paleocommunities. The Wooster Shale Member of the
Cuyahoga Formation contains two species belonging to the
Actinocrinitidae: Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp. and
Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. These two species have sharply
contrasting morphologies that are distinct from Cusacrinus
dafne (Hall, 1863), which occurs in the Meadville Shale
Member of the Cuyahoga Formation (Ausich and Roeser,
2012). Interestingly, all three of these species (as well as some
other species in these genera) have peculiar arms (i.e., the
pinnules have spines projecting from pinnular plates). As
discussed below, both of the species conform well to the
diagnosis of their respective genera in the recent revision of
the Actinocrinitidae (Rhenberg et al., 2015), but the diagnoses
of Rhenberg et al. (2015) must be modified slightly to
accommodate the inclusion of these two species.

Subfamily Cactocrininae Ubaghs, 1978
Genus Cactocrinus Bowsher, 1955

Type species.—Actinocrinus proboscidialis Hall, 1858, by
original designation.

Included species.—Cactocrinus arrosus (Miller, 1892a); C.
baccatus Wood, 1914; C. bischoffi (Miller and Gurley,
1896b); C. clarus (Hall, 1861a); C. extensus Wachsmuth and
Springer, 1897; C. fossatus (Miller, 1892a); C. glans (Hall,
1859); C. hurdianus (McChesney, 1860); C. imperator
(Laudon, 1933); C. lucina (Hall, 1861b); C. magnidactylus
Laudon and Severson, 1953; C. multibrachiatus (Hall, 1858);

C. obesus (Keyes, 1894); C. opusculus (Hall, 1859); C.
platybrachiatus Wood, 1914; C. proboscidialis (Hall, 1858);
C. sexarmatus (Hall, 1859); C. springeri (Rowley, 1900); C.
thalia (Hall, 1861b); and C. woosterensis n. sp.

Diagnosis.—Basal circlet low; one or two fixed
secundibrachials, secundibrachials or tertibrachials highest
brachitaxis in vertical wall of calyx; two or three ranges of
interradial plates in regular interrays, three ranges of interradial
plates in posterior interray, interrays not in contact with
tegmen, plating in proximal interrays 1–2; fixed intrabrachials
between half-rays; arms not grouped, arm lobes absent; free
arms atomous; tegmen height similar to calyx height,
comprised of many plates, anal tube central (modified from
Rhenberg et al., 2015).

Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian) of North America.

Remarks.—Placement of C. woosterensis n. sp. in Cactocrinus
is based on a low basal circlet, low radial circlet, number of
ranges of plates in regular interrays, interrays not in contact
with the tegmen, 1-2 plating in proximal regular interrays,
arms not grouped, arm lobes absent, and fixed intrabrachials
between half-rays (see Rhenberg et al., 2015). Inclusion of
C. woosterensis n. sp. in Cactocrinus expands the diagnosis of
this genus because C. woosterensis n. sp. has two fixed
secundibrachials rather than only one.

Cactocrinus woosterensis new species
Figures 2.2–2.4, 2.6, 6.2–6.4

Types.—Holotype: CMNH 5212; paratypes: CMNH 18012,
CMNH 18013, OSU 53550.

Diagnosis.—Radial plates wider than high: irregular radiating
ridged sculpturing, sculpturing along rays inconsistent; first
primibrachial larger than second primibrachial, two fixed
secundibrachials, tertibrachials highest brachitaxis in vertical
wall of calyx; interradial and intrabrachial plates with one
large, central node, with a smaller node above (calyx shape,
and characters of the tegmen unknown).

Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian) Wooster Shale
Member, Cuyahoga Formation at the abandoned Medal Brick
and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio; Shade Creek
in Wayne County; and a grassed-over roadcut along I-71 south
of County Road 126, SE1/4, NW1/4, sec. 10, Congress
Township, Wayne County, Ohio.

Description.—Crown large. Calyx large, cone shaped without a
basal concavity (Fig. 2.3). Calyx plate sculpturing prominent but
highly variable. Basal circlet ∼10% of calyx height; basal plates
presumably three, visible in lateral view; with narrow,
undulating ridge around base of basal circlet, arcuate outer rim
of facet with radial plate above, and a vertical ridge centered
below the center of the facet for the radial plate and extending
down to the rim at the base of the basal plate. Radial circlet
∼20% of calyx height, presumably in lateral contact in all
interrays except the CD interray; radial plates small, five,
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hexagonal, as wide as high. Radial plate sculpturing irregular
and varied; vertical ridge from basal plate connects to a ridge
on the radial plate that extends to the middle of the radial plate
where it joins a dominant horizontal ridge, from this
horizontal ridge various irregular ridges or nodes may be
present with the pattern different on different radial plates.

Regular interrays not in contact with tegmen (Fig. 2.3),
interradial plates small, hexagonal. Fixed interradial plates
with a large central node covering most of plate and a smaller
central node on top of the larger node. First interradial plate
wider than high with prominent horizontal ridge. Regular inter-
ray plating 1-2-3-?. CD interray unknown.

Fixed brachials at least through the first quartibrachial; with
various, irregular sculpturing; typically, prominent three, four,
or five radiating ridges, a single horizontal ridge or a single
node. Fixed brachials ∼70% of calyx height; fixed intrabrachials
between fixed secundibrachials, with a central spine.

Tegmen unknown.
Free arms 40, high, atomous (Fig. 2.3, 2.4), chisel biserial

after the third quartibrachial, as wide as high and deeper than
wide (Fig. 2.6). Pinnules long; pinnulars with spine projecting
obliquely upward and more or less perpendicular to the pinnule
attitude if arms closed (Fig. 2.6).

Column circular, heteromorphic, N212 pattern (Fig. 2.3).
Nodal with prominent, wide, thin ridge around latus; priminter-
nodal with a narrower, thin ridge around latus; secundinternodal
with a flat latus.

Etymology.—The species name recognizes the College of
Wooster in Wooster, Ohio, for its decades of support of
paleontological research. The holotype of Cactocrinus
woosterensis n. sp. and many other specimens in this fauna
were collected by professors and students from the
Department of Geology at The College of Wooster.

Additional specimen.—CMNH 18018.

Measurements.—CMNH5212: CrH, 110.0*; CaH, 27.0*, CaW,
54.0*; AH, 88.0*; ColH, 46.0*. CMNH 18012: CrH, 112.0*;
CaW, 35.0*; AH, 93.0. OSU 53550: CaH, 19.1; CaW, 24.0*.

Remarks.—The holotype of Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp. is a
nearly complete crown with ∼48 mm of attached column.
Unfortunately, the calyx is compacted with most of the calyx
plates separated but basically in their proper relative positions.
This means that the calyx shape and dimensions can only be
approximated.

Twenty species are now recognized in Cactocrinus (see
Rhenberg et al., 2015). These species can be subdivided into
two major groups: 1, those species with ray plate sculpturing
dominated by some arrangement of radiating ridges (single
ridges connecting with like ridges of adjoining plates); and 2,
those species with other types of plate sculpturing, such as
smooth sculpturing or plates dominated by a single spine. Thir-
teen species have radiating ridges as the type of ray plate sculp-
turing, including C. woosterensis n. sp. (see Supplemental
Table 1). Some of these species have a central node (sizes vari-
able), but all have a more or less uniform character of radiating
ridges along a ray.

Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp. and Cactocrinus imperator
(Laudon, 1933) are unique among Cactocrinus species because
tertibrachials are the highest fixed brachials in the vertical wall of
the calyx. These two species are distinguished because Cacto-
crinus woosterensis n. sp. has inconsistent plate sculpturing
along ray plates, two fixed secundibrachials, and a distinctive
double node sculpturing on fixed interradial plates. In contrast,
C. imperator has similar plate sculpturing along ray plates,
one fixed secundibrachial, and radiating ridges as plate sculptur-
ing on fixed interradial plates.

One paratype of C. woosterensis n. sp. (CMNH 18012)
(Fig. 2.4) is also oddly preserved with a complete set of arms
and a compressed, poorly preserved calyx. OSU 53550, also a
paratype, is a partial, uncompressed calyx preserved in a siderite
nodule. In addition, partial specimens presumably assignable to
Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp. were observed (but not col-
lected) at various stream exposures in Wayne and Ashland
counties.

Two actinocrinitid camerates are present in the Wooster
Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation. This contrasts
with the Meadville Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation,
which has only one actinocrinitid species, Cusacrinus daphne
(Hall, 1863) (Ausich and Roeser, 2012). The primary, striking
distinction between Cactocrinus and Cusacrinus is the size
and number of calyx plates. The Cactocrinus calyx is con-
structed of numerous, small plates, whereas, Cusacrinus has
relatively few, large calyx plates (Ausich and Roeser, 2012).

Genus Cusacrinus Bowsher, 1955

Type species.—Actinocrinites proboscidialis Hall, 1858, by
original designation.

Included species.—Cusacrinus arnoldi (Wachsmuth and
Springer in Miller, 1889); C. asperrimus (Meek and Worthen,
1870); C. brushi n. sp., C. chloris (Hall, 1861a); C. coelatus
(Hall, 1858); C. daphne (Hall, 1863); C. denticulatus
(Wachsmuth and Springer, 1897); C. ectypus (Meek and
Worthen, 1870); C. kuenzii (Laudon, Parks, and Spreng,
1952); C. limabrachiatus (Hall, 1861a); C. longus (Meek and
Worthen, 1870); C. nodobrachiatus (Wachsmuth and Springer
in Miller, 1889); C. ornatissimus (Wachsmuth and Springer in
Miller, 1897); C. penicillus (Meek and Worthen, 1870);
C. sampsoni (Miller and Gurley, 1896b); C. sobrinus (Miller
and Gurley, 1896b); C. spectabilis (Miller and Gurley,
1896b); C. spinotentaculus (Hall, 1859); C. subscitulus
(Miller and Gurley, 1896b); C. tenuisculptus (McChesney,
1860); C. thetis (Hall, 1861b); C. tuberculosus (Wachsmuth
and Springer, 1897); and C. viaticus (White, 1874).

Diagnosis.—Basal circlet high or low; radial circlet high; one
fixed secundibrachial; secundibrachitaxis highest brachitaxis in
vertical wall of calyx; four ranges in regular interray; six
ranges in posterior interray; interrays in contact with tegmen;
plating in proximal interrays 1–2; fixed intrabrachials between
half-rays present; arms weakly grouped; arm lobes absent;
tegmen lower than or same height as calyx; many
medium-sized plates on tegmen; anal tube central (modified
from Rhenberg et al., 2015).
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Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian) of North America.

Remarks.—Characters ofCusacrinus brushi n. sp. are consistent
with those used to define the genus Cusacrinus in Rhenberg
et al. (2015).

Cusacrinus brushi new species
Figures 2.5, 3, 4.6

Type.—Holotype: CMNH 18015a.

Diagnosis.—Calyx shape low bowl, radial plates relatively high,
stellate ray plate sculpturing (only one ridge to adjoining plates),
median ray ridges present, two fixed primibrachials, one fixed
secundibrachial, quartibrachials highest fixed brachials, stellate
or nodose sculpturing on fixed interradial plates, fixed
intraradial plates present, regular interray plates in contact with
tegmen, ∼6 free arms in each ray, and short spines on
pinnulars (note: nature of the connection between the CD
interray and the tegmen and the shape of the tegmen are
unknown).

Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian) Wooster Shale
Member, Cuyahoga Formation at the abandoned Medal Brick
and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio, and along
Shade Creek in Wayne County, Ohio.

Description.—Crown large. Calyx large, cone shaped without a
basal concavity. Calyx plate sculpturing prominent but highly
variable (Fig. 3). Basal circlet ∼10% of calyx height; basal
plates presumably three, visible in lateral view but poorly
preserved. Radial circlet ∼15% of calyx height, presumably in
lateral contact in all interrays except the CD interray; radial
plates large, presumably five, hexagonal, approximately as
wide as high. Radial plate sculpturing prominent stellate
ridges connecting to adjoining plates and forming the
beginning of ray ridges (Fig. 3.2).

Regular interrays in narrow contact with tegmen, interradial
plates large proximally and small distally, mostly hexagonal.
First interradial plate slightly higher than wide with subtle radi-
ating ridges (Fig. 3.2). Regular interray plating 1-2-3-3-4-2
(completely known on only one interray); plates in second
range with subtle radiating ridges, plates in higher ranges
slightly concave, with or without a low central node. CD interray
not known.

Fixed brachials through at least the second or third quarti-
brachial, ∼75% of calyx height; in each ray two primibrachials,
one secundibrachial, two tertibrachials if branched or more if
unbranched, 2 or more quartibrachials if present. Primibrachials
through tertibrachials dominated by medial ray ridge; primibra-
chials through tertibrachials rectilinear uniserial, fixed quartibra-
chials weakly cuneate uniserial. Fixed intrabrachials medial
between fixed secundibrachials and tertibrachials and between
tertibrachials and quartibrachials in half-rays (Fig. 3.1, 3.2).

Tegmen unknown.
Free arms 30–40, high, atomous. Brachials chisel biserial

after the third quartibrachial and deeper than wide. Pinnules
long; pinnulars with spine projecting obliquely upward and
more or less perpendicular to the pinnule attitude if arms closed.

Column circular with circular lumen. Other details
unknown (Fig. 3.1, 3.2).

Etymology.—This species recognizes Professor Nigel Brush,
Ashland University and The College of Wooster, for his long
geological and archaeological teaching career and his field
work that has advanced our understanding of the Wooster
Shale Member and its fossils.

