1965, ﬂovember 23

EP. Jc v. Schulz,
2402 Sincleir St.,
Midlend, Texas.

Dear Sir:

I submitied the piece of your metesrite whick ycu
gave me 10 Dre Brizn Mason of the U. 5. Mati oBl Huseunm at
Washington, D. C.

He writes we that it {s classifisd as an olivipe-
tronzite choudrite, wiich &uhat I suspecped. About 905 of
the stoay meteoriies are cBondrites, so c21led from “chondrulss®
in them. These are. litile more or less spherical piesces of
minerals in them that 1t is thousht were once 1iquig deoplets
that cocled suddenl@y back where the meteorite first came into
being, presumi’ly M te parent planstary body.

These chondriles are mainly counosed of two minerals.
One always prsent is "ollvine™, & meznesium-iron silicate.
The other 1s zenerally another minaral that i8 also 2 ma2nesivie- !
iron silicate, and may be anythine fror almost straizht masnesium
silicaete to straight iron silicate. When 1t is mostiv the masnesium
silicate 1t is called "Lronzite” and when it zets a pretiy heavp
iron content it is c2lled “"hypersthene”. In this case it turned
out to be bronzite and the stone is therefors called an olivince
bronzite chondrule.

I have placed all the facts fully ca record so that
tils 1s now adequately recorded in the official 1ist of ze teorites.
There is not wmuch more that c=n be done scientifically as these
we:thered stony netcorgtes have already been frequently analyzed
and there has been so much oxidation on earth that the analyses
are not too significant or precise.

Siuacerely,



