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Editorial 

Insect -Plant Relationships. This issue of Desert Plants carries 
an article on Hemileuca moths and their relationships with native 
vegetation, with emphasis on foodplants of their larvae. Such a 
study requires considerable knowledge of both insect and plant 
taxonomy. It also requires a great amount of observing, discover- 
ing, and correlating. We picture Japanese children experiencing 
the thrill of chasing butterflies or learning the names and uses of 
plants. Today many American educators minimize "fact- finding" 
or "data- gathering" particularly with regard to knowledge that is 
thought to be at less than the "leading edge" of the flashy splash 
which they näively see as the true essence of science. 

With modern computer technology we think of the old main- 
frames of the 1960's as part of the Jurassic or Cretaceous to say the 
least. Mendel seems like Adam. We charge forward with gene - 
splicing. We must have compact disk players and PC's for all the 
children. Although our youth are fascinated with blips on a com- 
puter screen and videos which fake reality, we have so terribly 
neglected basic observational ground -truth learning (i.e. true "sci- 
ence" in our opinion) in their education that we will soon have a 

generation of Americans ignorant of the joys of observing, discov- 
ering, correlating, drawing conclusions, and making rational deci- 
sions. Schoolchildren already draw electric lights on Noah's Ark 
and shout "How gross!" if you tell them where milk, eggs, or ham- 
burgers come from. 

We recall a 1929 definition of "ecology" as "... solving some of 

the urgent practical problems which are cropping up everywhere 
as a result of man's becoming civilized and interfering with the 
animal and plant life around him." [Encycl. Brittanica, 1929 edi- 
tion.] Do tell! Can we hire a few ecologists so the rest of us can 
continue to wreak havoc in ignorant bliss? No. We all need to be 
ecologists; we all need to be scientists; we all need to be histo- 
rians. We need to incorporate these into ourselves. No, Noah did 
not have electricity. There are people alive today who knew 
Thomas Alva Edison. He knew first -hand the joys of observing, 
discovering, and correlating. His work resulted in development of 
numerous electrical and electronic devices and there are more to 
come. We try to divert our youth into being specialists in only the 
most up -to -date fields where there is a flashy splash, but this 
leaves a hollowness in their psyches where love of observational 
learning, science, history, and ecology should be second -nature. 

A few decades ago America was so good at invention and 
technology that we thought it would always be so. We went for the 
flashy splash and forgot to incorporate the main cortex. Why do 
busy -work? Why save money? Go for extreme excellence. Be a 

brain -surgeon or a genetic engineer without wasting time on 
mediocre things. But it is difficult to see ahead. In 1899 a futurist 
studying all parameters of New York City predicted that by 1915 
all streets would be six feet deep in horse manure. 

- F. S. Crosswhite and C. D. Crosswhite 