Additional material.—Three additional specimens are also
assigned to this species: CMNH 4874a, CMNH 4874b, and
CMNH 18014.

Measurements.—CMNH 18015a: CrH, 112.0*; CaH, 42.0*,
ACH, 15.0; CMNH 4874a: CaH, 36.0*; CaW, 57.0*; ColH,
61.0*.

Remarks.—Cusacrinus has wide variability in character states
(Supplementary Table 2). Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. is similar
to a group of species that share the following character states:
median ray ridges, two fixed primibrachials, one fixed
secundibrachial, quartibrachials the highest fixed brachials in
the calyx, regular interrays in contact with the tegmen, and
∼6 free arms per ray. These species include Cusacrinus
coelatus (lower Burlington Formation), Cusacrinus daphne
(Meadville Shale Member, Cuyahoga Formation), Cusacrinus
limabrachiatus (lower Burlington Formation), possibly
Cusacrinus spectabilis (unspecified position in the Burlington
Formation), and Cusacrinus spinotentaculus (lower Burlington
Formation). These five species differ from Cusacrinus brushi
n. sp. in a variety of ways. Cusacrinus coelatus has a low
cone-shaped calyx, relatively low radial plates, stellate and
multistellate ray-plate sculpturing (where stellate refers to
those with a single ridge connecting to like ridges of adjoining
plates and multistellate is the character state in which more
than one ridge connects to like ridges to each adjoining plate),
stellate sculpturing on interradial plates, fixed intraradial plates
absent, regular interrays may or may not be in contact with the
tegmen, the posterior interray is in relatively narrow contact
with the tegmen, and the tegmen is a low cone shape (the
presence or absence of spines on pinnulars is unknown).
Cusacrinus daphne has a low cone-shaped calyx, relatively
low radial plates, multistellate ray plate sculpturing on ray
plates, multistellate plate sculpturing on interradial plates,
fixed intraradial plates absent, regular interrays in contact with
tegmen, and short spines on pinnulars (tegmen shape is
unknown). Cusacrinus limabrachiatus has a low cone-shaped
calyx, relatively low radial plates, stellate ray plate sculpturing,
stellate plate sculpturing on fixed interradial plates, fixed
intraradial plates absent, regular interrays in contact with
tegmen, and short spines on pinnulars (tegmen shape is
unknown). Cusacrinus spectabilis has a medium cone-shaped
calyx, relatively high radial plates, smooth ray plate
sculpturing, smooth sculpturing on interradial plates, and fixed
intrabrachial plates absent (nature of the contact between the
regular interrays, tegmen shape, and presence or absence of
spines on pinnulars unknown). Cusacrinus spinotentaculus
has a low cone- to urn-shaped calyx, relatively low radial
plates, stellate or multistellate ray plate sculpturing, stellate
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Figure 3. Cusacrinus brushi n. sp., CMNH 18015. (1) Bed containing holotype that is completely replaced by siderite; note three crinoid specimens on slab,
CMNH 18015a, holotype, large specimen on slab; CMNH 18015b, a Platycrinites s.l. on the left side of the calyx, CMNH 18015c, a Camerata indeterminate on
the right side of the slab; a Platyceras gastropod mold is also above the calyx. (2) CMNH 18015a: enlargement of holotype, note fixed interradial and intraradial
plates and variable plate sculpturing in interradial plates and short spines on pinnulars; Platycrinites s.l. on the left side of the calyx, a Platyceras gastropod mold
above the calyx. Scale bar represents 10.0 mm in (1) and 5.0 mm in (2). Specimen in (2) coated with ammonium chloride sublimate for photography.
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sculpturing on interradial plates, fixed intraradial plates absent,
regular interrays in contact with the tegmen, and a low cone
shape (the presence or absence of spines on pinnulars could
not be confirmed despite the species name “spinotentaculus”).
In contrast, Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. has a low bowl-shaped
calyx, relatively high radial plates, stellate ray plate
sculpturing, stellate or nodose sculpturing on interradial plates,
fixed intrabrachial plates present, regular interrays in contact
with tegmen, and spines present on pinnulars (tegmen shape
unknown).

Most species of Cusacrinus occur in Tournaisian carbonate
settings (e.g., the Burlington Formation and Chouteau Lime-
stone of Illinois, Iowa, and Missouri; the Maynes Creek Forma-
tion of Iowa; the Lake Valley Formation in New Mexico; the
Henderson Canyon Formation of Utah; the Anchor Limestone
of Nevada; the Lodgepole Formation of Montana; and the
Banff Formation of Alberta, Canada) (see Webster, 2014).
The only Cusacrinus species known from siliciclastic-
dominated facies are from the Cuyahoga Formation (Tournai-
sian) of Ohio: Cusacrinus daphne from the Meadville Shale
Member and Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. from the Wooster Shale
Member. These are distinct species, as noted above.

Two very poorly preserved camerate specimens are
assigned to Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. CMNH 4874a is the prox-
imal half of a calyx with ∼60 mm of column attached (Fig. 4.6.).
A smaller specimen (CMNH 4874b) is only the proximal por-
tion a calyx. Both are preserved in dark gray shale and are similar
to Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. by having large calyx plates. How-
ever, the preservation is insufficient to identify these specimens
with confidence. CMNH 18014 is also assigned to Cusacrinus
brushi n. sp. based on the sculpturing of fixed brachials. This
specimen is a poorly exposed calyx with parts of one arm visible
(Fig. 2.5). Also, this specimen has a Platyceras Conrad, 1840,
gastropod attached to the tegmen. Curiously, the only other spe-
cimen of Cusacrinus brushi n. sp. with arms preserved (CMNH
18015a) also has a Platyceras gastropod attached (Fig. 3). Platy-
ceratids are not preserved on other crinoids from this fauna.

Superfamily Carpocrinacea de Koninck and Le Hon, 1854
Family Coelocrinidae Bather, 1899
Genus Agaricocrinus Hall, 1858

Type species.—Agaricocrinus tuberosus Hall, 1858.

Included species.—Agaricocrinus americanus (Roemer, 1854);
A. bellatrema Hall, 1861a; A. bellatrema major Wachsmuth and
Springer, 1897; A. blairi Miller, 1892b; A. brevis (Hall, 1858);
A. bullatus Hall, 1858; A. conicus Wachsmuth and Springer,
1897; A. convexus (Hall, 1859); A. coreyi Lyon and Casseday,
1860; A. crassus Wetherby, 1881; A.? depressus (Casseday and
Lyon, 1862); A. excavatus Hall, 1861b; A. fiscellus (Hall, 1861a);
A. geometricus (Hall, 1859); A. gracilis Meek and Worthen,
1861; A. hodgsoni Miller and Gurley, 1896a; A. illinoisensis
Miller and Gurley, 1896a; A. inflatus Hall, 1861b; A. iowensis
Miller and Gurley, 1897; A. jerseyensis (Worthen, 1890);
A. louisianensis Rowley, 1900; A. montgomeryensis Peck and
Keyte, 1938; A. murphyi n. sp.; A. nodosus Meek and Worthen,
1870; A. nodulosus Worthen in Miller, 1889; A. nodulosus
macadamsi Worthen in Miller, 1889; A. planoconvexus Hall,

1861b; A. praecursor Rowley, 1902b; A. pyramidatus (Hall,
1858); A. sampsoni Miller, 1892b; A. spendens Miller and
Gurley, 1890; A. stellatus (Hall, 1858); A. tuberosus Hall, 1858;
A. whitfieldi Hall, 1858; and A. wortheni Hall, 1858.

Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian to Viséan); United
States.

Agaricocrinus murphyi new species
Figure 4.7, 4.8

Types.—Holotype: OSU 55204.

Diagnosis.—Thecal size small, flat cone-shaped aboral cup,
pentalobate calyx outline, narrow and small basal concavity,
only basal plates in basal concavity, nodose outer surface of
radial plate, small plates in the CD interray, convex outer
surface of primibrachials, convex outer surface of first
interradial plates, small plates in CD interray, small tegmen
plates, convex or nodose fixed ambulacral cover plates, very
nodose to spinose posterior primary peristomial cover plate,
protuberant anal region, anus on side of tegmen, arm facets as
wide as high, free arm facets project laterally, and 12 or more
arms (tegmen shape, outer surface of non-CD interray primary
peristomial cover plates unknown).

Occurrence.—Wooster Shale Member, Cuyahoga Formation
(Mississippian, Tournaisian) at abandoned shale pit ∼1.5
miles south of New London, east side of Highway 60,
Ruggles Township, Ashland County, Ohio.

Description.—Calyx small, flat cone shape with narrow,
shallow basal concavity (Fig. 4.7). Calyx plates modestly to
very convex, with pustulose plate sculpturing, calyx plate
triple junctions depressed (Fig. 4.7). Basal circlet confined
entirely to the basal concavity. Radial circlet forms base of
calyx, interrupted in CD interray. Radial plates five,
heptagonal, wider that high, strongly convex (Fig. 4.7).

Regular interrays in contact with tegmen; first interradial
higher than wide, smaller than radial plates and larger than pri-
mibrachials. Regular interray plating 1-?. Primanal hexagonal,
wider than high, approximately the same size as radial plates,
interrupts the radial circlet; plating in CD interray incompletely
known; CD interray in contact with tegmen.

In the A, B, and E rays, two primibrachials and two to three
secundibrachials fixed, in D and E rays two primibrachials, one
to three secundibrachials, and three tertibrachials fixed with
secundaxil on CD interray side of C and D rays. Fixed brachials
convex and uniserial.

Tegmen multiplated, pustulose plate sculpturing, large
plates around outer perimeter and decreasing plate size toward
center of tegmen with the exception of one very large nodose
to spinose tegmen plate peripherally located in each ray
(Fig. 4.8). Tegmen connection to calyx broad with numerous
plates (plating pattern unknown). Anal opening on a small,
loosely plated protuberance.

Twelve free arms, two from A, B, and C rays and three from
C and D rays.

Free arms and column unknown.
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Etymology.—This name recognizes the late James L. Murphy,
who collected the holotype of this new species as well as
other Wooster Shale Member crinoids described in this

paper. Now deceased, James L. Murphy was a librarian at
The Ohio State University and an avocational paleontologist
and archaeologist. His paleontological collections are

Figure 4. Wooster Shale Member crinoids. (1, 2, 5) Cyathocrinites simplex (1, 2) CMNH 5210; (1) CMNH 5210a, well-preserved specimen with partial arms and
column; (2) bedding surface with well-preserved specimen shown in (1) with partial arms and column; (5) CMNH 5211a, oblique lateral view of a partially preserved
specimen in the CD interray and three partial arms spread out illustrating arm branching. (3, 4) Platycrinites s.l. sp. (3) CMNH 18015b, poorly preserved, partly
collapsed specimen with very poorly preserved brachials above and proximal column below; (4) CMNH 18016, internal mold of calyx. (6) Cusacrinus brushi
n. sp., CMNH 4874a, internal mold of calyx and proximal column. (7, 8) Agaricocrinus murphyi n. sp., holotype, OSU 55204; (7) aboral view; note flat basal of
calyx with basal plates in a concavity and very convex radial plates; (8) oral view of poorly preserved tegmen. Scale bar represents 5.0 mm in (1–6) and
10.0 mm in (7, 8). Specimens in (1, 3–8) coated with ammonium chloride sublimate for photography.
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housed in the Orton Geological Museum, The Ohio State
University.

Measurements.—OSU 55204 (holotype): CaH, 7.5*: CaW,
14.7*.

Remarks.—A single Wooster Shale Member specimen (OSU
55204) is assigned to Agaricocrinus murphyi n. sp. This is a
small individual with a flat calyx and a collapsed tegmen.
Numerous species are assigned to Agaricocrinus (Webster,
2014), which is a characteristic and common crinoid in the
Tournaisian and early Viséan of North America. As presently
understood, 33 species (and two subspecies) are assigned to
Agaricocrinus. The genus as a whole has not had a recent
comprehensive review, and valid species concepts undoubtedly
require revisions. However, such a review is beyond the scope
of the present paper.

One criterion by which to group Agaricocrinus species is
by the thecal outline (from either an oral or aboral perspective).
Most species have a pentalobate outline, but some have either a
pentagonal or circular outline (Supplemental Table 3). Agarico-
crinus species with a pentalobate outline can be further differen-
tiated by the width and depth of the basal concavity and by the
plate circlet(s) that are present in the basal concavity. Agarico-
crinus montgomeryensis Peck and Keyte, 1938; A. sampsoni
Miller, 1892b; and A. murphyi n. sp. all have a narrow and shal-
low basal concavity and only basal plates in the basal concavity.
Further, these three species are all from lower Tournaisian strata.
These three species can be differentiated because A.montgomer-
yensis has a very low cone- to urn-shaped calyx, convex radial
plates, large plates in the posterior interray, large tegmen plates,
spinose primary peristomial cover plates, spinose CD interray
primary peristomial cover plate, arm facets wider than high,
and ten free arms; and A. sampsoni has convex radial plates
and ten free arms (other aspects of its morphology are
unknown). In contrast, A. murphyi n. sp. has a flat cone-shaped
calyx, nodose radial plates, small plates in the posterior interray,
small tegmen plates, very convex primary peristomial cover
plates, very nodose CD interray primary peristomial cover
plate, arm facets as wide as high, and probably twelve free
arms or more (Supplemental Table 3).

Suborder Glyptocrinina Moore, 1952
Superfamily Platycrinitoidea Austin and Austin, 1842

Family Platycrinitidae Austin and Austin, 1842
Genus Platycrinites Miller, 1821

Type species.—Platycrinites laevis Miller, 1821.

