






now considered so revolutionary that a botanist should be eligible
to receive a Nobel Prize in Physiology and Medicine—as a function
of her being, like the monk Gregor Mendel, "ahead of her time."
Her life of isolation is suggested to be a product of a delightful
eccentricity, and I think there is some truth in that—who but a
truly unusual socially and intellectually self-sufficient person,
no matter how great her/his natural talent, could have carried on
so for 82 years? (What we must ask is, why should this be so, and
at what price to individuals and to science?)

While individual cases and life histories are extremely
interesting, biologists remind us that it is the patterns that
inform. We are fortunate to have careful, meticulous biographies
of these scientists by authors who are themselves very interested
in the social structure of science and who use their subjects to
illuminate the larger patterns and processes of U.S. science.
Not only can we look to these works for light shed on the
cumulative experiences of minority (by race and culture and gender)
scientists in the U.S., but we can also explore the structure of
mainstream science which has excluded so many at unknown cost to
itself.

Two additional reasons for reading these books: McClintock's
biographer Evelyn Fox Keller, Professor of Mathematics and
Humanities at Northeastern University, has a special connection
to Denison. She was the keynote speaker at Denison's Gender
Issues in Science Conference (as she was finishing this book),
where she inspired much discussion about how science itself might
be different if the major practitioners had not been White,
Western and male. Kenneth Manning, an MIT historian of science,
has written of Ernest Everett Just what Stephen Jay Gould says is
"among the finest biographies I ever read" and "the best book I
have read this year." Granted that it is only November, and there
aren't all that many biographies in the world. Still, to those of
us who are fans of S.J. Gould and his writing on the history of
science, this is high praise indeed, and if his recommendation
won't entice you, nothing will.

. The sudden publicity from McClintock's winning of the Nobel
Prize and the enthusiastic reception by reviewers of both books
have caused the books, like established Black and female scientists,
to be in short supply. In fact, I was not able to get copies
to refer to as I write this article and so have borrowed heavily
from the reviews cited below.
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