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oo""Gl FE. Warayanaswamy,

1077, NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

RESIDENCE; 23069
OFFICE 2: 21214PHONESPE Bhatt, B.A.

SAYYAJI RAO ROAD
MYSORE.!ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT

Resipence;: ee DEEPAKMALA"

Ref No.

To

Dr.V.Subrehmenyem,
Resee@ch & Development

teboretory,
'Modern Rice Mill, Vijayepuram POec,
TIRUWARUR. (Tamil Nadu).

Deer Sir,

Copy of the written statement ef the

6th defendant in the above esse is sent

herewith, Cony cf Srd defendant's written

Ree O.&.Ne, 74 of 1969.

etatemeant will be sent leter,
Yours fsithfally,
aye ©



+

81

IW aah" COURT OF THE PRIM.Tesh CIVIT,

O.f Boe74 of 1969,

Pleintiffs "HhChendr"fist sheakore,

Industriel Resesxoh, New Delhi &
Gthers.

Le fens: ates The Council ef Fcientifie end

Under Or,VITI Rule 1C.F.C. written
eteteaent filed by defendent We

Reet ngs

1. The address of defendrnt Ne.6 for pure

posee of service of proces es of the Court is

Rellwy Stetion Road, Chere jepurem, Mysore.

ze The svermments in pera 2 of the pleint
are correct. Thie ie in sccordence with clisuce

2(0) of the Memorandum of Ascociation of the

fivet defend-nt.

Se The awerments in pers 5 of the pleint
ere correct.

47 The everaents in pere 4 of the pleint
ere correct. The dictritution of Roysity is govere
ned by the Policy decision of the gcoverming body

ef the firet defendent. (Office Menorsndum Fo.
6/23/50/L» New Delhi « 2ind April 1963 ef the

first defendent).

S It is true thet the 40% of the Royalty
hee been alloceted emong the w«rious investigse
tore @¢ eteted in pare § ef the pleint,

6» The first defendent hee recogniced the

tight to roytity sceheriteble end trenefersble ee

+
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4@ evident from the procesdinge of ths first defendont

approving the procecdiugs ef Leven tive Council of
the second defendant dated 1-9-1963 (vide coumnicstion

No.5/15/65 CTE 11 Mew Dolhi deted 10510-1963 from the

fivut defendant te the 2nd defendnt}.

65. fhe pleintiff, thie defendent end other pere

gone nuntioned in enclosure I to the pleint were receive

fing the royelty amount fur merely four yearn. No reecie

plent by any protest; on the other hend, 511 of
thea ecoulesed tn it.

Te It ie true thet the firet defonirnt uniletereliy
purported to revise the esrlier order ss steted in pera

7 of the pleint. The order embodied in enclosure II ie
neither Legel nor just.

Se 4» 1969dtThe order ae per enclosure II
refere to @ recommendstion dated 1-9-6353 of the Exeau tive
Council ef the end def-ndrnt end purports to reatore thet

ordar. It refere to the recannendetion of Txecutive
Council of the eccond de fondent dated which is
Sliegec to be besed un the recommend: tion cf the succes

ing Dircetor (reference is ebviously to this defendent)

to the benefit of cortein workers end to the detriment

ef cthers,certcin fe the order @abodied in Encloeure I
ie bewed on the recommends tion of the Executive Council,
it te necesssry to etate the circumetonces under which

the eid order come to be posred and to show the correct
nese thereof,

in the meeting held on 1-9-65 of the Executive

Gouncil the second defendsnt, the prepossi of ite then

Director (present defendrent No.4) for distribution of
the roynlty wee eccepted and it we @ proved by the firet
éefendent (vide letter No.8/15/63 CTE II
tut the vecommendstion wie mede on incorrect end income

plete dete furnished by the 4th defend-nt whe wee then the

a
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ae
Director of the second defendent. He hed not ebjectively
eanen'°d tus contributions msde by sever<1 persone for meke

ing the developuent end production of the Beby food commer-

eielly feceible and prefitrble. To the knovlecge of this

defena-nt there wee ne communicetion by the firet defend: nt

in tris vogerd,

{>} The then Id s.ctor(Defesdsnt No.4) permeaded the

pleintiff end defend nt 175 to eign etetenrnt prepered by
to coctriladion «7 de by thie defendéent.

He wee rredudiced araiurt this defendent, later the pleine
cna defendent No.3 gave enother st tement deted 21-464

of theiy own eccord vert the contributions mede by

differ nt persons end expleinedé thet their earlier ate toe

ments d ted @-51963 was prepsred by the 4th defendant end

got ef immed By then,

{c) foon after the decision besed wpon the

dntion of the 4th defund-nt referred to above there were

severcl represents tions by the concerged workers protesting

egoinet the ineoud teble distritation of the royalty end pra-

gudiesd «nd untJue wecowiends tion foraging ites preeie.