Remarks.—Platycrinites was described by Miller (1821) in the
same publication in which he defined the Crinoidea.
Consequently, this genus name has been used widely. As
discussed in Ausich and Kammer (2009), the helically twisted
column historically used as a diagnostic character for
Platycrinites is a diagnostic character for the Platycrinitidae,
and genera are largely differentiated by different non-column
characters. Key among these is knowledge of the tegmen: is
an anal tube or a simple anal opening present on the tegmen?
Unfortunately, this key character is unknown on many species

that were historically assigned to Platycrinites. Species should
be assigned to Platycrinites sensu lato if the morphology of
the tegmen and/or other generic diagnostic characters are
unknown (Ausich and Kammer, 2009). Accordingly, the
Wooster Shale Member platycrinitid is assigned to
Platycrinites s.l. sp.

Platycrinites s.l. sp.
Figures 3.2, 4.3, 4.4

Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian) Wooster Shale
Member, Cuyahoga Formation at the abandoned Medal Brick
and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio.

Description.—Aboral cup medium bowl shape, plates thin.
Basal circlet convex, ∼20% of calyx height, sculpturing
concentric ridges around entire basal circlet and centered on
column facet; basal plates five, pentagonal. Radial circlet
∼80% of calyx height; radial plates five, hexagonal, higher
than wide, diagonal ridge sculpturing possible on radial plates.
No fixed interradial plates or fixed brachials. CD interray,
tegmen, arms, and column unknown.

Materials.—CMNH 18015b, CMNH 18016.

Measurements.—CMNH 18016: AcH, 11.0*; CaW, 12.2.

Remarks.—Two incomplete and poorly preserved specimens of
Platycrinites are known from the Wooster Shale Member.
CMHN 18016 is preserved as a partial internal mold. Only the
basal circlet and two partial radial plates are visible on this
specimen (Fig. 4.4). The basal circlet appears to have low
concentric ridge sculpturing, and the radial plates are upright.
CMNH 18015b is a crushed aboral cup with a few
disarticulated brachials and a few proximal columnals
preserved (Fig. 4.3).

As preservation allows, Wooster Shale Member specimens
are different from all Platycrinites species known from the
Meadville Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation (Ausich
and Roeser, 2012) (i.e., P. s.l. burkei Ausich and Roeser,
2012; P. s.l. contritus [Hall, 1863]; P. s.l. graphicus [Hall,
1863]; and P. s.l. lodensis [Hall and Whitfield, 1875]). Wooster
Shale Member specimens are too incompletely known to place it
in a species with confidence; therefore, it is left in open nomen-
clature as Platycrinites s.l. sp.

Subclass Pentacrinoidea Jaekel,1894
Infraclass Inadunata Wachsmuth and Springer, 1885

Parvclass Cladida Moore and Laudon, 1943
Magorder Eucladida Wright, 2017

Superorder Cyathoformes Wright et al., 2017
Cyathoformes incertae sedis: “Cyathocrinida” Bather, 1899

Family Cyathocrinidae Bassler, 1938
Genus Cyathocrinites Miller, 1821

Included species.—Cyathocrinites abbreviatus Miller, 1821;
C. asperrimus (Springer, 1911); C. barrisi (Hall,
1861a); C. barydactylus (Wachsmuth and Springer, 1878);
C. bursa (Phillips, 1836); C. calcaratus (Phillips, 1836);
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C. chouteauensis (Miller and Gurley, 1896a); C. decaphyllus
Roemer, 1843; C. distortus (Gilbertson in Phillips, 1836);
C. dubius (Münster, 1840); C. elongatus (Knod, 1908);
C. faberi (Miller and Gurley, 1896b); C. farleyi (Meek and
Worthen, 1866); C. fischeri (Spandel, 1899); C.? fonei
Donovan et al., 2010; C. formosus (Rowley, 1905);
C. foveolatus (Eichwald, 1856); C. gilesi (Wachsmuth and
Springer, 1878); C. glenni Ausich and Lane, 1982;
C. globosus (Troost in Wood, 1909); C. gosae (Roemer,
1866); C. granulatus (Münster, 1839); C. harrodi
(Wachsmuth and Springer, 1880); C. ignotus (Trenkner,
1868); C.? inaequidactylus (M’Coy, 1844); C. iowensis
(Owen and Shumard, 1850); C. irregularis (Trenkner, 1868);
C. kelloggi (White, 1862); C. lamellosus (White, 1863);
C. macadamsi (Miller and Gurley, 1895); C. mammillaris
(Phillips, 1836); C. marshallensis (Worthen, 1882); C. milleri
(M’Coy, 1844); C. multibrachiatus (Lyon and Casseday,
1859); C. multibrachiatus squarrosa (Hall, 1872);
C. patulosus (Wright, 1935); C. planus Miller, 1821; C.?
radiatus (Austin and Austin, 1843) (non Eichwald, 1856);
C. radiatus (Eichwald, 1856) (non Austin and Austin, 1843);
C.? ramosus (Schlotheim, 1817); C. rarus (Lyon, 1869); C.
rigidus (White, 1862); C. rockfordensis (Thomas, 1924);
C. saffordi (Meek and Worthen, 1860); C. sampsoni (Miller,
1891); C. simplex Kammer and Roeser, 2012; C. sphaericus
(Steininger, 1849); C. stubblefieldi Wright, J., 1952;
C. subtuberculatus (Roemer, 1866); C. tenuidactylus Meek
and Worthen, 1868; C. teres (Münster, 1840); C. tricarinatus
Roemer, 1843; C. tuberculatus (Roemer, 1850) (non Miller,
1821); C. turbinatus (Weller, 1900); C. variabilis (Phillips,
1841); and C. virgalensis (Waagen, 1887).

Cyathocrinites simplex Kammer and Roeser, 2012
Figure 4.1, 4.2, 4.5

Type.—Holotype: CMCIP 46159; paratypes: CMCIP 5718-20,
and CMCIP 5956-10.

Diagnosis.—Cyathocriniteswith a low bowl-shaped aboral cup;
infrabasals visible in lateral view, thin plates; smooth
sculpturing; and smooth, elongate brachials (modified from
Kammer and Roeser, 2012).

Occurrence.—Meadville Shale and Wooster Shale members of
the Cuyahoga Formation in northeastern Ohio; Mississippian
(Tournaisian). New occurrences in the Wooster Shale member
are from Wooster, Ohio, in the abandoned Medal Brick and
Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio.

Description.—Crown small in size, subcylindrical. Aboral cup
low bowl shape, plates thin with smooth sculpturing other
than very subtle radiating folding (Fig. 4.1). Infrabasal circlet
∼6.8% of aboral cup height; presumably five, equal in size, as
known. Basal circlet ∼38.6% of aboral cup height; basal
plates five, hexagonal, slightly larger than radial plates, ∼1.3
times wider than high. Radial circlet ∼54.5% of aboral cup
height; radial plates five, heptagonal, wider than high. Radial
facet angustary (Fig. 4.1), ∼42% of distal radial plate width,
semicircular, declivate; radial facet topography unknown.

CD interray with only the radianal within aboral cup
(Fig. 4.5). Anal sac presumably cylindrical, ∼70% of height
of arms, distal anal sac with small plates, distalmost portion of
sac surrounded by a ring of nodose plates.

Arms slender, branch three or four times with poor isotomy.
Primibrachial dimensions variable, higher than wide or wider
than high. Third to fifth primibrachial axillary (Fig. 4.1, 4.5), pri-
maxil as wide as high. Secundibrachial higher than wide, third to
fifth secundibrachial axillary. All brachials rectangular uniserial,
sharply convex, straight sides. Free arms progressively smaller
above each axillary, free arm shape at axillaries more of a
U-shape than a V-shape (the latter of which is more typical in
crinoids).

Proximal column circular, heteromorphic; columnar index
N212, holomeric. Nodals with variable, small nodes around
latus; holdfast unknown.

Material.—Wooster Shale Member specimens CMNH 5210a–
CMNH 5110c, CMNH 5211a, and CMNH 5211b.

Measurements.—CMNH 5210a: CrH, 41.5; ACH, 5.4; ACW,
8.5; CoH, 18.0*.

Remarks.—Cyathocrinites is a geographically and temporally
widespread genus. Cyathocrinites belongs to the primitive
cladid clade (sensu Kammer et al., 1997, 1998) or the
Cyathoformes incertae sedis: “Cyathocrinida” clade (sensu
Wright et al., 2017). Cyathocrinites simplex was first
described from the Meadville Shale Member of the Cuyahoga
Formation, and it also occurs in the Wooster Shale Member of
the Cuyahoga Formation. CMNH 5210a is an excellently
preserved specimen and adds to our understanding of this
species. Kammer and Roeser (2012, p. 473) outlined the
species characters that differentiate C. simplex from other
lower Tournaisian Cyathocrinites species.

Superorder Flexibilia Zittel, 1895
Order Taxocrinida Springer, 1913
Family Taxocrinidae Angelin, 1878

Genus Taxocrinus Phillips in Morris, 1843

Type species.—Cyathocrinus?macrodactylus Phillips, 1841, by
subsequent designation.

Other species.—Taxocrinus anomalus Waters et al., 2003;
T. belgicus Springer, 1920; T. bellmanensis Wright, 1954;
T. colletti White, 1881; T. communis (Hall, 1863); T. coplowensis
Wright, 1946; T. delabolei Wright, 1937; T. giddingsi (Hall,
1858); T. granulatus Salter, 1873; T. hibernicus (Wright, 1934);
T. hollandi Laudon and Beane, 1937; T. huntsvillae Springer,
1920; T. intermedius Wachsmuth and Springer, 1888;
T. interscapularis Hall, 1858; T. juvenis (Hall, 1861a); T. kellogi
(Hall, 1863); T. lobatus (Hall, 1862); T. macrodactylus (Phillips,
1841); T. nobilis (Phillips, 1836); T. ornatus Springer, 1920; T.
praestans Springer, 1920; T. priscus Steininger, 1853;
T. pustulosus Springer, 1920; T. ramulosus (Hall, 1859);
T. shumardianus (Hall, 1858); T. strimplei Knox and Kendrick,
1987; T. stultus Whidborne, 1896; T. telleri Springer, 1920;
T. ungulaMiller and Gurley, 1896a; and T. whitfieldi (Hall, 1858).
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Occurrence.—Devonian (Givetian) to Mississippian
(Serpukhovian); Belgium, China, Germany, Ireland, United
Kingdom, United States.

Taxocrinus sp.
Figure 5.5

Occurrence.—Mississippian (Tournaisian) Wooster Shale
Member, Cuyahoga Formation in the abandoned Medal Brick
and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio.

Description.—Crown medium in size. Aboral cup low cone
shaped (Fig. 5.5), height to width ratio ∼0.6; basal concavity
rimmed by ridge on basal plates, plates gently convex, smooth
plate sculpturing.

Infrabasal circlet confined to basal concavity, not visible in
lateral view. Basal circlet ∼37% of aboral cup height, ridge
around the basal circlet at the proximal lateral edge of aboral
cup; basal plates presumably five, hexagonal, ∼1.6 times wider
than high, much smaller than radial plates. Radial circlet ∼63%
of aboral cup height; radial plates presumably five, pentagonal,
slightly higher than wide. Radial facets plenary, indentation on
margin of radial facet for patelloid process of first primibrachial.

CD interray and anal sac unknown.
Arms robust, branch two times as knownwith poor isotomy

(Fig. 5.5). Brachials rectangular uniserial, convex, straight sides,
wider than high, well-developed patelloid processes, smooth
plate sculpturing.

Column circular in shape, holomeric, heteromorphic, dis-
tinct proxistele and mesistele. Proxistele homeomorphic, colum-
nals ∼10 times wider than high, latus convex; mesistele
heteromorphic, distal portion of preserved mesistele with
N212 pattern, nodals significantly larger than internodals
(Fig. 5.5). Distal mesistele, dististele, and holdfast not known.

Materials.—CMNH 5215.

Measurements.—CMNH 5215: CrH, 35.9; ACH, 4.4; ACW,
8.9; CoH, 29.0*.

Remarks.—A single, incomplete flexible crinoid is known from
the Wooster Shale Member. This is a specimen with an aboral
cup, most of one arm, a bit of a second arm, the proxistele,
and the proximal portion of the mesistele (Fig. 5.5). This
specimen may be a new species; but a full understanding of
the arm branching pattern and posterior interray is needed to
assign this specimen to a species.

Taxocrinus is a geographically widespread and temporally
long-ranging Mississippian–Devonian flexible crinoid. Four
species of Taxocrinus have been reported from the early Tour-
naisian of North America, including T. communis and T. kellogi
from the Cuyahoga Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation
and T. hollandi and T. intermedius from the Maynes Creek For-
mation. In addition, Dactylocrinus tardus (Hall, 1862) is also
known from the Meadville Shale Member of the Cuyahoga For-
mation. Dactylocrinus tardus has endotomous arm branching
above the primaxil, which sharply contrasts with Taxocrinus,
in general, and with Taxocrinus sp. from the Wooster Shale
Member. Taxocrinus sp. is also distinct from the other four

early Tournaisian species assigned to Taxocrinus. Taxocrinus
communis differs by having first interradial plates sutured
between first primibrachials and adjoining rays, and the prox-
imal portion of the mesistele is homeomorphic with large
columnals. In contrast, T. sp. from the Wooster Shale Member
lacks an interradial plate between first primibrachials and has a
heteromorphic proximal portion of the mesistele. Taxocrinus
hollandi has infrabasal plates visible in lateral view, basal plates
the largest plates in the aboral cup, narrow arms with brachials
higher than wide, and an indistinct boundary between the prox-
istele and mesistele, whereas T. sp. from the Wooster Shale
Member has infrabasals not visible in lateral view, radial plates
the largest plates of the aboral cup, wide arms with brachials
wider than high, and a distinct boundary between the proxistele
and mesistele. Taxocrinus intermedius has a subspherical-
shaped crown, infrabasals visible in lateral view, as many as
four ranges of regular interradial plates between radials and
fixed primibrachials of regular interrays, and intraradials
between secundibrachials within a ray; whereas T. sp. presum-
ably has an elongate crown, infrabasals are not visible in lateral
view, and does not have either interradial or intraradial plates.
Taxocrinus kellogi has infrabasal plates visible in lateral view,
one interradial between first primibrachials of adjacent regular
interrays, and short, stout spines on every axillary brachial;
whereas T. sp. from the Wooster Shale does not have infrabasal
plates visible in lateral view, lacks interradial plates, and lacks
spines on axillary brachials.

