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I 1. nkyou ior your letter of 16th i*ay, 1990

to the frixie Minister* The f actual position relating
to inost of the .oints contained in your letter has been explai™od
on several occ asions in trrliament. ;iowever, | would like to *
suii arise a am (Le Masitiun.

*
1* « id vul lysine cm ent in toe du*rf v-h t \
wijf WMPN, ~J-\-~ “r-vi * \

In 1962-63 fdt Indian Agricultural |l esearch institute (lu.i)
hud launched an intensive pregr-iae of bre ding of rma. orent r<aponsive

ones viilcfe ha- 2r ,(dy .teen tsrnBtffer ed to a spring viieat badtgromd in

exico by Dr* »**-'s Borintig .m. ids colleagues. he Miniate Ol Agriculture

invited Dr. ’crl u to .isit India ana to son a wide nn-B of wheat

oree>j uatcrial contaiajmi genc-s fo- dwarfing, Gnreceipt of the Mexican
aatorial in 1973, i>r. .... . Sustaino-thm then Director of £U.1™"h»

got Dro'-eine programs e started along the following 4 line.: H

(a) last the best Kexic n dwarf who fcs under
our conditions and select those which give good 1if
yields. |

(b) D.It..C' frcD tij© advanced generation material recei|
frer .axico lines combining good yield pot atial, -
resistance to rusts and desirable grain quality*

(c) Cross the Mexican varieties wi ii our oan varieties n
and select new iybrid sir a.ins*

(d) Correct the deficiency in grain colour of lema Mojo
X 64*A and sonora 64 throigh nutation breeding'*

The prcgrane foi’ changing the colour of grain through induced
nutations let to t £ .eloparent of Sharbati bonara with aaber grins fr—dt
the red t in variety.



reported fran time to time. Excepting the single high value,
all the other published values, including the one quoted in

the citation for the Kagssysay Award for Go unity lessorship,
are belew the value of 317 gn/100 gns protein reccruel in a
sample of Hharbati Sonora got analysed by the ICki Inquiiy
Committee, Ur. Austin has also subsequently explained in a
paper the probable reason for the higher v lue observed in

one ample. Dr, Swaninathan ha3 never claimed that he has
himself estimated lysine or protein consent in wteat. At the
same time, he has also clearly stated timt he has absolutely no
reason to doubt the inKg integrity of the scientists of tie IALI,
whose data he had quoted now and then during Iris tenure as
Director of tho Institute, Sharbati Sonora was also neither
developed ncr rule sec for its lysine content. The Indian
Journal of Genetics in an editorial entitled "Whither scientific
ethics- apartheid in Science™ las pointed out how similar
variations in lysine values have been common in the papers
published fran leading laboratories in the United States during
tre i960* 3 (copy enclosed)

2. fIEtJc3B.]gJte« laft
fe*. Igyphol*XALt, tag Ixfid on
p90fc p.tf?3Lfetod by ~pcyclcfrclyr

£Hu&MI1 .Ssgs: *4pp«

iir. i.oberte hi3 not made ugy value judgement, he has
mentioned that Grcgcr-Mendel, father of the science of
genetics, and Dr. d aminathan migiit have quoted wrong data.
-c lias h 3rd his sta e.ient on the New Scientistsl report
guoting detractors and supporters. Mr. Edberts has also
stated that tb- work of Mendel and Ur. Swoainathan has resulted
in benefits to humanity. In thi3 connection, it will be
peitinertt to point out that the ultimate v lue oi a scientist's
worth can be judged only through assessment of such work ty
scientific academies. Dr. Dv/acinatljanls work lias not only been
assessed and recognised ty the Indian National Science Academy,
Indian Acadecy of Sciences and National Academy of Sciences of
India but =-lIso by the igyal Society of London, the Uy» e
national Academy of Sciences, the IL-L All Ifeion Academy of
Agricultural Sciences and the Czechoslovak Acadery of Sciences,
It will also be appropriate to quote the acknowledgement of
Dr. N«a* Barlaug who stated as follows on the o casion of his
receiving the Nobel Peace Prise for 1970:

"The green revolution has been a team effort and much

of,the credit for its spectacular development must go

to Indian officials, organisations, scientists and
farmers, how »er, to you, Dr. Swaminathan, a gr at deal of
the credit must go for first recognising the potential
value of the Mexican dwarfs. Had thi3 not occurred, it is
quite poasi le that there would not have been a green
revolution in Asia™.

