complete with luminous illustrations
from Scribner’'s Magacine and a one
act play staged at sea.

The scale of coverage of this book is
simply stupendous, beyond reasonable
review in limited space. The Physical
Science section, for example, has 19
chapters in 209 pages that cover the
geologic history of the bank, weather
and climate, tides, circulation and hy-
drography, sediment transport. and
dissolved gasses and trace metals, to hit
only the highlights. The other major
sections are similarly comprehensive,
with much material drawn fromdiverse
literature but augmented in many cases
by recent information that has received
no other publication. Each chapter is
accompanied by its own list of refer-
ences, an appreciated convenience.
There are a few cases of redundancy or
overlap, inevitable in a review of this
magnitude. but the editor, the authors,
and the many reviewers have done an
outstanding job of organizing and
“smoothing™ this book. To explicitly
recognize their efforts, the reviewers’
names are listed at the end of each
chapter, and collectively in an appen-
dix; this unusual “sunshine” philoso-
phy not only gives due credit for long
labors, it also enhances the scientific
merit of the product, for the list of
authors and reviewers is extensive and
impressive.

The last section of the book deserves
special comment. Backus has titled it
“Conflicting Uses,” mostly to reflect
the flavor of articles dealing with the
potential conflicts between petroleum
and living things. I think the title also
reflects the uncomfortable and some-
times contentious postures that inevita-
bly arise when such topics are broached.
Indicating the intensity of feelings, the
authors in at least one case were ac-
cused of being “anti-oil.” Backus has
responded wisely to such criticism, first
by acknowledging it openly, but more
importantly by standing his ground and
taking the conservative scientific posi-
tion, not wanting to ‘‘underestimate
possible hazards in the face of very
imperfect information.”

In the early 1980’s, eight “dry” wells
were drilled on the southern flank of
Georges Bank. The initially enthusias-
tic estimates of large oil reserves on the
bank were quickly scaled down by
almost an order of magnitude, and the
scheduled second sale of drilling leases
was cancelled indefinitely. Today there
are no drilling rigs on Georges Bank,
and a tenuous truce is in effect. The
environmentalists breathed a loud sigh
of relief when the geologists were
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proven wrong in their first attempts, but
at the same time an uneasy glance at the
map shows just how much territory of
the bank remains untested. The politi-
cal and economic times are different
now, too; the mid-east oil cartel is
weakened and crude prices are lower,
so there is less pressure to take large
risks for potentially modest gains. Itis
unclear how the United States and
Canada, with their different approaches
to environmental and petroleum issues,
will react to the inevitable future pres-
sure for oil exploration on the bank. Itis
certain that cooperation will be needed,
because as this book clearly shows, the
currents and fishes on the bank respect
no imaginary boundaries. The conse-
quences of a massive oil spill on the
bank most likely would be devastating:
they most assuredly would be interna-
tional.

The book Georges Bank is of massive
scale and corresponding importance. It
provides in one source a comprehen-
sive overview of the important scien-
tific knowledge about the bank and its
surrounding waters. Its very existence
will affect future deliberations about oil
exploration on the bank, because there
is no better summary of the state of
knowledge about the bank. In addition
to such practical benefits, which have
the advantage of immediacy, the book
also provides a lasting contribution to
the scientific literature of Georges Bank,
the Gulf of Maine, and the two major
channels that connect the gulf with the
Atlantic Ocean.

It is important to note that this book
is not an atlas, which its size alone
might indicate; it is a competent re-
view, with the bonus of much new
information and insight about the re-
gion that is not available elsewhere. It
is probably fair to say that Georges
Bank will share the rarified company of
Bigelow’s masterful treatises on the
fisheries and physical oceanography of
the Gulf of Maine, although the impar-
tial perspective of history will be neces-
sary to judge this point.

Nevertheless, the book is a master-
piece in its genre, appropriate and rec-
ommended for those who have a scien-
tific or practical curiosity about the
region; it alsois an obligatory reference
source for libraries and oceanography
programs. Beyond such solid scientific
reasons for owning it, the book also
contains valuable historical material,
and there are flashes of brilliance in the
well-written anecdotes and essays. On
these terms I confidently recommend
Georges Bank, in spite of its daunting
price.

OCEANOGRAPHY
LETTERS

Editor's note: The following excerpts are taken
from letters written in response to a limited sur-
vev, conducted in 1987, which requested opinions
ahout the need for a professional society to repre-
sentocean sciences. Approximately 100 responses
were received, more than ninetv percent of which
embraced the concept of The Oceanography So-
ciety.

FORUM FOR EXCHANGE
The oceans community needs a forum for ex-
changing information on a regular and consistent
basis. I can envision a number of areas where a
professional journal could be of vital importance
in getting out our story and in building support for
ocean science activities.
John Carey
National Ocean Service, NOAA

POWERFUL ARGUMENT
| am convinced by your powerful arguments that,
indeed. there can be a successful Oceanography
Society. As a molecular biological oceanogra-
pher, I find that, indeed, there is a gap to be filled.
Rita Colwell
University of Maryland

HIGH TIME
We need a solid professional society of our own.
At AGU meetings, our timetables are constrained
by the needs of many other sections, the AMS air-
sea interaction meetings duplicate or conflict with
similar AGU or ASLO sessions, both JGR and
JPO are bursting at the seams. It is high time we,
ourselves, took responsibility for our meetings
and our literature.
Gabriel Csanady
Old Dominion University

RECOGNIZED FORUM
I am inclined to agree with you that, now more
than ever, there is a need for a sense of community
and ‘voice” for oceanography, so that the profes-
sion might seek its rightful place among the
commonly recognized scientific disciplines. I
believe that this evolution is necessary because of
the emergence of the various global change as-
sessment initiatives, the nature of the process of
policy development and funding in the federal
government, and the need for discussion of issues
of national importance in a competent, represen-
tative, and recognized forum.
Richard Hayes
U.S. Naval Observatory

STRONG VOICE
Oceanographers badly need a strong voice on the
national scene. We are a fragmented group due to
the makeup of the subject area. A mechanism to
bring focus on the entire ocean community is very
much needed in my opinion. Idon’t know if the
Oceanography Society can be that mechanism,
but it is certainly worth trying. [ support the
proposal to establish the Society.
George Keller
Oregon State University

DO THE MOST GOOD
First of all, I unequivocally support an Oceanog-
raphy Society. Your enclosure succinctly sum-
marizes the rationale for such an organization. To
paraphrase Sam Rayburn, you may use my name
as either for or against the Society, whichever will
do it the most good.
A.D. Kirwan
Old Dominion University





