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maintained. As a result, this salt-water
connection between two oceans would
provide a wonderful opportunity for
observing the interaction of previously
separated marine communities.

The chance to study such a dramatic
ecological adjustment must not be lost.
Current reports indicate that engineer-
ing surveys may start in about a year,
with actual construction getting under
way about four years later. Comple-
tion of the canal might take another
10 years. However, in order to take
maximum advantage of the situation,
distributional surveys, taxonomic stud-
ies, and related oceanographic work
should be initiated as soon as possible
after the site is selected.

A scientific effort of this magnitude
certainly would provide an excellent
opportunity for broadening scientific
cooperation among the nations of the
Western Hemisphere. This, too, cannot
be permitted to pass by. I hope that
preliminary planning will start soon.

JoHN D. Davis
Department of Zoology,
Smith College,
Northampton, Massachusetts

The Smithsonian

It seems to me that D. S. Green-
berg (12 Mar., p. 1266) unfairly dep-
reciates the original contributions to
knowledge made by the Smithsonian in
earlier times. When 1 was elected to
the National Academy I believe there
was no institution in the United States
which had more members in the
Academy, unless possibly Harvard Uni-
versity.

Greenberg makes no mention of Sec-
retary Baird, who was decorated by
nearly all maritime nations for his
work for the fisheries, and who was no
less distinguished in herpetology and
ornithology besides.

Nor did he mention Secretary Wal-
cott, who was president of the Na-
tional Academy and probably more in-
fluential with Congress and adminis-
trations than any other scientist of his
time. His advice led Andrew Carnegie
to endow the Carnegie Institution. He
himself conceived and founded the Na-
tional Advisory Committee on Aero-
nautics. 1 heard a paleontologist re-
mark that Walcott contributed more
than all others to the knowledge of
Cambrian paleontology, and 75 per-
cent of his contribution was made by
his expeditions in the field while secre-

tary of the Smithsonian. He founded
the Research Corporation and promot-
ed R. H. Goddard.

It would be improper in me to al-
lude to scientific work of the fifth sec-
retary. But I may at least mention
Stejneger, Fewkes, Holmes (who was
a leader in three fields of science and
art), Hrdlicka, Merrill, Roberts, Stir-
ling. Indeed, space forbids that I should
even name those who, during my 70
years at the Institution, have added to
the distinction of its scientific research-
es, and whose discoveries are textbook
familiarities.

CHARLES G. ABBOT
4409 Beechwood Road,
Hyattsville, Maryland

The article on the current increase
in research activity at the Smithsonian
Institution must have aroused consider-
able interest in all centers of taxonomic
study. It rightly points out that there
are not many centers with sufficiently
large collections for extensive work in
systematics, although some active aca-
demic centers may be surprised to
learn that “universities have pretty well
dropped out of systematic biology.”

The article goes on to say that the
Smithsonian does not ‘“threaten any
existing institution.” The established
centers which are doing significant
taxonomic work, both within and out-
side the universities, while applaud-
ing the success of the Smithsonian’s
new leadership, may perhaps be par-
doned for wondering what the effects
of this success will be on their own
institutions, with their far more limited
resources. All administrators should be
pleased at rising salary levels, if only
they can find the money to equal them,
and the stimulus of a stepped-up pro-
gram at the Smithsonian should en-
liven the field of systematics every-
where, if only the limited supply of
well-trained systematists can continue
to be available to all institutions tra-
ditionally engaged in this work.

Many thoughtful persons, scientists
as well as administrators, may raise
the question: If the federal govern-
ment is to increase its support for sys-
tematics at the Smithsonian, which has
direct access to Congress, will it also
(for example, through the National
Science Foundation) extend truly com-
parable support to the other long-es-
tablished centers of significant sys-
tematic study?

JoHN W. BODINE
Academy of Natural Sciences of
Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
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