The Wooster Shale Member Taxocrinus specimen
(Fig. 5.5) is distinct from any known congener. However, the
morphology of this specimen is insufficiently known to justify
naming a new species, so this single specimen is left in open
nomenclature as Taxocrinus sp.

Magnorder Eucladida Wright, 2017
Cyathoformes incertae sedis: ‘Poteriocrinida’ Jaekel, 1918

Family Decadocrinidae Bather, 1890
Genus Decadocrinus Wachsmuth and Springer, 1880

Type species.—Poteriocrinus (Scaphocrinus) scalaris Meek
and Worthen, 1870.

Included species.—Decadocrinus aegina (Hall, 1863);
D. baumgardeneri Laudon and Beane, 1937; D. brazeauensis
Laudon, Parks, and Spreng, 1952; “D.” constrictus Lane,
Waters, and Maples, 1997; D. crassidactylus Laudon, 1936;
D. clypeus Webster, Maples, and Yazdi, 2007;
D. decemnodosus Goldring, 1923; “D.” elongatus Lane,
Waters, and Maples, 1997; D.? exornatus Hauser, 1999;
D. gregarious (Williams, 1882); D. hughwingi Kesling, 1964;
D. inordinatus n. sp.; D. insolens Goldring, 1923; D.
kersadiouensis Le Menn, 1985; D. killawogensis Goldring,
1923; D. laevis n. sp.; D. liriope Wachsmuth and Springer,
1880; D. multinodosus Goldring, 1923; D. multinodosus var.
serratobrachiatus Goldring, 1923; D. nereus (Hall, 1862);
D. oaktrovensis Webby, 1961; D. ornatus Goldring, 1954;
D. pachydactylus Laudon, 1936; D. penicilliformis (Worthen,
1882); D. regulatis Strimple, 1939; D. rugistriatus Goldring,
1923; “D.” rugosus Lane, Waters, and Maples, 1997;
D. scalaris (Meek and Worthen, 1870); D. spinobrachiatus
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Figure 5. Eucladid crinoids from the Wooster Shale Member. (1) Decadocrinus laevis n. sp., CMNH 4873, holotype, lateral view of partially disarticulated crown
with proximal column attached. (2, 3)Decadocrinus inordinatus n. sp.; (2) OSU 53548, holotype, CD-interray view of partial crown with proximal column attached;
(3) CMNH 5214a, paratype, lateral view of a partial crown with proximal column attached. (4) Eucladid indeterminate, CMNH 5213, juvenile specimen with a partial
crown and proximal portion of the column preserved. (5) Taxocrinus sp., CMNH5215, partial crownwith column, note the striking contrast between columnals of the
proxistele versus the mesistele. Scale bar represents 5.0 mm in all. All specimens coated with ammonium chloride sublimate for photography.
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Goldring, 1938; D. spinulifer Laudon, 1936; D. stewartae Kier,
1952; D. tumidulus (Miller and Gurley, 1893); “D.” usitatus
Lane, Waters, and Maples, 1997; D. vintonensis Thomas,
1924; D. wrightae Goldring, 1954; and D. wrightae
silicaensis Kesling, 1971.

Occurrence.—Devonian to Pennsylvanian; Canada, China,
France, Iran, United Kingdom, United States.

Remarks.—Generic assignment of Wooster Shale Member
eucladids is problematic. These taxa may represent a new
genus, but our lack of knowledge of key morphological
features (e.g., the nature of arm branching in the A ray)
precludes erecting a new genus for these species. These
crinoids are most closely associated with Decadocrinus and
Pachylocrinus Wachsmuth and Springer, 1880 (see Kammer
and Ausich, 1993, table 1); however, both Decadocrinus and
Pachylocrinus have historically served as catch-all genera for
Devonian and Mississippian eucladids with two primibrachials
(T.W. Kammer, personal communication, 2023). Further, as
presently understood (see Webster, 2014), both of these genera
are exceedingly long-ranging (Devonian to Pennsylvanian)
and morphologically diverse. Kammer and Ausich (1993)
tackled this problem for some early Viséan species, but further
work is necessary. The type species of Decadocrinus and
Pachylocrinus, D. scalaris and P. aequalis, respectively, are
strikingly distinct, but species currently assigned to each genus
blur the distinctions of the type species. A systematic review of
the genus concepts of eucladids with two primibrachials and
assignment of species is much needed, but such an analysis is
beyond the scope of the present study.

As noted above, the type specimens of Decadocrinus and
Pachylocrinus are distinct, but neither closely resembles the
two Wooster Shale Member eucladids under consideration
herein. However, it is our judgement that these two Wooster
Shale Member species more closely resemble the collection of
species currently recognized in Decadocrinus than those
assigned to Pachylocrinus. Therefore, for this study, we assign
these two new species to Decadocrinus with full recognition
that they may be reassigned to a new genus after further system-
atic study. Assignment of these species to Decadocrinus is con-
sidered tentative pending further study.

The two Wooster Shale Member species of Decadocrinus
share the following characteristics: infrabasals visible in lateral
view, number of primibrachials, number of secundibrachials if
branched, free arm branching, shape of the brachials, shape of
pinnules, and column shape. As discussed below, they have con-
trasting aboral cup shape, aboral cup and brachial sculpturing,
and shape of the radial plates. The Wooster Shale Member Dec-
adocrinus species are compared to other current species in this
genus in Supplemental Table 4.

Decadocrinus laevis new species
Figure 5.1

Type.—Holotype: CMNH 4873.

Diagnosis.—Low cone aboral cup shape; plate sculpturing
smooth with scalloped plate margins; infrabasal plates visible

in lateral view; radial plates ∼1.25 times wider than high;
radial facets plenary, declivate, crescentic; 12 or more total
free arms; arm branching isotomous; second primibrachial
axillary; third secundibrachial axillary if secundibrachitaxis
branches; depression at midpoint along brachial-to-brachial
sutures; brachials rectilinear uniserial; column shape
pentalobate.

Occurrence.—Wooster Shale Member, Cuyahoga Formation;
Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio in the abandoned Medal Brick
and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio.

Description.—Crown large in size. Aboral cup probably low
cone shape (if uncompacted), height to width ratio of
compressed aboral cup ∼0.8; plates gently convex, smooth
sculpturing, scalloped plate margins (Fig. 5.1).

Infrabasals presumably five and equal in size as known, vis-
ible in lateral view. Basal plates presumably five, hexagonal,
smaller than radial plates, ∼1.56 times wider than high. Radials
presumably five, pentagonal,∼2.0 times wider than high. Radial
facets plenary, crescentic, declivate, articular ridge across width
of facet, an aboral ligament groove across most of the width of
the facet.

CD interray plating slightly disarticulated, presumably
three posterior plates in aboral cup interpreted as follows: radia-
nal plate beneath and to the left of the C ray radial plate, anal X
above to left of radianal and between C and D radial plates, and
proximal part of right sac plate in articulation with the C radial to
right and radianal beneath; above these plates a biseries of higher
than wide plates lead to anal sac (Fig. 5.1).

Anal sac unknown.
Arms long, pinnulate, branch once or twice with poor isot-

omy; 12 or more total free arms. Primibrachials wider than high,
primibrachial 2 axillary, primaxil wider than high. Secundibra-
chials wider than high, if secundibrachials branched secundibra-
chial 3 axillary. All brachials rectangular uniserial, gently
convex aborally, straight sides, and a central depression along
suture with adjacent brachials. Pinnules long, slender.

Proximal column pentalobate, holomeric, heteromorphic
(N1) (Fig. 5.1). Lumen and holdfast unknown.

Etymology.—The species name, laevis, means smooth (L., m.)
and refers to the smooth aboral cup plate sculpturing.

Measurements.—CMNH 4873 (holotype): CrH, 119.0; ACH,
11.0*; ACW, 15.0*; ColH, 7.0*.

Remarks.—Decadocrinus laevis n. sp. is distinguished from D.
inordinatus n. sp. because the former has a low cone-shaped
aboral cup, smooth plate sculpturing with scalloped aboral cup
margins, radial plates ∼1.25 times wider than high, and a
depression at the midpoint along brachial-to-brachial sutures.
In contrast, D. inordinatus n. sp. has a low bowl-shaped
aboral cup, irregularly reticulate plate sculpturing that
approaches irregular ridges on radial plates, plate margins not
scalloped, radial plates ∼1.6 times wider than high, and
irregularly reticulate plate sculpturing on brachials.

Comparison to other species of Decadocrinus is in Supple-
mental Table 4.
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Decadocrinus inordinatus new species
Figure 5.2, 5.3

Type.—Holotype: OSU 53548; paratypes: CMNH 5214a,
CMNH 5214b.

Diagnosis.—Low bowl aboral cup shape; plate sculpturing
irregularly reticulate and approaches irregular ridges on radial
plates; infrabasal plates visible in lateral view; radial plates
∼1.6 times wider than high; radial facets plenary, declivate,
crescentic; 12 or more total free arms; arm branching
isotomous; second primibrachial axillary; third secundibrachial
axillary if secundibrachitaxis branches; irregularly reticulate
sculpturing on brachials; brachials rectilinear uniserial; column
shape pentalobate.

Occurrence.—Wooster Shale Member, Cuyahoga Formation;
Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio, in the abandoned Medal Brick
and Tile Quarry, Wooster, Wayne County, Ohio.

Description.—Crown large in size (Fig. 5.2), aboral cup low
bowl shaped, height to width ratio ∼0.43, plates gently convex
with irregularly reticulate sculpturing that on radial plates
approaches irregular ridges projecting obliquely downward
from rim of radial facets (Fig. 5.3).

Infrabasals circlet ∼11% of aboral cup height, visible in lat-
eral view; infrabasal plates presumably five. Basal circlet ∼41%
of aboral cup height; basal plates presumably five, hexagonal,
smaller than radial plates ∼1.5 times wider than high. Radial
circlet ∼48% of aboral cup height; radials presumably five, pen-
tagonal, ∼1.7 times wider than high. Radial facets plenary,
slightly crescentic, radial facet topography unknown.

CD interray with three posterior plates in aboral cup, radia-
nal below and to the left of the C radial plate, anal X above to the
left of radianal and sutured to the D radial plate, right sac plate
with proximal part in sutural contact with radianal below and
C radial to the right (Fig. 5.2).

Anal sac unknown.
Arms long, slender, branch once or twice with poor isot-

omy; 12 or more total free arms. Primibrachials wider than
high; if branched, primibrachial 2–3 axillary, primaxil wider
than high. Secundibrachials wider than high; if branched, secun-
dibrachials 3 or higher axillary. All brachials rectangular uniser-
ial, convex aborally, straight sides, and plate sculpturing same as
aboral cup plate sculpturing. Pinnules long, slender.

Proximal column pentalobate (Fig. 5.2), holomeric, hetero-
morphic, lumen pentalobate, holdfast unknown.

Etymology.—The species name means irregular (Latin) and
refers to the sculpturing on the aboral cup plates.

Measurements.—OSU 53548 (holotype): CrH, 50.0*, ACH,
4.7: ACW, 14.0*; ColH, 3.0*. CMNH 5214a (paratype): CrH,
64.9*, ACH, 5.6: ACW, 14.3; ColH, 7.4*. CMNH 5214b
(paratype): CrH, 47.0*.

Remarks.—Decadocrinus inordinatus n. sp. is compared to D.
laevis n. sp. in the discussion of D. laevis n. sp. and to all species
currently assigned toDecadocrinus in Supplemental Table 4.

Eucladida indeterminate
Figure 5.4

Remarks.—CMNH 5213 (Fig. 5.4) is a juvenile eucladid crinoid
with a pentalobate column, infrabasal plates not visible, in lateral
view, three or more primibrachials, and arms that probably
branch two times. The presence of three primibrachials
distinguishes this crinoid from the Wooster Shale Member
Decadocrinus species, but the lack of other known characters
precludes assigning this specimen to a genus or species, Thus,
it is left in open nomenclature as Eucladida indeterminate.

Preservation

As described above, the Wooster Shale Member is predomin-
antly dark gray shalewith common siderite concretions and scat-
tered concentrations of brachiopods, crinoids, mollusks, and
bryozoans. The most prominent fossils on the outcrop are bra-
chiopods (large spiriferinids and rhynchonellids), crinoid pluri-
columnals, and platyceratid gastropods. Crinoids are variously
preserved from completely disarticulated fragments to complete
crowns with the proximal column attached. The most common
crinoidal remains are individual columnals and lengths of plur-
icolumnals. If multiple pluricolumnals are preserved together,
they are either randomly oriented or strongly aligned. Individual
lengths of a pluricolumnal also may be broken into shorter “bro-
ken stick” column segments (Baumiller and Ausich, 1992), sug-
gesting that these pluricolumnals laid exposed on the sea floor
for a short time.

