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ABOUT THE GEORGE WRIGHT FORUM

The George Wright Forum was the journal of the George Wright Society from 1981 through 2018, published in 35 volumes
with a total of 125 issues. Its mission was to “examine critical issues and present new research related to parks, protected
areas, and cultural sites around the world.” The hallmark of the journal was its interdisciplinary approach, covering all
fields relevant to natural and cultural heritage stewardship.

Early volumes of the journal did not carry dates embedded on each page, so that information is provided on this cover
sheet.

The George Wright Forum ceased publication at the end of 2018. Beginning in 2020, it is continued by Parks Stewardship
Forum, an open-access journal co-published by the George Wright Society and the University of California, Berkeley,
Institute for Parks, People, and Biodiversity. Parks Stewardship Forum continues both the mission and the interdisciplinary
approach of The George Wright Forum. The first volume of Parks Stewardship Forum is denominated as Volume 36 to indicate
this continuity. Parks Stewardship Forum is published at https://escholarship.org/uc/psf and has been selected by the Library
of Congress to be archived as “an important and valuable addition to our collections and to the historical record.”

All issues of The George Wright Forum are now made available under the Creative Commons License CC BY-NC. The only
exceptions are instances where the journal republished copyrighted material with permission; those are clearly marked.

CITING THE GEORGE WRIGHT FORUM
We recommend that you use the DOI (Digital Object Identifier) as the weblink. DOIs for each article are available at
The George Wright Forum’s permanent archive website, https://escholarship.org/uc/gwt.

You can also find The George Wright Forum through JSTOR at https://www.jstor.org/journal/georwrigforu.

When citing, please note that the definite article “The” is part of the journal’s title.

ABOUT THE GEORGE WRIGHT SOCIETY

The George Wright Society supports parks, protected/conserved areas, cultural sites, and other kinds of place-based
conservation by encouraging communication among and convenings of researchers, managers, educators, practitioners,

and the public to facilitate informed decisions and actions that embrace our values.

GWS is a membership organization and we would welcome your support. To find out more, or to donate, please go to
https://www.georgewrightsociety.org.
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PSEUDOERGOCYTES =

Editor's Note: At a recent public seminar to explore higher edu-
cation—its directions, goals and content—the philosophical micro-
biologist, Lewis Thomas took sharp Iissue with those who spoke
glibly of the need for ''synthesis.” He wound up his elaborate
dissent with the observation that it would be far better if students
did NOT get the impression at the end of their college years that
everything could be neatly intertwined and 'synthesized" into a
package of all-purpose answers. He would far prefer, he said,
that students leave their studies and go out into the world full of
"informed bewilderment, a zest for ambiguity, and an intense
curiosity always to be learning more." With this commentary
currently being carried on Public /, Radio, it seemed worth
the effort to dig up an excerpt from / the May 1976 US NPS
newsletter In Touch, contributed by Jim PReid, NPS Rocky
Mountain Regional Chief Scientist. Other views will be wel-
comed in these pages.

A few years back-—several
decades, actually--1 had the/
pleasure of studying under
Bob King at the University
of lowa. Bob was an ant
man; not exclusively,
but for relaxation
he liked to study wamx:
the social structures of
ant colonies. In addition
to the normal castes—

workers, soldiers, nurse
ants, etc.—he discovered
a new rank for which he coined

the field interpreter, not
on who or how many em-
ployees are assigned to
the Washington Office
y or the regional offices.
/A Interpretation does not

" need increased power in
\\. 7'///'Washington; what is need-

ed is the restoration of
responsibility to the field natu-
ralist, historian, and archeol-
ogist to plan and carry out the
park's program. '

There are two basic attri-

the name pseudoergocytes. It butes that are common to all
has the body of a worker, ood interpreters——a catholic
looks like a worker, and acts 9 P

curiosity about the world in
which s/he lives, and a wil-
lingness, indeed a driving need

like a worker. But it doesn't
do anything.

Perhaps pseudoergocytes are to share that curiosity with
just naturally lazy; or perhaps others. The shift of interpretive
some ant colonies have an un- responsibility to the central
employment problem; or perhaps office, and subsequent stand-
the pseudoergocytes are just ardization of interpretive
waiting for strong leadership, methods has contributed to the
and clear guidelines from the atrophy of curiosity. Inadver-
front office. | was thoroughly tently or by design, we have
disturbed recently to hear that reduced the field interpreter to
the latter is "...what interpre- a pseudoergocyte. It's time the
tation needs." | protest. The field interpreters once again be
strength and effectiveness of permitted the satisfaction of
interpretation is dependent on being full and creative
the character and motivation of workers.
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