3. T® Judrr.ont of the Delhi High Court .rad tho
,ric mnctg..flf Dfj | *P« Gupta apA.pj~Tji.*. mA-dflit

You have taken exception to the reply given to the
Lok s abha unstarred question Ho0.7054 on 16,4.1979* In tills

B
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win. R - no o . o of
tl-« Xodiuo Council of Agricultural .eWstrch, bis cane- eoedd
cot Lx cauaiu3.;ed for caaffcu™ aivancurjcsb ,.nJ. , am<n£3yf bo
did not -«m. 11 of the ¢$ ©rlunity for spy Mgbe jcot
actaxtia**! for air ct rofficiant, b ¢ uae a which Ix haj
rcsialnec .*3 sajcteim of bis pay scale aicae 1978*
cure, you would a:r-reolcto that ©”.rgprir/ic ectica. wap tabra

bo grie an.es of Dr* £ *F« Quota and r* .

Tt at vaix conoid© ed at tlx. high at level in such a manner
t«4jt fcbo.c was no ~rouad i'er suspicion of bias ca mt iroase

alth r ;;j-dsp

ouro sis crcly,
aat
(; a© Birooc'lra <«in;h)
i ., *

12%1°a t it
liee|a .c I'i - 110 001*



3.

connection | would like you to refer to the questions framed '
by the tUgh Court and the conclusion given on questions 3 and 4
in the full Bench Judgement of the Delhi high Court which are
reproduced below

"1. Do the petitioners have a legal right to challenge
tie appoint eat of espon.ent 6?2

2. las the Director Geneial of the ICA]J acted in
contravention of aqy leal cali icion in making the
appoint.lent of Respondent 67?

3. . - the- i appoint, icnt vitl.fced by the jaola fldes
of hr* n .minat.an and /or of Dr. N&ik?

4, Mas it iiad because oi. the; want oi |tt»lifications of
Dr. Mehta or nca-coapliance with the prescribed
procedure in making it?

After wetailed discussion of the na erial placed iacfcaH oefore
the full Beach, the high Court have observed -

ttui the- t ird n the fourth questions, therefore, we are
of the view that there is neither a full pie-ding nor proof of
facts cooacitu ing mala fidea against Dr, Gwaniaatban and
Dr, Dark. It was act, toDrej-ore, necey.,:sy to iilo affidavits for
than in Dr. Grata’s jcoition, though they filed ouch affidavits
in Dr, Daman’ 3 petition. Further, there is absolutely no material
to show that either Dr. Swaminathan car It. haik were prejudiced
a ainst the petitioners. lastly, the proce ure in making the
a, ointrent according to the bye-laws and the a vertioemeat vras
followed as far as possible by the second ~election Caw.ittec.
The selection of Dr. Mehta was, therefore, not vitiated either
by mala files or by non-cappliance with the procedure.”

It caarot, therefore, be said that the high Court did nob go
into these ccnplxintse

The Director, Indian Agricultural Research Institute
had constituted a committee to go into the representation
that was filed ty Dr, I .F* Gupta and Dr. 1 & . laaaa in
pursuance of the directive of the Ministry of Haae Affairs
re.ardiqg excesses eanrrdtted. before, during and after the
Emergency in 1975 but when these two scientists did not
cooperate with the Committee, the President 3DAl constituted
a car it tee wader Dr. G.F, lalwaT to go into the working of
the Biochemistry Division of the IA-hl and the griev nces of
Dr. Gupt- and Dr. man. Dr. Gupto and Dr, iaman had mot
the members of the Balwar Cemittee and had placed their
grievances before than. The report of the Canribtec has
just been received and is receiving our consideration.

The Committee rave clearly stated that they Ir.vc nob found
any evidence of bias on the part of Dr. Swaminathan a.,ainst
Dr. Gi$>ia and Dr. Guptu had nob sttaitbed to them any such
evidence, bn the contrary they have stated that they firmly
and unanimously believe that Dr. Swaminathan.la contribution
to the development of the Ifb-I, the IQIiD and to a riouLturo
in the countiy are outstanding.