Crinoids are preserved in both the “shaving brush” and
“starburst” trauma postures (Baumiller et al., 2008; Messing
et al., 2021). Two of the five specimens of C. simplex are pre-
served in a partial starburst posture (e.g., Fig. 4.5), but the major-
ity of other specimens are preserved in a well-defined shaving
brush posture (e.g., Figs. 2.4, 4.1, 5.1). The occurrence of cri-
noids in these trauma postures is consistent with episodic high
turbulence events, which is suggested by lenses of crinoidal
packstone (some with shale rip-up clasts) in the Wooster Shale
Member. This is consistent with a relatively shallow deposi-
tional environment between the fair-weather and storm wave
bases (Clayton et al., 1998).

Individual crinoid specimens occur in several preserva-
tional modes, indicating a complex diagenetic history for these
fossils. Perhaps the most common state of preservation is for
crinoid plates to be preserved as external molds on outcrop bed-
ding surfaces. In this condition, specimens simply disintegrate
due to weathering, and collected specimens are very fragile.
Crinoid plates are also commonly preserved with their original
calcite. Specimens that retain calcite preservation of their plates
are encased in shale (e.g., Figs. 2.3, 5.1, 5.2, 5.5).

Fossils in the Wooster Shale, including the crinoids, are
commonly preserved in discrete siderite concretions (Fig. 6.1,
6.2). Siderite-replaced crinoids also may be weathered free,
implying that the calcite plates were replaced by siderite even
though the specimen was totally encased in shale (Fig. 2.1). Cri-
noids also may occur in a siderite bed completely or partially
replaced by siderite (Fig. 3). If partially replaced, several varia-
tions of replacement occur. For example, the outer portion of
crinoid plates may be replaced by siderite, the inner portion is
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Figure 6. Siderite preservation of crinoids in the Wooster Shale (all specimens uncoated). (1) CMNH 18017, two parts of a siderite concretion with an unidenti-
fiable camerate crinoid. (2) Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp., OSU 53550, paratype, specimen in a siderite concretion (compare to Fig. 2.2). (3, 4) CMNH 18018 bed
completely replaced by siderite with crinoids partially replaced (white is calcite, gray coloration at arrow is pyrite, remainder of bed is siderite); (3) upper part of
bedding surface with partially replaced columnals; on left side of bed an upside down Cactocrinus woosterensis n. sp., specimen replaced with siderite, partially
buried, and with “pyrite rot” destroying the calyx; (4) cross section through bed illustrating various modes of columnal replacement with siderite; note infilling
of fractures with calcite. Scale bar represents 5.0 mm in (1, 2, 4) and 10.0 mm in (3).
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calcite (Fig. 6.3, 6.4), or the opposite may occur (Fig. 7.2).
Alternatively, the distribution of siderite and calcite may be
more random (Figs. 6.4, 7.2). In beds with crinoids preserved
in both calcite and siderite, the calcite is secondary. The original
crinoid plates, which were composed of a single crystal of cal-
cite, have been replaced by a fine- to medium-grained calcite
(Figs. 6.4, 7.2). Further, in some instance, the surrounding

siderite bed may have calcite-filled fractures that are connected
to calcite portions of crinoid plates (Figs. 6.4, 7.2). A few cri-
noids in siderite concretions are also replaced with pyrite.

Becausemost of the specimens withmoldic preservation dis-
integrate with weathering on the outcrop, it is impossible to deter-
mine the most common mode of preservation in the Wooster
Shale Member. However, we presume that calcite preservation

Figure 7. CMNH 18019 bed largely replaced by siderite (white is calcite). (1) Upper part of bedding surface completely replaced; (2) cross section through bed
illustrating various modes of replacement of columnals with siderite; note infilling of fractures with calcite; bed is slightly tilted to illustrate that the pattern of replace-
ment on the cross section continues into the bed. Scale bar represents 5.0 mm in (2), 10.0 mm in (1).
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is the dominant mode. Based on collected specimens, preserva-
tion associated with siderite beds and preservation in shale are
co-dominant, and preservation in small, definable siderite concre-
tions (Fig. 6.1, 6.2) is the rarest.

The preservation of crinoids within siderite concretions has
been described previously in the upper Carboniferous Francis
Creek shale of Illinois (Lane, 1969) and the upper Carboniferous
Copan crinoid Lagerstätte of Oklahoma by Thomka and Lewis
(2013). The Wooster Shale Member concretions closely resem-
ble “Type 1 large concretions lacking distinct nuclei” (Thomka
and Lewis, 2013), which are oblong in shape, with the longest
axes measuring at least seven cm and often significantly larger
(up to 25 cm). These concretions are parallel to bedding,
which Seilacher (2001) attributed to burial compaction during
formation. The fossils in the Francis Creek shale, Copan Lager-
stätte, and Wooster Shale Member siderite are uncrushed, indi-
cating that the concretions formed early within the top meter of
the sediment column. Thomka and Lewis (2013) proposed that
these large siderite concretions formed in a stable alkaline envir-
onment rich in ferrous iron and bicarbonate over a prolonged
period, likely during a time of sediment starvation.

Mississippian crinoid faunas

The Mississippian is the “Age of Crinoids” (Kammer and
Ausich, 2006), and crinoids were important faunal elements in
many depositional settings during the Mississippian. Cuyahoga
Formation faunas (Hall, 1863; Ausich and Roeser, 2012; Kam-
mer and Roeser, 2012) are preserved in siliciclastic facies, which
is atypical for many Tournaisian crinoid faunas (e.g., Ausich,
1999a, b, and references therein). Rather, the composition of
the Cuyahoga crinoids and the paleoenvironmental setting are
more similar to some early Viséan faunas in siliciclastic settings,
such as at Crawfordsville, Indiana (van Sant and Lane, 1964;
Lane, 1973; Ausich, 1999c).

In comparison to the Meadville Shale Member of the Cuya-
hoga Formation, the Wooster Shale Member crinoid fauna is
small (30 in the former and nine in the latter) (Table 2). Repre-
sentatives of every major clade occur in the Meadville Shale
Member, and the Wooster Shale Member has every clade repre-
sented except the disparids. As discussed in detail above, three
new species of camerates and two new species of eucladids
(Cyathoformes incertae sedis: ‘Poteriocrinida’) are described
from theWooster ShaleMember fauna. Only one taxon,Cyatho-
crinites simplex, is shared in both faunas.

Another interesting aspect of the Wooster Shale Member
crinoid fauna is the distribution of new species among clades.
Kammer et al. (1997, 1998) identified differential species long-
evities among different major crinoid clades. Disparids and
primitive cladids (cyathoformes incertae sedis: Cyathocrinida,
herein) have longer species longevities and were regarded as
niche generalists. In contrast, camerates, flexibles, and advanced
cladids (Cyathoformes incertae sedis: Poteriocrinida, herein)
had shorter species durations and were regarded as niche specia-
lists. Sample size of the Wooster Shale Member fauna is too
small to suggest any robust conclusions. However, all five
new species (Agaricocrinus murphyi n. sp.; Cactocrinus woos-
terensis n. sp.; Cusacrinus brushi n. sp.; Decadocrinus laevis

n. sp.; and Decadocrinus inordinatus n. sp.) that we described
from the Wooster Shale Member belong to niche specialist
clades with shorter species duration, which is consistent with
the conclusions of Kammer et al. (1997, 1998).

Acknowledgments

Our collection of Wooster Shale Member crinoids is a combin-
ation of material collected by the authors and from the collec-
tions of James L. Murphy and Gary Meszaros, who donated
their specimens to the Orton Geological Museum and the Cleve-
land Museum of Natural History, respectively. We are grateful
for the help that Nigel Brush provided to help us understand
the geographic distribution of Wooster Shale Member. We
thank T.W. Kammer and G.C. McIntosh for their help as we
considered the taxonomic placement of some Wooster crinoids.
We also thank T.W. Kammer, D.L. Meyer, and S. Zamora,
whose reviews greatly improved this manuscript.

Declaration of competing interests

The authors declare none.

Data availability statement

Data available from the Dryad Digital Repository: https://doi.
org/10.5061/dryad.qnk98sfmr.

References

Angelin, N.P., 1878, Iconographia Crinoideorum in stratis Sueciae Siluricis fos-
silium: Holmiae, Samson and Wallin, 62 p.

Ausich, W.I., 1999a, Lower Mississippian Hampton Formation at LeGrand,
Iowa, USA, in Hess, H., Ausich, W.I., Brett, C.E., and Simms, M.J., eds.,
Fossil Crinoids: Cambridge, UK, Cambridge University Press, p. 135–138.

Ausich,W.I., 1999b, LowerMississippian Burlington Limestone along theMis-
sissippi River Valley in Iowa, Illinois, and Missouri, USA, in Hess, H.,
Ausich, W.I., Brett, C.E., and Simms, M.J., eds., Fossil Crinoids: Cam-
bridge, UK, Cambridge University Press, p. 139–144.

Ausich, W.I., 1999c, Lower Mississippian Edwardsville Formation at Craw-
fordsville, Indiana, in Hess, H., Ausich, W.I., Brett, C.E., and Simms,
M.J., eds., Fossil Crinoids: Cambridge, UK, Cambridge University Press,
p. 145–154.

Ausich, W.I., and Donovan, S.K., (in press), Chapter 7: Glossary of morpho-
logical terms, in Ausich, W.I., ed., Treatise Online, Treatise on Invertebrate
Paleontology, Part T, Revised, Volume 1. Lawrence, Kansas, University of
Kansas Press.

Ausich, W.I., and Kammer, T.W., 2009, Generic concepts in the Platycrinitidae
Austin and Austin, 1842 (Class Crinoidea): Journal of Paleontology, v. 83,
p. 694–717, https://doi.org/10.1666/08-107.1.

Ausich, W.I., and Lane, N.G., 1982, Crinoids from the Edwardsville Formation
(Lower Mississippian) of southern Indiana: Journal of Paleontology, v. 56,
p. 1343–1361.

Ausich, W.I., and Roeser, E.W., 2012, Camerate and disparid crinoids from the
late Kinderhookian Meadville Shale, Cuyahoga Formation of Ohio: Journal
of Paleontology, v. 86, p. 488–506, https://doi.org/10.1666/11-102.1.

AusichW.I., Wright, D.F., Cole, S.R., and Sevastopulo, G.D., 2020, Homology
of posterior interray plates in crinoids: a review and new perspectives from
phylogenetics, the fossil record, and development: Palaeontology, v. 63,
p. 525–545, http://doi.org/10.1111/pala.12475.

Austin, T., and Austin, T., 1842, XVIII. - Proposed arrangement of the Echino-
dermata, particularly as regards the Crinoidea, and a subdivision of the Class
Adelostella (Echinidae): Annals and Magazine of Natural History, ser. 1,
v. 10, no. 63, p. 106–113.

Austin, T., and Austin, T., 1843–1847, A monograph on recent and fossil Crin-
oidea, with figures and descriptions of some Recent and fossil allied genera:
v. 1–2, p. 1–32 (1843); v. 3, p. 33–48, (1844); v. 4, p. 49–64, (1845); v. 5,

Journal of Paleontology 97(3):652–674670

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.qnk98sfmr
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.qnk98sfmr
https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.qnk98sfmr
https://doi.org/10.1666/08-107.1
https://doi.org/10.1666/08-107.1
https://doi.org/10.1666/11-102.1
https://doi.org/10.1666/11-102.1
http://doi.org/10.1111/pala.12475
http://doi.org/10.1111/pala.12475
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20


p. 65–80, (1846); v. 6–8, p. 81–128, (1847); London and Bristol, https://
www.biodiversitylibrary.org/item/36558#page/7/mode/1up.

Barris, W.H., 1880, New fossils from the Carboniferous Formation at Daven-
port: Proceedings of the Davenport Academy of Sciences (1878), v. 2,
p. 282–288.

Barris, W.H., 1886, Descriptions of some new crinoids from the Hamilton
Group: Proceedings of the Davenport Academy of Sciences, v. 4, p. 98–101.

Bassler, R.S., 1938, Pelmatozoa Palaeozoic, in Quenstedt, W., ed, Fossilium
Catalogus, I. Animalia. Part 83: s’Gravenhage, W. Junk, 194 p.

Bather, F.A., 1890, British fossil crinoids. II. The classification of the Inadunata:
Annals and Magazine of Natural History, ser. 6, v. 5, p. 310–334.

Bather, F.A., 1899, A phylogenetic classification of the Pelmatozoa: British
Association for the Advancement of Science (1898), p. 916–923.

Baumiller, T.K., and Ausich, W.I., 1992, The “broken stick” model as a null
hypothesis for crinoid stalk taphonomy and as a guide to the distribution
of connective tissues in fossils: Paleobiology v. 18, p. 288–298, https://
doi.org/10.1017/S009483730001085X.

Baumiller, T.K., Gahn, F.J., Hess, H., and Messing, C.G., 2008, Taphonomy as
an indicator of behavior among fossil crinoids, in Ausich, W.I. and
G.D. Webster, G.D., eds., Echinoderm Paleobiology: Bloomington, Indi-
ana, Indiana University Press, p. 7–20.

Bowsher, A.L., 1955, New genera of Mississippian camerate crinoids: Echino-
dermata Article 1, University of Kansas Paleontological Contributions, 23 p.