The nt: tion acde by thie 4s fene-ns to the Int defene

dent covnel1 was much before he asrumed charge of the

Director of the Insti tute.

(4) Thereupon the 1 of the firet defen

dent referred the matter to the Executive Council of the

end defendant se it wee on ite recommend: tion A

the fer defendent hed token eo decision ee thet the metter

could be rsvieved after tking into conciderstion the contri
tution mede by the core«med persons end the repreeento-

tions wrde,

he first defend-ut through the Industriel Lieeion end

Extension Cffieer directed thet the to the fnvectie

ertore on Boby Food may not te distritutd vending reconei~

é f
4



4

4¢ 'alLangRe 4

Peconsiderrtion of the leeue by the Executive Counett of the

end by the Incistriel end Sxtenrion (fficer)
Thee defendent en the Tirector ef the second defendent te hed

(vide Letter 361167654 to the

te obsy it.
Further it ie Lecrmt thet the recuirite ent on

direction wee else not received by the ond defendent from the

first defend-nt which wea necesssry for esrrying cut the
Girection sf the fier4 dnfend-nt,

Therefore, It le clear thet it wee not on the initiae
tive of thia defendent that it wea pleced befere the Executive
Council of the 2nd defend nt agein,

(9) The Chairsen of the Executive Council constimted

in the subject te go into tre cuestion. The sub-committees

errived st @ decleion. This defendent who was = wenber of
the Comaittes withdrew vhen the ovestion of royalty on the

Pood esue up for consider tion end did not particinste
in the €lecussion end the recommend tion end this hes been

met er end eft-or examining *Ll the relevant recorde

recordcGin minwter of the cubecownittee,

Then the motter wes pleeed hefore the Executive Coun
cil of the Ond defend-nt on 28-11-1964 with elithe connected

peperc 'nd the mede by the several contritue
tore, The Oxecutivs Counell esonsidere?d the minutes of the

a recom tion te th: first de fend<at for epprevel, The

Vice-rr-sident of the lst defendent eprroved the recomnends-

tion of the Fxecutive Council of the and defendant, Thie is
eabedied in encloumes I, It is this decision thet hee been

eerriedinte effect for four yeers without enybody raising =

end sevproved it, The Beecutive Council msde

any protect er objection therete,

The order embodied in Enclorure I ie illegsl end
velid ond it te binding on fll the defenirnte. Further,it is



Narayana Sruamy,

Dear Sri.V.Subrahmenion,

Re: O.S.N0.74/1969 before the Civil
Judge, Mysore,O
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ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT . Date G=71.B.A. LL.B.

rer

Mr.&.V.Subraniam, Advocate, Bangelore has

asked me to appear for you the above case

and to send a vakeleth to be signed by you and

returned to m@, I heve accordingly sent the

vekaleth, I shell put in an appearence on the

heering dete thet is 6-7-19771 end I shell let
you know the further dete of hearing as also the

dete on which you will have to go over here for
preparing thewritten statement.
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M FP Narayana aeY,
No. 44.00

Dear Sri .Subrahmanyam,

Re: 0.S.No.74/1969

The above case was: for hearing on 14-7-71

O
FF
IC
E:

SA
YY
AJ
I
RA

O
RO

AD
M
YS
O
RE

-1

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT Date 16-7-71B.A. LLB.

and now stands adjourned to 6-8-1971 as the -

Judge is on transfer.

I wish to have the note from you regard-

ing the case that we kak talked about.

Yourg sincerely,

10
77

,
'D
EE
PA

K'
N
AR

AS
AR

AJ
A
RO

AD
CH

AM
AR

AJ
AP

U
RA

M
M
YS
O
RE

-4

RE
SI
D
EN

CE
:



a

y

Research & Development

Vijayapuram P.0.,

Labora tory,
~

Tiruwarur Tamilnady,
n 2
« e 02

4

4

a

4
a



Mysore,

To + }

Sri oVeSubrehmenyem,
Research and Development Laboratory,
Modern Rice Mill, Vijayepurem P.0.,
Tiruwarur (S,Rly), Tamil Nadi.

Deer Sir,

Rez 0.S.No.74 of 1969 -

The prepsration of the written statement

will take sometime as the elaborate notes that

you have prepared (which is helpful to me) has

e be condensed considerable to be in exact

iat answer to the appk avements in the plaint.

