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Margaret Mead
1901-1978

Margaret Mead, world-renowned anthropologist and author, died
Wednesday, 15 November 1978, in New York City. News of Margaret
Mead’s death reached the AAAS Board of Directors during their visit
to the People’s Republic of China. Dr. Mead was elected president of
AAAS in 1973 and retired as Board Chairman in 1976.

In Peking, current Board Chairman Emilio Q. Daddario said,
‘‘Margaret Mead’s death is hard to accept. She was marvelously vital,
filled with a love of action, and tireless in her efforts to create a human
science. She touched countless lives and especially the young. There
is sadness today in the great cities of the world, and in the faraway
villages whose transitions she followed for 50 years and to which she
gave her mind and her heart.”’
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