Branson, E.B., and Wilson, H.E., 1922, Megistocrinus and Stereocrinus, in
Branson, E.B., The Devonian of Missouri: Missouri Bureau of Geology
and Mines Reports, 2nd ser., v. 17, p. 61–67.

Bronn, H.G., 1848–1849, Index palaeontologicus, unter Mitwirking der Herren
Prof. H. R. Göppert und H. von Meyer: Handbuch einer Geschichte der
Nature, v. 5, Abt. 1, (1, 2), pt. 3, A. Nomenclator Palaeontologicus: A–M,
p. 1–775; N–Z, p. 776–1381, Stuttgart, E. Schweizerbart’sche Verlagshan-
dlung und Druckerei.

Casseday, S.A., and Lyon, S.S., 1862, Description of two new genera and eight
new species of fossil Crinoidea from the rocks of Indiana and Kentucky:
Proceedings of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences, v. 5, p. 16–31.

Charlesworth, J.K., 1914, Dei Fauna des Devonischen Riffkalkes. III Die Cri-
noiden: Zeitschrift der Deutschen Geologischen Geschellshaft, v. 66,
p. 330–347.

Clayton, G., Manger, W.L., and Owens, B., 1998, Mississippian (lower Carbon-
iferous) miospores from the Cuyahoga and Logan formations of north-
eastern Ohio, USA: Journal of Micropalaeontology, v. 17, p. 183–191,
https://doi.org/10.1144/jm.17.2.183.

Cole, S.R., 2017, Phylogeny and morphologic evolution of the Ordovician
Camerata (Class Crinoidea, Phylum Echinodermata): Journal of Paleon-
tology, v. 91, p. 815–828, https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.137.

Cole, S.R., 2018, Phylogeny and evolutionary history of diplobathrid crinoids
(Echinodermata): Palaeontology, v. 62, p. 357–373, https://doi.org/10.
1111/pala.12401.

Conrad, T.A., 1840, Third annual report of the palaeontological department of
the survey: NewYork Geological Survey, Annual Report, no. 4, p. 199–207.

Coogan, A.H., Heimlich, R.A., Malcuit, R.J., Bork, K.B., and Lewis, T.L.,
1981, Early Mississippian deltaic sediments in central and northeastern
Ohio, in Roberts, T.G., ed., GSA Cincinnati ’81 Field Trip Guidebooks,
Vol. 1 Stratigraphy, Sedimentology. American Geological Institute, Wash-
ington, DC, p. 113–152.

de Koninck, L.G., and Le Hon, H., 1854, Recherches sur les crinoïdes du terrain
carbonifère de la Belgique: Academie Royal de Belgique, Memoir, v. 28,
no. 3, p. 1–215.

Donovan, S.K., Widdison, R.E., Lewis, D.N., and Fearnhead, F.E., 2010, The
British Silurian Crinoidea, part 2, addendum to part 1 and Cladia: Palaeon-
tographical Society, v. 164, p. 47–138. https://doi.org/10.1080/25761900.
2022.12131815.

Eichwald, C.E. d’ (Eduard von), 1856, Beitrag zur geographischen Verbreitu-
tung der fossilen Thiere Russlands. Alte Periode. Klassen der Radiaten:
Bulletin de la Société Impériale des Naturalistes de Moscu, p. 114–127.
[Also printed in Bulletin Moskovsk Obshchestva Ispytatelei Prirody,
v. 29, p. 88–127.]

Goldring, W., 1923, The Devonian crinoids of the State of New York:
New York State Museum Memoir, no. 16, 670 p.

Goldring,W., 1938, Devonian crinoids from theMackenzie River Basin (N.W.T.)
Canada: Bulletins of American Paleontology, v. 24, no. 81, p. 1–23.

Goldring, W., 1954, Devonian crinoids, new and old, II: New York State
Museum Circular no. 37, p. 1–51.

Hall, J., 1858, Chapter 8. Palaeontology of Iowa, in Hall, J., and Whitney, J.D.,
Report of the Geological Survey of the State of Iowa. Embracing the results
of investigations made during portions of the years 1855, 56 & 57, v. 1, pt.
II; Palaeontology, p. 473–724, Des Moines, IA, Charles Van Benthuysen.

Hall, J., 1859, Contributions to the palaeontology of Iowa, being descriptions of
new species of Crinoidea and other fossils: supplement to vol. I, part II, of
the Geological Report of Iowa, 92 p.

Hall, J., 1861a, Descriptions of new species of Crinoidea from the Carbonifer-
ous rocks of theMississippi Valley: Journal of the Boston Society of Natural
History, v. 3, p. 261–328.

Hall, J., 1861b, Descriptions of new species of Crinoidea; from investigations of
the Iowa Geological Survey: preliminary notice: Albany, New York, C. van
Benthuysen, 18 p.

Hall, J., 1862, Preliminary notice of some of the species of Crinoidea known in
the Upper Helderberg and Hamilton groups of New York: New York State
Cabinet of Natural History 15th Annual Report, p. 87–125.

Hall, J., 1863, Preliminary notice, of some species of Crinoidea from the
Waverly Sandstone series of Summit Co., Ohio, supposed to be of the age
of the Chemung Group of New York: Preprint of Seventeenth Annual
Report of the Regents of the University of the State of New-York, on the
Condition of the State Cabinet of Natural History, and the Historical and
Antiquarian Collection annexed thereto, State of New York in Senate Docu-
ment 189, Albany, New York, Comstock and Cassiday Printers, p. 50–60.

Hall, 1872, Description of new species of Crinoidea from the Carboniferous
rocks of the Mississippi Valley: Privately published by the author,
p. 261–328.

Hall, J., and Whitfield, R.P., 1875, Descriptions of invertebrate fossils, mainly
from the Silurian System, Crinoidea of theWaverly Group: Ohio Geological
Survey, Report, v. 2, Geology and Palaeontology, pt. 2, Palaeontology,
p. 162–179.

Hauser, J., 1999, Die Crinoiden der Frasnes-Stufe (Oberdevon) vom Südrand
der Dinant Mulde (Belgische und französische Ardennen): Privately pub-
lished by author, 156 p.

Jaekel, O., 1894, Über die Morphogenie und Phylogenic der Crinoiden: Sit-
zungsberichten der Gesellschaft Naturforschender Freunde, Jahrgang
1894, v. 4, p. 101–121.

Jaekel, O., 1918, Phylogenie und System der Pelmatozoen: Paläeontologische
Zeitschrift, v. 3, no. 1, 128 p.

Kammer, T.W., and Ausich, W.I., 1993, Advanced cladid crinoids from the
Middle Mississippian of the east-central United States: intermediate-grade
calyces: Journal of Paleontology, v. 67, p. 614–639, https://doi.org/10.
1017/S0022336000024951.

Kammer, T.W., and Ausich,W.I., 2006, The “Age of Crinoids”: a Mississippian
biodiversity spike coincident with widespread carbonate ramps: Palaios,
v. 21, p. 238–248.

Kammer, T.W., and Matchen, D.L., 2008, Evidence for eustasy at the
Kinderhookian-Osagean (Mississippian) boundary in the United States:
response to late Tournaisian glaciation?, in Fielding, C.R., Frank, T.D.,
and Isbell, J.L., eds., Resolving the Late Paleozoic Ice Age in Time and
Space: Geological Society of America Special Paper, no. 441, p. 261–
274, https://doi.org/10.1130/2008.2441(18).

Kammer, T.W., and Roeser, E.W., 2012, Cladid crinoids from the late Kinder-
hookian Meadville Shale, Cuyahoga Formation of Ohio: Journal of Paleon-
tology, v. 86, p. 470–487, https://doi.org/10.1666/11-101.1.

Kammer, T.W., Baumiller, T.K., and Ausich, W.I., 1997, Species longevity as a
function of niche breadth: evidence from fossil crinoids: Geology, v. 25,
p. 219–222, https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(1997)025<0219:
SLAAFO>2.3.CO;2.

Kammer, T.W., Baumiller, T.K., and Ausich, W.I., 1998, Evolutionary signifi-
cance of differential species longevity in Osagean–Meramecian (Mississip-
pian) crinoid clades: Paleobiology v. 24, p. 155–176, https://doi.org/10.
1666/0094-8373(1998)024[0155:ESODSL]2.3.CO;2.

Kammer, T.W., Sumrall, C.D., Zamora, S., Ausich, W.I., and Deline, B., 2013,
Oral region homologies in Paleozoic crinoids and other plesiomorphic pen-
taradiate echinoderms: PLoSONE, v. 8, e77989, http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/
journal.pone.0077989.

Kesling, R.V., 1964, Decadocrinus hughwingi, a newMiddle Devonian crinoid
from the Silica Formation in northwestern Ohio: University of Michigan
Contributions from Museum of Paleontology, v. 19, p. 135–142.

Kesling, R.V., 1971, Two new crinoids for the family Scytalocrinidae from the
Middle Devonian Silica Formation of northwestern Ohio: University of
Michigan Contributions from Museum of Paleontology, v. 23, p. 283–289.

Keyes, C.R., 1894, Paleontology of Missouri, part I: Missouri Geological Sur-
vey, v. 4, p. 143–225.

Kier, P.M., 1952, Echinoderms of the Middle Devonian Silica Formation of
Ohio: University of Michigan Contributions fromMuseum of Paleontology,
v. 10, p. 59–81.

Kirk, E., 1955, Publications by Shumard and McChesney concerning crinoids
and other fossils: University of Kansas Paleontological Contributions, Ech-
inodermata, Article 2, p. 1–4.

Knod, R., 1908, Devonische Faunen Bolivicus: Beiträge zur Geologie und
Paläontologie von Südamerika, hrsg. von G. Steinmann, 14: Neues
Jahrbuch für Mineralogie, Geologie und Paläontologie, v. 25, p. 493–600.

Knox, L.W., and Kendrick, G.W., 1987, New flexible crinoids from the Bangor
Limestone (Mississippian) of Tennessee: Journal of Paleontology, v. 61,
p. 122–129, https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000028250.

Ausich and Wilson—Wooster Shale Member crinoids 671

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/item/36558#page/7/mode/1up
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/item/36558#page/7/mode/1up
https://www.biodiversitylibrary.org/item/36558#page/7/mode/1up
https://doi.org/10.1017/S009483730001085X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S009483730001085X
https://doi.org/10.1017/S009483730001085X
https://doi.org/10.1144/jm.17.2.183
https://doi.org/10.1144/jm.17.2.183
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.137
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.137
https://doi.org/10.1111/pala.12401
https://doi.org/10.1111/pala.12401
https://doi.org/10.1111/pala.12401
https://doi.org/10.1080/25761900.2022.12131815
https://doi.org/10.1080/25761900.2022.12131815
https://doi.org/10.1080/25761900.2022.12131815
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000024951
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000024951
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000024951
https://doi.org/10.1130/2008.2441(18)
https://doi.org/10.1130/2008.2441(18)
https://doi.org/10.1666/11-101.1
https://doi.org/10.1666/11-101.1
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(1997)025%3C0219:SLAAFO%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(1997)025%3C0219:SLAAFO%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(1997)025%3C0219:SLAAFO%3E2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1666/0094-8373(1998)024[0155:ESODSL]2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1666/0094-8373(1998)024[0155:ESODSL]2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1666/0094-8373(1998)024[0155:ESODSL]2.3.CO;2
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0077989
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0077989
http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0077989
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000028250
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000028250
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20


Lane, N.G., 1969, A crinoid from the Pennsylvanian Essex fauna of Illinois:
Fieldiana, Geology, v. 12, p. 151–156.

Lane, N.G., 1973, Paleontology and paleoecology of the Crawfordsville fossil
site (Upper Osagian, Indiana): California University Publications in the
Geological Sciences, v. 99, 141 p.

Lane, N.G., Waters, J.A., and Maples, C.G., 1997, Echinoderm faunas of the
Hongguleleng Formation, Late Devonian (Famennian), Xinjiang-Uygur
Autonomous Region, People’s Republic of China: Journal of Paleontology,
v. 71, Memoir 47, 43 p., https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000061485.

Laudon, L.R., 1933, The stratigraphy and paleontology of the Gilmore City
Formation of Iowa: University of Iowa Studies, v. 15, no. 2, 74 p.

Laudon, L.R., 1936, Notes on the Devonian crinoid fauna of Cedar Valley
Formation of Iowa: Journal of Paleontology, v. 10, p. 60–66.

Laudon, L.R., 1973, Two new crinoids from the Sappington Formation of
Montana: Journal of Paleontology, v. 47, p. 447–451.

Laudon, L.R. and Beane, B.H., 1937, The crinoid fauna of the Hampton
Formation at LeGrand, Iowa: University of Iowa Studies, v. 17,
p. 227–272.

Laudon, L.R., and Severson, J.L., 1953, New crinoid fauna, Mississippian,
Lodgepole Formation, Montana: Journal of Paleontology, v. 27,
p. 505–536.

Laudon, L.R., Parks, J.M., and Spreng, A.C., 1952, Mississippian crinoid fauna
from the Banff Formation Sunwapta Pass, Alberta: Journal of Paleontology,
v. 26, p. 544–575.

Le Menn, J., 1985, Les crinoides du Dévonien inférieur et moyen du massif
Armoricain: Mëmoires de la Société Géologique et Minéralogique de Bre-
tagne, v. 30, p. 1–268.

Lyon, S.S., 1857, Chapter 1, palaeontology, descriptions of new species of
organic remains, in Lyon, S.S., Cox, E.T., and Lesquereux, L., Palaeonto-
logical Report: Geological Report of Kentucky, v. 3, p. 467–497.

