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Introduction ged behind in this development for a variety of reasons, 

Most professional groups have a t  least two concerns in 
common, namely to perpetuate themselves by the recruit- 
ment of new members, and to have their views accepted 
by other members of aociety. Forest geneticists are no dif- 
ferent. In fact, if these two activities were struck from the 
repertoire of legitimate professional conduct, some of us 
would have to lmk  for a new livelihood. 

Genetics is a young science - in the context of forestry, 
even younger - but despite its youth, it has, over the past 
twenty years, assumed a central position in the domain of 
biology. Its emerging significance may be attributed to the 
fact that it has provided both empirical evidence and a 
theoretical framework, to explain the two most perplexing 
and seemingly paradoxical phenomena that confront us in 
all life forms, namely co~ntinuity oa the one hand, and 
change on the other. Furthermore, its basic three ques- 
tions, i.e., what genes are, how they act, and how they are 
transmitted, are relevant to an understanding of life pro- 
cess~es at  virtually every level of organization, from the 
molecule to the population. More importantly, perhaps, 
while it is a young science, it has addressed itself to such 
age-old phenomena as the resemblance among parents and 
progenies, such timeless questions as the origin of species, 
and such hotly debated, if moot, issues as the nature-vs.- 
nurture coatroversy. 

Not surprisingly then, the teaching of genetics has become 
an integral part of any college curriculum in the life sci- 
ences. Forestry, among the applied fields, has perhaps, lag- 

some of which may have to do with a certain reluctance 
many foresters have in accepting a genetic point of view. 
Instituting special forest-genetics courses has been the 
most direct effort aimed at a remedy. It is my contention, 
however, that such specialty courses meet only part of the 
need, and that other courses may in fact be far more suit- 
able to convey genetic concepts and an appreciation for 
genetics and evolution to the full spectrum of forestry 
students. One such Course is dendrology. 

In this article I will discuss the inherent merits of ap- 
proaching dendrology in this manner. Hopefully, the article 
makes some constructive contribution to the perennial 
debate on curricular reform in forestry education. Further- 
more, it may also stimulate discussion among those involved 
in the increasing number of workshops and short courses 
aimed at updating practicing foresters in such subjects as 
genetics, ecology, and silviculture. 

Common counter-genetic biases in Forestry 

Few of us like to go to the dentist. Memories creep up of 
some white-coated sadist trying to fragment your jaw with 
a jackhammer while searching for the last live wire of your 
central nervous system. Yet, our children seem to be much 
less reluctant to have their teeth examined. Apparently, 
the systematic effort by the dental profession to change its 
image is paying dividends. The modern dentist is your 
friend in shirtsleeves having an animated chat with you 
while seemingly getting his work done unbeknown to your 
novocained nerves, all taking place in a private little art 
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