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MISCELLANEOUS 
In British Columbia the pollination 

of cranberries, greenhouse cucumbers. 

melons and holly has had little atten
tion by research or extension workers. 
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MUSINGS OF A RESEARCH OFFICER, AGRICULTURE (ENTOMOLOGY) 
J. MARSHALL, Research Station, Summerland, B.C. 

En tomological research in Canada 
grew from virtually nothing in 1918 
to a well organized profession 40 
years later. There were at first more 
positions to be filled than trained 
f'ntomologists to fill them, and so men 
with some background in zoology , 
and even amateur insect collectors, 
were pressed into service. It was not 
by chance that a number of those 
entomological pioneers were born in 
England , or were sons of English par
ents. The English , generally speaking, 
have a more lively interest in insects 
and other aspects of nature study 
than Canadians. Since the beginnings 
of entomology in this country a t least 
n ine of our universities have institut
ed Depa rtments of Entomology, or 
courses in Entomology. The colorful 
da y of the amateur entomologist 
turned professional is over. 

Since many of the early problems 
in entomology h ad to be solved 
quickly and with no nonsense , the 
pioneers of the science tended , on the 
whole , to emphasize the practical 
viewpoint ; and they did well with it . 
Then, as the more straightforward 
problems were cleared up, a ttention 

had to be paid to less obvious issues. 
There arose a growing band of brigh t 
and shining young college graduates 
complete with Ph.D. degrees and a 
tendency to regard their predecessors 
as well intentioned but really some
what ignorant cha ps. One scintillat
i!1.g mind has ~:ummed it up in a 
word-"nozzle-heads", he calls the 
pioneer entomologists and those of 
his contemporaries who work in ap
plied research . 

Entomology in much of the western 
world has been going through a sort 
of scientific adolescence, a period 
when on the Slightest pretext, the 
a mateur statistician churns his ex
perimental results in an electrical 
calcula tor until finally they butter 
into so me sort of statistica l odds. 
There is an urge to substitute statis
Lical formulae for common sense . 
Even simple bits of research may 
emerge so gaudily bedecked in statis
tica l finery that only a knowing few 
would ever guess their true stature. 
Perha ps the entomologists, and other 
biologists , have been moved to strive 
for profundity in the belief that if 
t·l1 e layman can comprehend it can't 
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be science. Public awe of the mys
teries of atomic science may have 
played a part here too . 

Happily there are signs that Judg
ment, queen of human attributes, 
may be coming back into her own. 
What, in the argot, might be called 
the beatnik period of agricultural 
~cience seems to be on the wane . Of 
Jate more papers have been appearing 
in which the author, defying fashion , 
has ·.beel1 . content , to , state in plain 
English 'the comhtib'ns of the experi
ment and the results, Readers have 
been given credit for sufficient in
telligence to assess the results with
out recourse to mechanica l predi
~estion. 

Numbers of our agricultural scien
tists come from the towns and cities, 
and have never known the vicissi
tudes of farming , Although they 
might protest the point they have the 
townsman's outlook on fa rming, a 
profession that can be carried on 
:> llccessfully by an intelligent man 
with but little formal schooling'. More 
by their a ctions perhaps, tha n by 
their words, they emphasize that they 
a re scientists first , agriculturists sec
ond , and farmers not at all. Since the 
promotions of scientific workers in 
farming are not authorized by th e 
farmers themselves it is not surpri s
ing tha t the agricultura l sc ientist can 
drift a way almost completely from 
th e r eali ties of life on the farm yet do 
Iwtter financially than it' h e had 
IJusied himself with the farmer' s 
worries. Those of us who may be a 
t.rifle cynical have often noticed a 
tendency to identify intelligence with 
the business suit or , more pa rticu
I:lrly , with the white laboratory coat, 
But, in fact, the agricultural scien
tis t h as good reason to respec t the 
a bility a nd intelligence that a re re-

Quired for successful farming , Likely 
as not numbers of the so-called dirt 
fa rmers for whom, in the long run , 
he is working are at least his intellec
tual equals if not his superiors. 

In the administrative circles of 
agricultural science there is an un
derstandable proneness to equate a 
!'esearch worker's ability with the 
number and apparent profundity of 
his publications . The trouble is that 
to a ward a quid of salary for a quo 
of productive effort is to some degree 
a subjective matter as well as an 
objective one , and the administrator 
may be hard put to assess either as
pect accurately. One of the crying 
needs in agricultural research, as 
indeed in many another field of 
human endeavour, is a better method 
of estimating' the va lue of an indiv
idual's work to his fellow-man- some 
reliable means of stripping off the 
"howier trappings of erudition and 
exposing what 's underneath. This 
hardly seems to be the sort of job 
that the computer people will ever 
be able to solve ; but maybe it is just 
as well that intrinsic human worth is 
not susceptible to mathematical 
~ naiysis, In any case granting that 
every research worker should h ave to 
prod nce evidence that justifies his 
salary, today's pressure to publish can 
ha rdly be considered a boon to 
science. Certainly the literature of 
ag ricul tura l science , including en to
mology , is coming to wear pretty 
baggy britches. Its bulk seems to be 
greater than the substance warrants, 

These rema rks can be summarized 
in a few words. They urge less hum
l;ug in agricultura l research, ancl 
more understanding of the farm er' s 
problems. They urge less concern 
with the pay cheque, and more con
cern with a good day's work. 