I am therefore taking further time from

the 30th and I shell be intimate to you -

accordingly, a

Yours sincerely,

ri 3

é
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25-8-1971,
pear Sri. Subrahmanyam ,

21) 8)9)
9

Plesse refer to my letter dated

22-8-1971,

I shall intimate to you well before
in hand if your presence is required in
the case.

sri Subrehmenyem,Research & Development

Modern Rice mill,
Tiruwarur (Southern Reilway)Tenil Nedu,.

eo esd

Yours sincerely,
NN ox

To ;

Leboratory,
Vi jayepurem P.0.;

dee hea



P. Ce BATT. wa.
LAWYER

Res.: 1069
Phones { Off. : (214

M. R. NARAYANASWAMY, aa. Los. SAYYAJI RAO ROAD .

@
Ret. No, UO bo

MYSORE-1ADVOCATE

31-8-1971.

Sri V.Subrahmanyem»
Research & Development

Lebvoratory,
Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapurem P.O.
Tiruwarur (S.Rly),
TAMIL NADU,

Dear Sir,
Rez 0.8.No. 74 of 1969,

In the above case, Dr.Parpia had appeared

through Counsel, I have filed power for -

Dr.Subrahmenyam and Dr.Bhatia, The case is -

posted to 3-9-1971 for awaiting the summons

of defendants 7, 11 and 14,

I am prepsring the written statement on

your behalf and send it to you for your sig-
nature, shortly.

Your faithfully,

a



Narayana Samy,

To lay S°$ 57

Research & Development
Laboratory,

Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapurem P.O.,
Tiruwerur (S.Rly),
TAMIL NADU.
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ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT Date 4-9=71.LL.B.

Dear Sir,
Re: 0.5.No.74 of 1969.

The case is posted to 14-9-1971 for filing
of the written statement. I shall be sending the

written statement for your ai gnature shortly and

if they are not returned by the 14th, I shall
be obtaining a further adjournment.
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P. C. BHATT, sa., Phones {
Res.: [069

LAWYER Off. :214

M. R. NARAYANASWAMY, a.4., SAYYAJI RAO ROAD
ADVOCATE MYSORE.-I

Ref. No.. uyLok
Dear Sri, Subrehmanyem,

I have herewith enclosed the draft of the
written statement to be filed by you in the case,

It is based upon the note sent by you to me.If the draft'approved by you, you may get it typedx out*on thick paper and sign it and send it to
me, if the written statement does not reach me
by the 14th,I shall obtain some more time. In
order that the paper that is required by the Court
Rulés may be made readily available to you, I lve
herewith enclosed such paper,

You have paid a sum of Rs.100/-. I shell
suggest the fee to be paid later. In the meanwhile,
you may send a sum of Rs.400/+ in addition.

Yours sin ly,

pole A
ptt hee

___



Res.: 1069

Off. : 1214
P. C. BHATT,

LAWYER

M. R. NARAYANASWAMY, 'a... LLB. SAYYAJI RAO ROAD
ADVOCATE MYSORE-I

Ref. No. UCI. 17-9=1971,

Phones {

Dear Sri.Subrahmenyam,

Re: 0.S.No.74/1969,.

The above cesse edjourned to 1-10-1971,

Pleese send the written statement in the meen=

while,

Yours feithfully,

4
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Research and Develo pment laboratory,
Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapuram P.O.,

v Tiruvarur (S,Ry)
Tamil Nadu,

af 21/9/71.

Shri ™.R. Narayana Swamy,

Advocate,

vai Sayyaji Rao Road,
MYSORE -1,.

Dear Shri Narayana Swamy,

Re 3: 0.S.No.74/1969.
Refs Your letter No.4604 dated

11/9/71 with enclosed draft and
your letter No.4612 dated
17/9/71.

The draft enclosed with your letter dated 11/9/71 was

awaiting my return from Bombay and I could get the matter typed

only yesterday. I am now hastening to send it by Registered Post

and I hope that it will reach you in the course of this week.

I have made a few small changes in thetext. I hope

that they will be found to be in order. I will leave it to your
discretion to make such further change as you may consider to be

proper.
I note that the case has been adjourned to 1/10/71.

hone that my presence will not be required. In any case I expec

to be busy with scientific work relating to the International
Seminar on rice processing at least till 20/10/71-

As advised by you, I enclose herewith a cheaue for

Rs.400/- e I would thank you to kindly instruct your office to

send a receipt for Rs.500/= which I have paid till this date.

Thanking you for necessary action and advice,

Yours sincerely,
y

(V.. SUBR AHMANYAN)

ef
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Res.: 1069

Off. : 214P.-C: BHATT, B.A., Phones
LAWYER

M. R. NARAYANASWAMY, a... : SAYYAJI RAO ROAD
ADVOCATE _.

MYSORE-I
3-10-1097{ »

Ref No

To

Research & Develoment TLaporetory,
Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapurem F.Qe,

Temilnecu.

pr.V.Subrahmanyam ,

peer Sir 3

Rer- 0.8.N0.74 of 1969.°

The 6th defendent took time for filing
the written statement end the case is posted

to 10-10-1071. Vour statement elso will be

filed on thet date.
Youre feithfully,

'" Na "-



Fy Narayana Samy,
20-10-1991,

Dear Sri.Subrahmanyam,

M.R.Chandrasekhar
VBe

C.S.I.R.