Lyon, S.S. 1862, Descriptions of new Palaeozoic fossils from Kentucky and
Indiana: Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia,
(1861), v. 13, p. 409–414.

Lyon, S.S., 1869, Remarks on thirteen new species of Crinoidea from the
Palaeozoic rocks of Indiana, Kentucky, and Ohio, and a description of cer-
tain peculiarities in the structure of the columns of Dolatocrinus, and their
attachment to the body of the animal: American Philosophical Society,
Transactions, v. 13, p. 443–466.

Lyon, S.S., and Casseday, S.A, 1859, Description of nine new species of crin-
oidea from the subcarboniferous rocks of Indiana and Kentucky: American
Journal of Science and Arts, ser. 2, v. 28, p. 233–246.

Lyon, S.S., and Casseday, S.A., 1860, Description of nine new species of Crin-
oidea from the subcarboniferous rocks of Indiana and Kentucky: American
Journal of Science and Arts, ser. 2, v. 29, p. 68–79.

Matchen, D.L., and Kammer, T.W., 2006, Incised valley fill interpretation for
Mississippian Black Hand Sandstone, Appalachian Basin, USA: implica-
tions for glacial eustasy at Kinderhookian-Osagean (Tn2-Tn3) boundary:
Sedimentary Geology, v. 191, p. 89–113, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sedgeo.
2006.02.002.

McChesney, J.H., 1860, Descriptions of new fossils, from the Paleozoic rocks of
the western states: Transactions of the Chicago Academy of Science, v. 1,
p. 1–56, Extract 1 privately published and distributed (see Kirk, 1955, for
explanation of McChesney publications).

M’Coy, F., 1844, inGriffith, R., A Synopsis of the characters of the Carbonifer-
ous Limestone Fossils of Ireland: Dublin, University Press, 274 p.

Meek, F.B., andWorthen, A.H., 1860, Descriptions of new species of Crinoidea
and Echinoidea from the Carboniferous rocks of Illinois, and other western
states: Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia,
v. 12, p. 379–397.

Meek, F.B., and Worthen, A.H., 1861, Descriptions of new Palaeozoic fossils
from Illinois and Iowa: Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences
of Philadelphia, v. 13, p. 128–148.

Meek, F.B., and Worthen, A.H., 1866, Contributions to the palaeontology of
Illinois and other western states: Proceedings of the Academy of Natural
Sciences of Philadelphia (1865), v. 17, p. 251–274.

Meek, F.B., andWorthen, A.H., 1868, Remarks on some types of Carboniferous
Crinoidea, with descriptions of new genera and species of the same, and of
one echinoid: Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadel-
phia, v. 20, p. 335–359.

Meek, F.B., and Worthen, A.H., 1870, Descriptions of new Carboniferous fos-
sils from thewestern states: Proceedings of the Academyof Natural Sciences
of Philadelphia, v. 21, p. 137–172.

Messing, C.G., Ausich, W.I., and Meyer, D.L., 2021, Feeding and arm postures
in living and fossil crinoids, in Paul Seldon, P., and Ausich, W.I., eds., Trea-
tise Online: no. 150, Pt. T, Revised, v. 1, chapter 16, Lawrence, Kansas, The
University of Kansas, https://doi.org/10.17161/to.vi.15390.

Miller, J.S., 1821, A Natural History of the Crinoidea, or Lily-Shaped Animals;
with observations on the genera, Asteria, Euryale, Comatula and Marsu-
pites: Bristol, England, C. Frost, 150 p.

Miller, S.A., 1889, North American Geology and Palaeontology for the use of
amateurs, students, and scientists: Cincinnati, Ohio, Western Methodist
Book Concern, 664 p.

Miller, S.A., 1891, A description of some lower Carboniferous crinoids: Geo-
logical Survey of Missouri Bulletin, v. 4, p. 1–40.

Miller, S.A., 1892a, North American Geology and Palaeontology for the use of
amateurs, students, and scientists, first appendix, 1892: Cincinnati, Ohio,
Western Methodist Book Concern, p. 665–718.

Miller, S.A., 1892b, Palaeontology. Advance sheets: Indiana Department of
Geology and Natural Resources, 18th Annual Report, 79 p.

Miller, S.A., 1897, North American Geology and Palaeontology for the use of
amateurs, students, and scientists, second appendix: Cincinnati, Ohio, West-
ern Methodist Book Concern, p. 719–793.

Miller, S.A., and Gurley, W.F.E., 1890, Description of some new genera and
species of Echinodermata from the Coal Measures and subcarboniferous
rocks of Indiana, Missouri, and Iowa: Cincinnati Society of Natural History,
Journal, v. 13, 25 p.

Miller, S.A., and Gurley, W.F.E., 1893, Description of some new species of
invertebrates from the Palaeozoic rocks of Illinois and adjacent states: Illi-
nois State Museum, Bulletin 3, 81 p.

Miller, S.A., and Gurley, W.F.E., 1894, Upper Devonian and Niagara crinoids:
Illinois State Museum, Bulletin 4, 37 p.

Miller, S.A., and Gurley, W.F.E., 1895, New and interesting species of Palaeo-
zoic fossils: Illinois State Museum, Bulletin 7, 89 p.

Miller, S.A., and Gurley, W.F.E., 1896a, New species of crinoids from Illinois
and other states: Illinois State Museum Bulletin 9, 66 p.

Miller, S.A., and Gurley, W.F.E., 1896b, New species of Echinodermata and a
new crustacean from the Palaeozoic rocks: Illinois State Museum, Bulletin
10, 91 p.

Miller, S.A., and Gurley, W.F.E., 1897, New species of crinoids, cephalopods,
and other Palaeozoic fossils: Illinois State Museum Bulletin 12, 69 p.

Moore, R.C., 1952, Crinoids, in Moore, R.C., Lalicker, C.G., and Fischer,
A.G., Invertebrate Fossils: New York, McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc.,
p. 604–652.

Moore, R.C., and Laudon, L.R., 1943, Evolution and classification of Paleozoic
crinoids: Geological Society of America Special Paper, v. 46, p. 1–154.

Moore, R.C., and Teichert, C., eds., 1978, Treatise on Invertebrate Paleon-
tology. Pt T Echinodermata 2. Boulder, Colorado and Lawrence, Kansas,
Geological Society of America and University of Kansas Press, 1027 p.

Morris, J., 1843, A Catalogue of British Fossils. Comprising all the genera and
species hitherto described; with reference to their geological distribution and
to the localities in which they have been found, 1st ed.: London, John Van
Voorst, 222 p.

Münster, G.G., 1839–1846, Beschreibung einiger neuen Crinoideen aus der
Uebergangs-formation: Beitrage zur Petrefacten-Kunde, 7 vols.

Owen, D.D., and Shumard, B.F., 1850, Descriptions of fifteen new species of
Crinoidea from the subcarboniferous limestone of Iowa, Wisconsin and
Minnesota in the years 1848–1849: Journal of the Academy of Natural
Sciences of Philadelphia, ser. 2, v. 2, p. 57–70.

Peck, R.E., and Keyte, I.A., 1938, The Crinoidea of the Chouteau Limestone, in
Branson, E.B., ed., Stratigraphy and Paleontology of the Lower Mississip-
pian of Missouri, Pt. 2: Missouri University Studies, v. 13, p. 70–108.

Phillips, J., 1836, Illustrations of the geology of Yorkshire; or, a description of
the strata and organic remains: Pt. 2, The Mountain Limestone districts, 2nd
ed.: London, John Murray, p. 203–208.

Phillips, J., 1841, Figures and Descriptions of the Palaeozoic fossils of Corn-
wall, Devon, and West Somerset; observed in the course of the ordinance
geological survey of that district: London, Longmans, Brown, Green, and
Longmans, 232 p.

Prokop, R.J., 1970, Crinoidea from the Reefton Group (Lower Devonian), New
Zealand: Transactions of the Royal Society of New Zealand, Earth Sciences,
v. 8, no. 3, p. 41–43.

Rhenberg, E.C., Ausich, W.I., and Kammer, T.W., 2015, Generic concepts in
the Actinocrinitidae Austin and Austin, 1842 and evaluation of generic
assignments: Journal of Paleontology, v. 89, p. 1–19, https://doi.org/10.
1017/jpa.2014.2.

Rodriquez, J., 1961, Paleontology. Chapter 3, in Root, S.I., Rodriquez, J., and
Forsyth, J.L., eds., Geology of Knox County: Ohio Division of Geological
Survey, Bulletin, v. 59, p. 44–88.

Roemer, C.F., 1854–1855, Erst Periode, Kohlen-Gebirge, in Brown, H.G., ed.,
Lethaea Geognostica, 3rd edition: Schweizerbart, Stuttgart, v. 2 E, 788 p.

Roemer, F.A., 1843, Die Versteinerungen des Harzgebirges: Hannover, Hahn,
p. 1–40.

Roemer, F.A., 1866, Beiträge zur geologischen Kenntniss des nordwestlichen
Harzgebirges: Palaeontographica, v. 13, p. 201–213.

Rowley, R.R., 1900, New species of crinoids, blastoids and cystoids from Mis-
souri: American Geologist, v. 25, p. 65–75.

Rowley, R.R., 1901–1904, Description of fossils, in Green, G.K., Contribution
to Indiana Palaeontology: New Albany, Indiana, v. 1, no. 7, p. 50–60

Journal of Paleontology 97(3):652–674672

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000061485
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022336000061485
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sedgeo.2006.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sedgeo.2006.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sedgeo.2006.02.002
https://doi.org/10.17161/to.vi.15390
https://doi.org/10.17161/to.vi.15390
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2014.2
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2014.2
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2014.2
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20


(1901a); no. 8, p. 62–74 (1901b); no. 10, p. 85–97 (1902a); no. 11, p. 98–
109 (1903a); no. 12, p. 110–129 (1903b); no. 13, p. 130–137 (1903c); no.
14, p. 138–145 (1903d); no. 15, p. 146–155 (1903e); no. 16, p. 156–167
(1903f); no. 17, p. 168–175 (1904a); no. 18, p. 176–184 (1904b); no. 19,
p. 185–197 (1904c).

Rowley, R.R., 1902b, New species of fossils from the subcarboniferous rocks of
northeastern Missouri: American Geologist, v. 29, p. 303–310.

Rowley, R.R., 1905, Missouri palaeontology: American Geologist, v. 35,
p. 301–311.

Salter, J.W., 1873, ACatalogue of the Collection of Cambrian and Silurian Fos-
sils Contained in the Geological Museum of the University of Cambridge:
Cambridge, UK, Cambridge University Press, 204 p.

Schlotheim, E.F. von, 1816–1817, Beiträge zur Naturgeschichte der Versteiner-
ungen in Geognostischer Hinsicht: Denkschriften der Königlich Akademie
derWissenschaften zuMunchen für des Jahre 1816 und 1817, v. 6, p. 13–36.

Seilacher, A., 2001, Concretion morphologies reflecting diagenetic and epigen-
etic pathways: Sedimentary Geology, v. 143, p. 41–57, https://doi.org/10.
1016/S0037-0738(01)00092-6.

Spandel, E., 1899, Die Echinodermen des Deutschen Zechsteins: Abhandlun-
gen der Naturhistorischen Gesellschaft zu Nürnberg, v. 11, p. 3–34.

Springer, F., 1911, The crinoid fauna of the Knobstone Formation: Proceedings
of the U.S. National Museum, v. 41, p. 175–208.

Springer, F., 1913, Crinoidea, in Zittel, K.A. von, Text-book of Paleontology
(translated and edited by C. R. Eastman), 2nd ed.: London, Macmillan &
Co., Ltd., v. 1, p. 173–243.

Springer, F., 1920, The Crinoidea Flexibilia: Smithsonian Institution Publica-
tion 2501, 486 p.

Steininger, J., 1849, Die Versteinerungen des Uebergangs-Gebirges der Eifel:
Jahresbericht über den Schul-Cursus 1848/49 an dem Gymnasium zu
Trier, p. 1–50.

Steininger, J., 1853, Geognostische Beschreibung der Eifel: Trier, Germany
(France until 1871), Lints, 143 p.

Strimple, H.L., 1939, A group of Pennsylvanian crinoids from the vicinity of
Bartlesville, Oklahoma: Bulletins of American Paleontology, v. 24, no.
87, p. 1–26.

Szmuc, E.J., 1957, Stratigraphy and paleontology of the Cuyahoga Formation
of northern Ohio [Ph.D. thesis]: The Ohio State University, Columbus,
Ohio, 623 p.

Szmuc, E.J., 1970, The Mississippian System, in Banks, P.O., and Feldmann,
R.M., eds., Guide to the Geology of Northeastern Ohio: Northern Ohio Geo-
logical Society, Cleveland, OH, p. 9–21.

Thomas, A.O., 1924, Echinoderms of the Iowa Devonian: Iowa Geological Sur-
vey, Annual Reports 1919 and 1920, v. 29, p. 385–552.

Thomka, J.R., and Lewis, R.D., 2013, Siderite concretions in the Copan crinoid
Lagerstätte (Upper Pennsylvanian, Oklahoma): implications for interpreting
taphonomic and depositional processes in mudstone successions: Palaios,
v. 28, p. 697–709, https://doi.org/10.2110/palo.2012.p12-130r.

Trenkner, W., 1868, Paläontologische Novitäten vom Nordwestlichen Harze.
Zweite Abt., Spiriferensandsteine, Calceolaschiefer, Wissenbacher Schiefer
und Cypridinenschiefer: Abhandlungen der Naturforschenden Gesellschaft
zu Halle (1867), v. 10, p. 197–236.

