PREFACE

THis BOOK CONsIsTs of three parts. The first two
were written in 1961-1962 and augmented in 1963-1964; the
third was written in 1966-1967. Each part, for various reasons,
differs from the others in syle and method of analysis of the
facts. In the first place, the existing situations in science de-
scribed in each section differed, and the problems around
which the debate was carried on were changing, even though
genetics remained the center of attention. In the second place,
the different parts of the book were written under different
conditions. In 1961-1962 Lysenkoism still occupied a domi-
nating position in the biological and agricultural sciences and
was fully supported by the higher authorities. Criticism of its
positions was actually banned in the press and was mercilessly
eradicated by all means of press control. By 1966 Lysenkoism,
as such, had already disappeared from Soviet science, not hav-
ing survived even one year of open discussion. The first parts
of the book therefore are active, aggressive, and polemical in
character, while the concluding part is by and large descriptive,
especially when dealing with the events after October, 1964.
And, finally, I appear in different capacities in each of the
three parts: in the first as historian; in the second as an on-
looker; and in the third as participant, since the first version
of the manuscript itself became, after 1962, one of the elements
of the debate, and developed in the course of it. The manu-
script was used as ammunition, and hundreds of men attempted
to make that ammunition effective.

Many scientists have aided me greatly, particularly the fol-
lowing comrades, who supported me from the very beginning
of my work and who helped to collect and analyze the factual
material. Although many of them are famous scientists, I list
them without their degrees or positions since, in the struggle
for the triumph of truth which we all carried on for many
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years, neither post nor standing played any role. It is good to
realize that many of them became my personal friends. In
citing their names here I once more recall these men with
pleasure and gratitude—their honesty, nobility, high principles,
and courage in the defense of scientific truth, as well as their
patriotism: V. P. Efroimson, Y. N. Vavilov, V. M. Klechkov-
sky, A.I. Atabekova, N.A. Maisuryan, A.A. Liubishchev,
B. L. Astaurov, V. V. Sakharov, F. K. Bakhteev, P. M. Zhukov-
sky, A.R. Zhebrak, V. V. Alpatov, V. J. Mirek, V. D. Dudin-
tsev, V. Y. Aleksandrov, V.S. Kirpichnikov, L. V. Breslavets,
N.R. Ivanov, D. K. Belyaev, V.I. Tsalkin, N. V. Timofeev-
Resovsky, L. L. Knunyants, D.V. Lebedev, 1. A. Rapoport,
A. M. Smirnov, A. V. Sokolov, E. M. Murtazin, M. K. Chaila-
khyan, L.Y. Blyakher, A. Efeikin, A. A. Lyapunov, R. A.
Medvedev, M. G. Tsubina, P. M. Smirnov, and many other
comrades. :
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January, 1967, Obninsk