O
FF
IC
E:

SA
YY
AJ
I
RA

O
RO

AD
M
YS
O
RE

-1

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT DateB.A. LL.B.

Re: 0.S.No. 74 of 1969

The written statenents are not

yet filed. The case now stands adjou-
rned to 29-10-1971 for filing. the
written statements,

Yours sincerely,
To MN. PR. 33

Sri.V.Subrahmanyam
Research & Development

Laboratory,
Modern Rice mill,
Vijayapuran P.O,
STEUVARUR.
Temilnedu,
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23 Narayana Seuanry,
B.A. LLB.

To

Sri.V.Subrehmanyan,Research & Development Laboratory,
Vijayepurem P.O. 9Tiruwerur (S.Rly),Tamil Nadu.
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ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT Date.30-10-1971

Moder Rice Mill

Dear Sir,
I received yout letter of 28th instant ananoted the contents.
I em very glad to know about your comingover to Mysore, Kindly meet me on the 5th evening.Let your son-in-law contact me and fix up the

appointment,

The case is posted to 12-11-1971,

f
incerely
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Narayana Samy,
ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT x
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Narayana Samy,
La4 J

Deer Sri.Subrehmanyem,

Re: ©O.8.No. 74 of 1969.

O
FF
IC
E:

SA
YY
AJ
I
RA

O
RO

AD
M
YS
O
RE

-1

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT DateB.Aw LLB.

The above case stands adjourned to

for the plaintiff's reply.

The 3rd defendant has not yet filed
the written statement. Copy of the written
statement of 6th defendent will be sent to

you in due course.

Yours sincerely,
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p att, PHONES
{
RESIDENCE; 23069

i 21214OFFICE
LAWYER

Sl. R. Nlarayanaswamy,
ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT MYSORE.-I

SAYYAJI RAO ROAD

RESIDENCE; DEEPAKMALA"'
1077. NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

Ref. No, ABTA GualB-I971»

Te

Sri.S.V.Subrehmenyen,
Advocete,

Prominade Road, Frazer Town,
Dear Sir, Bangs lore-5,

Rez 0.S.Ho.74 of 1969,

The Srd defendent tes filed a written etete-

ment. J shell obtein a copy thereof end sent a

eepy to you slong with a copy of the written state-
ment of the 6th defendent, The case now stends

posted to 3-1-1972 for plaintiffs reply.

} re fei ie
MV +



Research ani Development Laboratory,
Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapuram P.0.,
Tiruvarur (S.Ry),

Tamil Nadu,
17/1/72.

Shri ".R. Narayanaswamy, B.A.,LL.B.,
Advocate, Supreme Court, ff

1077 Deepakmala, Warasaraja Road,
Chamarajapuram, MYSORE-4.

Dear Sir,
Ref @.8. %.74 of 'Lose

Sub t- Your letter of 9/1/72 and the enclosed
copies of 1) the statement of Defen-

r

of the plaintiff to my statement.
dant 3 Or. Swaminathan) and 2) Reply

Both ef the above are really intended to deal with my

states nt, though. Pefe ndant does not make any reference to the
fact that he had seen a copy of my statement. It has to be cir-
eunstant {ally inferred that his belated aoplieation for submission

of a statement was primarily with the object of seeing my state-
ment before preparing his owne I am not personally worred about

1% 5 but it wouls still be submission that the Court should not

have allowed it He was in Hysore all the time ani he had no

excuse for not submitting a statement within the time first fixed
by the court. ; a

a

p The statenest of Defeniant 3 is not truthful ani canbe

easily proved to te af variance with facts. Defendant ¢

(Dr. Parpia) was not a member of the staff of the Institute at

the time when the scientific work and pilot studies were carried.

oute In spite of that, Defeniant 3 states in a brazen manner

e002



ve

hat "Defendant 6 collaborated in the studies, large scale
trials and in the techno-economic aspects of the prodnct.*®
His other statements also follow the same patterns It is
obvious that his entire statement is intended to defen Defeniant
6 (Or. Parpia), who is now the Director.

The reply of the plaintiff to my statement is both
mild and weake He knows that my statements are correct and ean
pe confirmed both by the records available with the Council ani
by other authorities like Seth Kasturbhal Lalbhai (then Chairman
of the NRDC), Prof. Thacker (then Director-General) and Dr Kurien
(General Manager of the Kaira cooperative Union) who had to deal
with the subject. Dr. Kurien hed, in fact, confirmed my state-
ment in respect of the development and application of the process;
but I had made a promise not to utilise his letter. f any
further evidence is required, the eourt ean still call for
statement from Defeniant 6 (Dr. Parpia) than himself. In doing
so, he has also contradicted himself. Thus, in para 3, he says
that he has no direct knowledge of the marketing aspects of the
Processe In para 4 he says that Defendant 6 was involved dn the
marketing aspect.

