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Grand Canyon Still Threatened 

In 1966 a bill was submitted to Con- 
gress that would have authorized con- 
struction of two dams in the Grand 
Canyon of Arizona. The dams were 
not intended to regulate the Colorado 
River or supply water; they were in- 
tended to furnish power so that water 
already available could be pumped into 
central Arizona. The bill did not pass 
Congress, due, in part, to protests from 
citizens who were convinced that ade- 
quate power could come from alterna- 
tive sources without sacrificing any part 
of one of the world's unique areas: 
the Grand Canyon. 

That was last year. Now it is 1967, 
and there are five bills before Congress 
seeking authorization to construct one 
or more dams in Grand Canyon. What 
was defeated last year will pass this 
year unless the protests are repeated. 

In the House of Representatives, 
H.R. 9 (M. Udall) and H.R. 3300 
(Aspinall) contain one dam, and H.R. 
722 (Hosmer) contains two; in the Sen- 
ate, S. 861 (Kuchel) and S. 1242 (Al- 
lott) contain one dam. As before, the 
dams will be used to generate power. 
However, many recent reports indicate 
that water can be economically pumped 
to central Arizona with power sources 
other than hydropower, and even pos- 
sibly with power sources already in ex- 
istence. Some of these points were made 
at the hearings on last year's bill and 
reported in "Hearings before the Sub- 
committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs, on H.R. 4671," held 
9-18 May. Some have been made since 
in Science (for example, "Water or nu- 
clear power: which costs less?" by L. 
I. Moss, Letters, 25 Nov.) The field 
of nuclear power is developing rapidly; 
unfortunately, the same cannot be said 
for hydropower. Interior Secretary Stew- 
art Udall appears to recognize this 
trend with his recent statements that the 
Central Arizona Project can operate 
without either Grand Canyon dam. 
Udall's position is embodied in four 
bills: H.R. 7204 (Saylor) and H.R. 7194 
(Edmondson), and S. 1004 (Hayden) 
and S. 1013 (Jackson). 

Thus there are bills for a Central 
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Arizona Project, with and without dams, 
in both the House and Senate. The 
House has already held hearings and 
the Senate will do likewise in early 
May. The multiplicity of bills obscures 
an important point: should one cham- 
ber pass a dam-less bill and the other 
pass a pro-dam bill, a joint conference 
committee will have to iron out the 
differences in meetings that are not 
open to the public. There are indica- 
tions that Wayne Aspinall, chairman 
of the House Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs and sponsor of H.R. 
3300, would have sufficient strength 
in this committee to insure emergence 
of a bill with a Grand Canyon dam. 
A bill from such a conference commit- 
tee would probably then pass the House 
and Senate with little difficulty. 

Thus the Grand Canyon is still in 
danger and protests are again needed. 
Urge deletion of the dans from the 
various bills. Urge, instead, passage of 
H.R. 1305 (Saylor), which would ex- 
tend the boundaries of Grand Canyon 
National Park to include all of Grand 
Canyon, and which would make unnec- 
essary this yearly struggle to preserve 
the Canyon in its natural state. 

WILLIAM C. BRADLEY 

Department of Geological Sciences, 
University of Colorado, Boulder 80302 

Selection of NIH Director 

Selection of a successor to James A. 
Shannon is of the highest importance 
to the future of medical science in the 
United States. (See "Medical research: 
NIH wants divorce from PHS," 7 
Apr., p. 45.) One has only to follow 
Shannon from day to day or from 
year to year to appreciate the diverse 
problems presented to him which re- 
quire his rendering difficult judgments 
on people, institutions, and programs. 
In addition to his political and fiscal 
skills, he has shown remarkable com- 
petence in all these areas. During his 
tenure, the NIH operation has grown 
enormously and his successor should 
be a person of remarkable proportions. 
He must be sensitive to the needs of 
science and the scientist, of science 
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education, and to the demands for per- 
sonnel and facilities in the health sci- 
ences. He must firmly believe that the 
proper forum of medical science is the 
laboratory and the clinic. He must know 
where to turn for the best counsel and, 
of course, be an effective politician. 
But above all, he must be able to 
resist any threat of political encroach- 
ment on the direction of science. 

It appears unlikely that such a para- 
gon will be located by the political 
process. A "search committee" com- 
prised of persons of the highest quality 
and widest experience would appear to 
offer more promise of success. These 
should include intramural scientists and 
extramural "clients" of NIH, repre- 
sentatives of medical schools, research 
institutes, and teaching hospitals. Candi- 
dates should be critically reviewed and 
recommendations forwarded to the 
Surgeon General or the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, or 
both. 

Let there be no mistake. A wise selec- 
tion would insure the continued growth 
of medical science and education, but 
an unwise selection in filling this criti- 
cal post could do great damage to all 
phases of American medicine. 

DEWITT STETTEN, JR. 

Rutgers Medical School, 
New Brunswick, New Jersey 08903 

McNamara in Mississippi 

Greenberg missed completely the 
spirit of McNamara's presentation at 
Millsaps College, Jackson, Mississippi 
(News and Comment, 3 Mar., p. 1089). 
In reference to the "dismal" standing 
of the state in education, McNamara 
stated, "But though these problems 
exist, the State has made genuine prog- 
ress in a number of educational proj- 
ects: You have developed a state-wide 
system of junior colleges. You have 
established a new organizational plan 
for higher education. You have begun 
a Research and Development Center. 
And most of all, you have demon- 
strated a desire and a determination to 
improve the State's system of public 
and higher education." McNamara's re- 
marks, while critical of the condition 
of education in Mississippi, were never- 
theless constructive and welcome. 
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Department of Biochemistry, 
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