Ubaghs, G., 1978a, General morphology, inMoore, R.C., and Teichert, C., eds.,
Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology. Pt. T. Echinodermata 2: Boulder, Col-
orado and Lawrence, Kansas, Geological Society of America andUniversity
of Kansas Press, p. T58–T216.

Ubaghs, G., 1978b, Subphylum Camerata Wachsmuth and Springer 1885, in
Moore, R.C., and Teichert, C., eds., Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology.
Pt. T. Echinodermata 2: Boulder, Colorado and Lawrence, Kansas, Geo-
logical Society of America and University of Kansas Press, p. T410–T519.

van Sant, J.F., and Lane, N.G., 1964, Crawfordsville (Indiana) crinoid studies:
University of Kansas Paleontological Contributions, Echinodermata Article
no. 7, p. 1–136.

Waagen, W., 1887, Salt-Range fossils. I. Productus-Limestone fossils. 5.
Bryozoa-Annelida-Echinodermata: Palaeontologica Indica, ser. 13, v. 1,
p. 771–834.

Wachsmuth, C., and Springer, F., 1878, Transition-forms in crinoids and
descriptions of 5 new species: Proceedings of the Academy of Natural
Sciences of Philadelphia, v. 29, p. 224–266.

Wachsmuth, C., 1886, (advanced pub., 1885), Description of a new crinoid
from the Hamilton Group of Michigan: Proceedings of the Davenport Acad-
emy of Natural Science, v. 4, p. 95–97.

Wachsmuth, C., and Springer, F., 1880–1886, Revision of the Palaeocrinoidea:
Proceedings of the Academyof Natural Sciences of Philadelphia Pt. II. Fam-
ily Sphaeroidocrinidae, with the sub-families Platycrinidae, Rhodocrinidae,
and Actinocrinidae (1881), p. 177–411 (separate repaginated, p. 1–237). Pt.
III, Sec. 1. Discussion of the classification and relations of the brachiate cri-
noids, and conclusions of the generic descriptions (1885), p. 225–364 (sep-
arate repaginated, 1–138).

Wachsmuth, C., and Springer, F., 1888, The summit plates in blastoids, cri-
noids, and cystids, and their morphological relations: American Geologist,
v. 1, p. 1–61.

Wachsmuth, C., and Springer, F., 1897, The North American Crinoidea Cam-
erata: Harvard College Museum of Comparative Zoology, Memoir, v. 20,
p. 1–359; v. 21, p. 360–897.

Waters, J.A., Maples, C.G., Lane, N.G., Marcus, S., Liao, Z-T., Liu, L., Hou,
H-F., and Wang, J-X., 2003, A quadrupling of Famennian pelmatozoan
diversity: new Late Devonian blastoids and crinoids from northwest
China: Journal of Paleontology, v. 77, p. 922–948, https://doi.org/10.
1666/0022-3360(2003)077<0922:AQOFPD>2.0.CO;2.

Webby, B.D., 1961, AMiddle Devonian inadunate crinoid fromWest Somerset,
England: Palaeontology, v. 4, p. 538–541.

Webster, G.D., 1974, Crinoid pluricolumnal noditaxis patterns: Journal of Pale-
ontology, v. 48, p. 1283–1288.

Webster, G.D., 2014, Bibliography and index of Paleozoic crinoids, coronates,
and hemistreptocrinoids, 1758–2012: http://crinoids.azurewebsites.net/
[accessed 6 February 2023].

Webster, G.D., and Maples, C.G., 2008, Cladid crinoid radial facets, brachials,
and arm appendages: a terminology solution for studies of lineage, classifi-
cation, and paleoenvironment, in Ausich, W.I., and Webster, G.D., eds.,
Echinoderm Paleobiology: Bloomington, Indiana, Indiana University
Press, p. 196–226.

Webster, G.D., Maples, C.G., and Yazdi, M. 2007, Late Devonian and Early
Mississippian echinoderms from central and northern Iran: Journal of Pale-
ontology, v. 81, p. 1101–1113, https://doi.org/10.1666/pleo05-151.1.

Weller, S., 1900, The paleontology of the Niagaran Limestone in the Chicago
area, the Crinoidea. Part 1 of the Natural History Survey: Chicago Academy
of Sciences, Bulletin, v. 4, p. 1–153.

Wetherby, A.G., 1881, Descriptions of new fossils from the Lower Silurian and
sub-Carboniferous rocks of Kentucky: Journal of the Cincinnati Society of
Natural History, v. 4, p. 177–179.

White, C.A., 1862, Description of new species of fossils from the Devonian and
Carboniferous rocks of the Mississippi Valley: Boston Society of Natural
History Journal, v. 9, p. 8–33.

White, C.A., 1863, Observations on the summit structure of Pentremites, the
structure and arrangement of certain parts of crinoids, and descriptions of
new species from the Carboniferous rocks of Burlington, Iowa: Boston Soci-
ety of Natural History Journal, v. 7, p. 481–506.

White, C.A., 1874, Preliminary Report upon Invertebrate Fossils Collected by
the Expeditions of 1871, 1872, and 1873: Geographical and Geological
Exploration and Surveys West of the 100th Meridian, Washington, D.C.,
Government Printing Office, p. 1–27.

White, C.A., 1876, Chapt. III, Invertebrate paleontology of the Plateau Prov-
ince, p. 74–135. in Powell, J.W., Report on the Geology of the Eastern Por-
tion of the Unita Mountains: U.S. Geologic and Geographic Survey of the
Territories 2nd Division, p. 41, 74–135.

White, C.A., 1881, Fossils of the Indiana rocks: IndianaDepartment of Statistics
and Geology, Annual Report, v. 2, p. 471–522.

Whidborne, G.F., 1896, A preliminary synopsis of the faunas of the Pickwell
Down, Baggy, and Pilton beds: Proceedings of the Geological Association,
v. 14, p. 371–377.

Williams, H.S., 1882, New crinoids from the rocks of the Chemung period of
New York State: Proceedings of the Academy of Natural Sciences of Phila-
delphia, v. 33, p. 17–34.

Wood, E., 1904, On new and old middle Devonic crinoids: SmithsonianMiscel-
laneous Collections, v. 47, p. 56–84.

Wood, E., 1909, A critical summary of Troost’s unpublished manuscript on the
crinoids of Tennessee: U.S. National Museum, Bulletin, v. 64, p. 1–150.

Wood, E., 1914, The use of crinoid arms in studies of phylogeny: Annals of the
New York Academy of Science, v. 24, p. 1–17.

Worthen, A.H., 1882, Descriptions of fifty-four new species of crinoids from the
lower Carboniferous limestones and CoalMeasures of Illinois and Iowa: Illi-
nois State Museum of Natural History, Bulletin, v. 1, p. 3–38.

Worthen, A.H., 1890, Description of fossil invertebrates: Illinois Geological
Survey, v. 8, pt. 2, sec. 1, p. 69–154.

Wright, D.F., 2017a, Bayesian estimation of fossil phylogenies and the evolu-
tion of early to middle Paleozoic crinoids (Echinodermata): Journal of Pale-
ontology v. 91, p. 799–814, https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.141.

Wright, D.F., 2017b, Phenotypic innovation and adaptive constraints in the evo-
lutionary radiation of Palaeozoic crinoids: Scientific Reports, v. 7, 13745,
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-13979-9.

Wright, D.F., Ausich, W.I., Cole, S.R., Rhenberg, E.C., and Peter, M.E., 2017,
Phylogenetic taxonomy and classification of the Crinoidea (Echinoder-
mata): Journal of Paleontology, v. 91, p. 829–846, https://doi.org/10.
1017/jpa.2016.142.

Wright, J., 1934, New Scottish and Irish fossil crinoids: Geological Magazine,
v. 71, p. 241–268.

Ausich and Wilson—Wooster Shale Member crinoids 673

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0037-0738(01)00092-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0037-0738(01)00092-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0037-0738(01)00092-6
https://doi.org/10.2110/palo.2012.p12-130r
https://doi.org/10.2110/palo.2012.p12-130r
https://doi.org/10.1666/0022-3360(2003)077%3C0922:AQOFPD%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1666/0022-3360(2003)077%3C0922:AQOFPD%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1666/0022-3360(2003)077%3C0922:AQOFPD%3E2.0.CO;2
http://crinoids.azurewebsites.net/
http://crinoids.azurewebsites.net/
https://doi.org/10.1666/pleo05-151.1
https://doi.org/10.1666/pleo05-151.1
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.141
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.141
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-13979-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-13979-9
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.142
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.142
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2016.142
https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20


Wright, J., 1935, New crinoids from Coplow Knoll, Clitheroe, with lists of
Carboniferous limestone crinoid species: Geological Magazine, v. 72,
p. 193–213.

Wright, J., 1937, A new species of Taxocrinus from theDelabole Slates of Cornwall:
Summary of Progress of the Geological Survey for 1935, v. 2, p. 89–92.

Wright, J., 1946, New species of Taxocrinus and Synbathocrinus and other rare
crinoids from the Carboniferous limestone of Coplow Knoll, Clitheroe:
Geological Magazine, v. 83, p. 121–128.

Wright, J., 1950–1960, The British Carboniferous Crinoidea. Palaeontographi-
cal Society, Monograph, v. 1, no. 1, p. 1–24 (1950); v. 1, no. 2, p. 25–46

(1951a); v. 1, no. 3, p. 47–102 (1951b); v. 1, no. 4, p. 103–148 (1952);
v. 1, no. 5, p. 149–190 (1954); v. 2, no. 1, p. 191–254 (1955a); v. 2, no.
2, p. 255–272 (1955b); v. 2, no. 3, p. 273–306 (1956); v. 2, no. 4,
p. 307–328 (1958); v. 2, no. 5, p. 329–347 (1960).

Zittel, K.A. von, 1895, Grundzüge der Palaeontologie (Palaeozoologie), 1st ed.:
München, R. Oldenbourg, 971 p.

Accepted: 27 March 2023

Journal of Paleontology 97(3):652–674674

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/jpa.2023.20

	Crinoids from the Wooster Shale Member of the Cuyahoga Formation, Carboniferous (Mississippian, Tournaisian) of northeastern Ohio
	Introduction
	Geologic setting
	Stratigraphy
	Depositional environment

	Materials and methods
	Specimen collection
	Repositories and institutional abbreviations

	Systematic paleontology
	Classification and terminology

	Class Crinoidea Miller, 1821Subclass Camerata Wachsmuth and Springer, 1885Infraclass Eucamerata Cole, 2017Order Monobathrida Moore and Laudon, 1943Suborder Compsocrinina Ubaghs, 1978Family Periechocrinidae Bronn, 1849Genus Megistocrinus Morris, 1843
	Type species
	Included species

	Megistocrinus? sp. Figure 2.1
	Occurrence
	Material
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Family Actinocrinitidae Austin and Austin, 1842
	Remarks

	Subfamily Cactocrininae Ubaghs, 1978 Genus Cactocrinus Bowsher, 1955
	Type species
	Included species
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Remarks

	Cactocrinus woosterensis new species Figures 2.2--2.4, 2.6, 6.2--6.4
	Types
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Etymology
	Additional specimen
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Genus Cusacrinus Bowsher, 1955
	Type species
	Included species
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Remarks

	Cusacrinus brushi new speciesFigures 2.5, 3, 4.6
	Type
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Etymology
	Additional material
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Superfamily Carpocrinacea de Koninck and Le Hon, 1854Family Coelocrinidae Bather, 1899 Genus Agaricocrinus Hall, 1858
	Type species
	Included species
	Occurrence

	Agaricocrinus murphyi new speciesFigure 4.7, 4.8
	Types
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Etymology
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Suborder Glyptocrinina Moore, 1952Superfamily Platycrinitoidea Austin and Austin, 1842Family Platycrinitidae Austin and Austin, 1842Genus Platycrinites Miller, 1821
	Type species
	Remarks

	Platycrinites s.l. sp.Figures 3.2, 4.3, 4.4
	Occurrence
	Description
	Materials
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Subclass Pentacrinoidea Jaekel,1894Infraclass Inadunata Wachsmuth and Springer, 1885Parvclass Cladida Moore and Laudon, 1943Magorder Eucladida Wright, 2017Superorder Cyathoformes Wright et al., 2017Cyathoformes incertae sedis: &ldquo;Cyathocrinida&rdquo; Bather, 1899Family Cyathocrinidae Bassler, 1938Genus Cyathocrinites Miller, 1821
	Included species

	Cyathocrinites simplex Kammer and Roeser, 2012Figure 4.1, 4.2, 4.5
	Type
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Material
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Superorder Flexibilia Zittel, 1895Order Taxocrinida Springer, 1913Family Taxocrinidae Angelin, 1878Genus Taxocrinus Phillips in Morris, 1843
	Type species
	Other species
	Occurrence

	Taxocrinus sp.Figure 5.5
	Occurrence
	Description
	Materials
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Magnorder Eucladida Wright, 2017Cyathoformes incertae sedis: &lsquo;Poteriocrinida&rsquo; Jaekel, 1918Family Decadocrinidae Bather, 1890Genus Decadocrinus Wachsmuth and Springer, 1880
	Type species
	Included species
	Occurrence
	Remarks

	Decadocrinus laevis new speciesFigure 5.1
	Type
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Etymology
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Decadocrinus inordinatus new speciesFigure 5.2, 5.3
	Type
	Diagnosis
	Occurrence
	Description
	Etymology
	Measurements
	Remarks

	Eucladida indeterminateFigure 5.4
	Remarks

	Preservation
	Mississippian crinoid faunas
	Acknowledgments
	References