Starting from the late twenties when I had the Privilage
of guiding sclentifie research, it has been my practice to give
prominence to 'the younger Beople who have been associated
Even now I am adopting the same procedure. When senting papers
for the Kidwai award, I placed the name of the platnti?f first
and mine the last. He was then the least onid MMnest the group
and I wanted him to benefit by a higher proportion of the prize
money, if we got the award. When we got the award in 1950, I

eses
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did not even to go to Delhi to Tece ive my share and the plaque .

I have no towards Defeniant 8; but all
evidence points te the fact that he was primar ily responsible for
all that happened in 1964 after he tock over from me as the .

Director. He wanted a prestigious. Position as a senior investi=

gator in the project and he also wanted to benéfit through a

larger share of the amount. payable. to the workerse He used the

plaintiff and Defeniant 3 to gain his enis ani offered than some

attractions. He could mot do so in the case of Defendant 4

(Dr. Bhatia) who also was then in the Institute; so the latter
'was not even shown the second statement (22/4/64) prepared by the

plaintiff ani Defeniant 53. Even now, thé latter are servirg
umer defeniant 6 and they require his support for promotion in
the case of the plaintiff and extension of term on some other

help in the case Defeniant 3, who is soon to retire from service.

I may further menticn that the eireumstances relating
to this case have already been referred by the Sarkar Committee

to the Director-General (Vigilance) of the CSIK, The latter mm

could not pursue the matter because certain aspects are now

before the Mysore Court. Sooner cr later, the Council of

Setentifie ant Trinstrisl Research will have to take note that
Defendant 6 was responsible for unethical acts and misuse of

Powers The plaintiff and Befeniant 5 served as his tools.
The Vice-Precident'e« order ef 30/4/69 ani also my recent statement

have virtually put them on defende and the oe way.in which they

ean escape is by alleging that their statement of 8/5/63 was

inspired by me. They were then qnite vehement against
'Defentant 6. If any one lenient towards the latter, it was

myself an Defendant 3 Wr. Swaminathan) who now gives a different
version to build ap a new image for Defendant6 (Dr. Parpia). He

4



had pleaded for some consideration ani I felt that he may be

given some benefit by inclusion in the second category of persons
who had assisted in the work. The final list was, however,
prepared with the full coneurrence of the plaintiff and Defen-
dante 3 and 4, whom I consulted at every stace.

The implications of the above are all well known to

you ani to the Council's advocate. The latter has also all the
factual materials as collected by the Council. I am hoping
therefore that no further staterent or other material will be

required from me.

With my regards,

Yours faithfully,
A

CV. SUBSAHM ARYAN)



Narayana oan,
B.A, LL.B.

DateADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT

1972.

Dr.VSubrahmanyam,
Research & Development Lboratory,Modern Rice Mill, Vijayapuram P.0.,
TIRUWARUR.(Temil Nadu).
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Narayana Sicamy,
B.Aw LLB.

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT

Dear Chri. Subrehmanyan,
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AD Date 1802-72

Rey 0.8.o,74 of 1969 « Chandrceskher« Ve. ond Others,

O
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E:

The shove ceee stende adjourned

to 23-2-1972 ta heer on the question of

wettlenent of issues,

Yours feithfully,

a
Dr. V.Subramanyem ,Researm & Development

Laboratory,
Modern Rice ill,
Vijayapurem P.0O.,TIRUWARUR
(Temil Nadu)
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HF Narayana Samy,
ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT Date. %72z...

b
Deer Sri. ue ryobmanvem

3

Rez 8 * 74 of 1369,

The Court did not find time to-day
to teks wm this ease for hearing on the «

seitionent ef isevec. The cose, therefore,
stands ported te Fee LFS

Yours faithfully,
N

5
a

& Dev.Lebor: tory,Modern ice
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katt B.A, PHONESCp EC. ESIDENCE; 23069
Orrice : 21214

LAWYER

RP. Harayanaswamy,
BAe,LL.B+, SAYYAJI RAO ROAD

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT MYSORE. 1!

Resipence; DEEPAKMALA"
1077, NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

Ref. No. S69. Ba%e1972.

To

Sri .V.Subrahmaenyen,

Tiruwarur, TAMIL NAD,
Research & Deyv,.Laboratory
Modern Rice Mill, Vijayapuram

Dear Sir,
Re 1L.S.No, 74 of 1969,

Arguments were concluded on the application.
filed by us to amend the issues, The case is
posted to 8- 7.1972 for arguments with applica-
tion,

Yours v9

Copy to

Dr .D,.S .Bha tia
14-8, Nizam - Ud - Din West,New Delhi 13,



per

e
Loth July,'72.Dr. V. SUBR ABMANYAN9

Emeritus Selentist.

