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3c[iii]: 20th Century: Crick & Watson


Student Resource Sheet 1: 
Character Descriptions of some of the scientists involved.

(A.S.) Indicates a quote from Sayre, A., Rosalind Franklin and DNA 1975 (W.W. Norton and Company)

(J.D.W.) Indicates a quote from Watson, J.D. The Double Helix 1968 (Weidenfeld and Nicholson)
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Vibrant physical energy…striking good looks…rather elegant neat swiftness…. Rosalind felt passionately about many things and on occasion could be tempestuous…. Rosalind’s work was also her pleasure, her self-expression, her area of challenge and achievement.  Whatever Rosalind had chosen to do she would have brought to it a single-minded and single-hearted devotion of great intensity.  Her choice was science.  Her commitment to this choice was total; it was also joyful.  Few people can ever have taken more pure delight in what they did with their time and their talents and their energies than Rosalind took in her work….  In her happiest moments she was ….gay, literally sparkling, brimming with a slightly teasing, mischievous wit…but what struck her as slipshod, lazy, careless or unthorough got little sympathy and often less tact.  She had excellent eyesight.  (A.S.)
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…Maurice continually frustrated Francis by never seeming enthusiastic about DNA.  He appeared to enjoy slowly understanding important arguments.  It was not a question of intelligence or common sense.  Maurice clearly had both…(JDW).  Wilkins was a sensitive man; he still is this.  He is an attractive man, rather shy in a way that suggests vulnerabilities…. (Wilkins disliked) the hot and heavy kind of disputation that many scientists enjoy. (A.S.)

Francis Crick
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Crick is a remarkable man; he has never been otherwise.  He is immensely and endlessly creative; his vitality is boundless.  If there is a reliable definition for genius it might be said that this is what he possesses.  He also possesses great charm…. He is enormously likeable.  Though Crick was adept at throwing off a dazzling stream of ideas, he did not develop early the kind of doggedness that led him to settle down and pursue any one of them to a neat conclusion.  (A.S.)

I have never seen Francis Crick in a modest mood…. Although some of his closest colleagues realised the value of his quick, penetrating mind and frequently sought his advice, he was often not appreciated, and most people thought he talked too much,  (JDW)
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In 1951 he was young, not much more than 24 or so, recently arrived in England from the United States…He had the kind of instinct which guides a scientist to the right problem at the right time before the rightness of either can be demonstrated.  (AS)  (I had a) habit of always trusting to memory and never writing anything on paper…. it was my hope that the gene might be solved without my learning any chemistry.  This wish partially arose from laziness since…. I was principally interested in birds and managed to avoid taking any chemistry or physics courses which looked of even medium difficulty. (JDW)

Reviewers of his book have said that some comments were “cruel” and “unacceptable.”


Some Questions / Tasks

1. On your own decide which person you are most like.

2. In your discussion group decide which of these people would be the best person to have as a working partner if you were a research scientist.

3. Which person would be most difficult to work with?

4. Who would you put in pairs to form good teams?

5. Discuss whether there is a place in science for “passion,”  “self expression” “instinct” and being “endlessly creative”.  If you feel there is a place for these qualities what use are they?
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