4 Shri N.R. Maravanaswany,
Advocate, Snpreme Court,
DeePakamala,
1077, Marasaraja Koad,
MYSORE @ 4,

Sub t= L.S. No.74 of 1969
Ref t= Your letter %.56% dt.2/7/72

Dear Shri Narayanaswany,

During a fair part of May and June, I was largely
Sway on tours. Moreover there was not much to write to

you about beeause the hearings were then being postponed.

Your letter under reference would show that there
has been some progress, As I have no legal background, I
ould not fully understand the implications. Further
hearing of arguments with. application may also have been

-eoneluded on 8/7/72. I 0 not know whether this would mean

that the Court could soon come to some Aecision.

"Whatever be the implications, I may y in all probabi-

lity, soon be visiting Mysore. I will try and take that

opportunity to meet you if you are in station

With my regards,
Yours sincerely,

(Ve SUBRAHMANYAN)



Pp Batt, B.A., H
{RESIDENCE 21214

23069
ONE 5

-LAWYER

Warayanaswamy,FT,
B.A.,LL.B., SAYYAJI RAO ROAD

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT
» MYSORE.1

RESIDENCE ce DEEPAKMALA"'
1077, NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

Ref. No.

To
Dr,V Subrahmanyam,Research & Dev.leboratory,

Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapuram PO.
Tiruwérur, Tamil Nad..

Dear Sir,
Rez 0.S,No.74 of 1969.

Orders were pronounced on the applic2 tion
filed by us for amendnent of issues. The Court
is pleesed to direct the framing of only one
additionel issues to the following effects

"If the order of 3230-41969 is upheld,
would the recoveries directed to be
made by the first defendant be barred
by time*,

Case is now posted to 21-7-1972 for filing
of the witness list and documents.

Plesse let me know if any witness list and
documente have to be filed on your bebelf,

Youre feithNlly,



att, B.A...
LAWYER

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT MYSORE. 1

Resipence: DEEPAKMALA"'
1077, NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

Ref. No. 567]

23069
PHONES FFICE : 21294C. BE. RESIDENCE

FP. Narayanaswamy,
B.A+,LL.Be, SAYYAJI RAO ROAD

22-7-1972......

To eae
Sri.V Subrahmanyam,

Research & Dev.Laboratory,
Modern Rice will,Vi jayepurem P.O.
TIRUWARUR, Tamil Nedu.

Dear Sir,
Re: 0.9.l0.74 of 1969.

The ebove case stands adjourned to

4-8-1972 for filing the wrtness list and

documents,

I em sure you ere in receipt of

my earlier letter asking you to inform me

if you have eny documents to file.
Yours. fsithfully,

PR. Nor ayer Am
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PADDY PROCESSING RESEARCH CENECE.
Modern Rice Mill

(FO) Tirararur

Shri MoT o Narayana swany,
Advocate, Supreme Court,
Deeprkmala,
1077, Narasaraja Road,
MY SOF

Dear Str, Re t= 0.8. Mo.74,0f 19
Ref t= Your letter AT

a 5767 at 2202("923

I have no document to file excepting the evidenm of
the Samy tins ace, T haa sent to you @ copy

of the coapilation listing all ho papers. They will show that
the very first publication, as also some of the later ones, beat

"mine as the first name. Some of the papers had been orepared

before Ur. Parpia had Joined the Institute as an Acst. Director;
put they may have heen published later. The whole oro feet
involved several years of work with extensi@e field trials.

The CSIR had gone fuliy into the question am had

studied all the documents before the then Vice-President Hr.
VeK oR »Ve Rao) took his Aecision conveyed in the order of 26.

I an hoping that, as the re presentati ve of the first Defendant.

(CSF) in the case, the Counc l's lawyer all the5

related docunentse

Mahatama4 had repeatedly advised that the ena will not

Justify the means. The eourt will also like to record this
famous saving of the Fatherof the Nation. in the precent case,

had beer g4nnhe4 to pair a rertair ent. TI 4a



PeR NE Pret a

2

not wish that any one should suffer or face hardship; but I
would Like that the truth should be brought to light. I have m
doubt that the authorities of the CSIR would also like to have the f
fecision of the Court in this resoect. If unfair means are al loved
to suceed, there will be no truth or justice in the World.

Several ether such things had happened in the
Institute ard I was myself one of the victims; but here is at
least one clear case where the facts can be broneht to light.
There has alse been prevarication and perjury on the part of the

plaintiff ani one of the Defendants.

I ago not wish to cite witnesses if I ean help .« Some

of the seniorwst People connected with the CSIR ani the National

Aisecussions relating to the fe ve lopment of the process. ub also
had to deal with Dr. V. Kurien, General anager of the Kaira
Coomrati ve Union amt now the head of the Fational Dairy eve lope

Re search Neve lo pme nt Corporation were concer ned with the earlier

nt Corporatio Ne

Ir the p] aintire or any of the other Defendants wish to
have certain witnesses called, I would eite the names. of the

following t+

1) Prof. N.S. Thacker, formed y, Director-General, Cs who

was associated with all the earlier negotiations ami is fami=
liar with all the facts relating te the case

2) Seth Kasturbhai Lal bhai, formerly Chairman of the National
Research I had

to meet in connection with assianre nt of the process

naDeve lo pn nt Corporation and whom Pr. Kurien

acest



eae

9) Dr. SD. Mahant, then Secretary, or the present Secretary of
the National Research Develo ome nt Corngration which gave me the

=.

first advance for the pilot study and later assigned the rights.
to the Kaira Cooperative Union

4) Dr. Ve Kurien, then General Manager, Kaira Cooperative Union
5) Dr, Atma Ram, formerly CSIR who had to

Aeal with the subject after I submitted my repre cent ation

during 1968

6). Shri K.G. Krishnamurtht, Secretary, Council of ScieMific
and Injustrial Re search who had to study the case in all
aspects.
7) Shri Re Jayaraman, till recently Law CSTR

CSIR who was responsible for the decision of which led

8) Shri VaF site Ve Rao, 5 formerly Vice-President of the

to the plaintiff filine the present cas@.s

There are several other people, directly eonnected with

the the work and many of whom are Mill employees of the CFTRI,
Mysore. 'They could provide the related facts, but they may be

reluctant to aprear because of fear of victimisation.

It is not P desire to widen the sco pe of the case

nor to drag an people of high standing as witnesses. If however

the necessity arises, we will have: no option but to cite their
names,

Thanking you for the reference and necessary action,
Yours faithfully,

P.S. (Or, Ve SUBK ATMATYAN)
Iam rot keen on appearing before the Courts; but if the
judge decides that I should do so, I gladly appear
in person and make a factual statement.



& Narayana Seoany,

S44%
Dear Sri.Bwbrahmenyen,

Rez 0.S.No. 74 of 1969.
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ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT Date.3009.72B.A. LLB.

I am in receipt of your letter alongwith its enclosures.
I have filed the issues of the Magazinesupplied to me by Mr.Natargan. I have alsofiled the list of witnesses as desired by youThe case nw stands posted to 9-11-1972 for

evidence,

Yours sincerely,

To

Ate
+

Dr.V.Subramanyam 'Research & Development Laboratory,
Ogee
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Wijayapuran PeesModern Rice Mills
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LAWYER
B.A. PHONES

ESIDENCE: 23069
OeICE eeeCp

Narayanaswamy, RAO ROAD
ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT MYSORE.

Resipence; € DEEPAKMALA"
1077, NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

Ref. No,

To

Dr.V.Subramanyam,
Research & Dev.Laboratory,
Modern Rice Mills,.
Vijayapuram Poe,
TIRUWARUR (Tamil fladu).

Dear Sir,
Res 0.8.No.74 of 1969 -

M.R.Chandrasekhara,

The Plaintiff in the above case was

not ready and the case now stands posted

to 8-12-1972,

Yours sincerely,
/V). Ik. Mar



PEC. katt, B.A., PHONES
RESIDENCE; 23069

LAWYER FFICE : 21294

DT . DVWara.
SAYYAJ! RAO ROAD

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT
RESIDENCE; '" DEEPAKMALA""

1077. NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

MYSORE.1

Ref. No. 16-2-1974,
To

Sri.V.Subrahmanyan,Tiruwarur (Tamil Nadu).

Sir,
Res O.S.No.74 of 1969 -

Lhe above case is posted to
14-3-1974 for evidence.

Yours faithfully,



concerned had expressed interest in having the matter settled

. agreed to it; but when the proposal was later circulated by the

addressed by the Chief (Adm.) of the CSIR to Shri Chandrasekhara

General. I also enclose herewith a copy of my letter of even date

circumstances relating to the case and decided to give away whate

he causes as quickly as possible.

ing the terms in such a manner as to avoid any further contraversy

to adhere to the terms which he had agreed it. His lawyer should

Paddy Processing Research Centre,

Tiruvarur,
Tamil Nadu,

Sori M.R. Narayanaswany,
Advocate, Supreme Court,
£@ Deepakmala,
1077, Narasaraja Road,

1 TA

MYShands,

gdear Shri Narayanaswany$
Sub t= 0.8. No.74 of 1969

I am sorry I have been out of touch for a long
time,

I was in Mysore for some days after 20/9/74 for the
funeral ceremonies of my wife who passed away in Bombay. My next
visit was a very hurried one on 10/4/74 with the committee members
of the Food Corporation of India, I am sorry I could not meet you
on either of those cecasions, -

As the Court case has already dragged on for some years,
out of court. The Director-General CSIR had proposed in 1972 that
the isme may be settled through arbitration by an eminent Jurist.
At that time, Shri Chandrasekhara, the Plaintiff in the above case

CSIR. Shri Chandrasekhara did not agree to the terms. Sub sequently
he indicated that he would be agreeable to a compromise formmla
which would make the Minister's order of 1969 applicable only from
the date on which it was issued. The CSIR declined te take any
further initiative, but had evidently no objection to the compro-
mise formula provided Shri Chandrasekhara could take the initiative
and the terms could be jointly drafted by you and his advocate.

I enclose herewith copies of (1) a letter dated 28/3/74

and (2) a letter dt.30/3/74 addressed to me by the Director-

as addressed to Shri. Chandrasekhara,

After my wife passed away, I got tired of the varias
ever may be due to me for certain charitable causes; and wrote to
that effect to the CSIR. My present interest in the case is only
academic, I would like, huawyever, to See the money released for

I would thank you therefore to very kindly help of draf~

or litigation. At the same time, I would like Shri Chandrasekhara

also kindly cooperate in seeing that the right thing is done.

With my warm thanks and best regards,
Yours sincerely,

-7

(V. ANYAN )



LAWYER
5.4. puones

{RESIDENCE 23068
PE. Batt 23069

Sl. R. Warayanaswamy ?
B.A.,LL.B, SAYYAJI RAO ROAD

ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT MYSORE.-1
RESIDENCE; '" DEEPAKMALA"

1077. NARASARAJA ROAD, MYSORE-4

28-4-1974........Ref, No, Soy
To

br.V.Subrahmanyan,Tiruwarur.

Dear Sir,
T am in receipt of your letterdated 13-4-1974 with its enclosures.
The compromise proposals are putthrough and the draft z compromise memowith the approval of. the plaintiff's Advocateis sent to the 0.S.I.R,
The proposal is that the rights ofthe parties up to the end of the year 1969

that from the year 1970 onwards by the 1963order.

would be governed by the later order and

T am awaiting further developmentsand I shall write to you soon after the con-promise proposals take material Shape. Asyou know £hat this has to be agreed to byall the persons interested in the Royalty.
Yours sincerely,



Paddy Processing Research Centre,
Vijayapuran,
firuvarur,Tamil Nadu,

974.
Shri M.R. NarayanaSwany
Advocgahd Supreme Court,
DeSpakma a,
1077, Naraseraje Road,MYSORE 4,

Dear Shri Narayanaswany,

I am thankful te you for your letter No.565 4¢.28/4/74,

I enclose herewith a copy of a letter dt.29/4/74
addressed by Shri K.d. Krishnamurthi, Chief (Adm) of the CSIR
to Shri H.R, Chandrasekhara. It is possible that you have alee
received a copy of that letter.

I would not have raised the issue but for Shri Chandra~
Sekhara himself having agreed to certain terms at an earlier
date. I had preposed that
1) the distribution of the royalty as made upto 30/4/1969 will

be in accordance with the order dated 23/26-7-1965

2) all distributions made after 30/4/1969 will be in accordance
with the recommendation of the Exeoutive Council as made on
1/9/1963 coupled with the order 4t.30/4/1969, and

3) all. other matters relating to the isme of royalties will be
treated as closed,

The above were, in substance, the terms which Shri
Chandrasekhara had agreed to and it was only then that I forwarded
them to the Council for consideration as a basie for compromise,

eee 2
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fhe terms wr ich Shri Chandrasekhara had reeently
_ proposed are somewhat different. Ne obtained the signatures of
eight people, who are resident in and around Mysore, to his terms
and sent them to the Council. It was only at a later date that
he wote to me asking me to convey my concurrence,

I do not wish to prolong the contraversy on the
subject. I am as anxious as the others to reach a settlement, so
that the money may be made available for some charitable causes.

I would thank you to kindly discuss the implications
with Shri Chandrasekhara's lawyer, The issue is now only a matter
of interpretation, I will gladly accept 'form of consent!
you both agree upon. I may at the same time venture to Suge-
est that in addition to the form of consent there may be a brief
preamble sc as to explain why the proposal for arbitration is not
being pursued. The form of consent ia best circulated under the
Joint signatures of yourself & thri Chandrasekhar's lawyer
rather than by any of the participants.

RL mT.

Thanking you for kind early action and advice, I
remain, with my best regards,

- Yours sincerely,

(Vv. SUBRANMANYAN)



: Care **RESEARCH"? Vijayapuram Thanjavur. Phone: S76

PADDY PROCESSING RESEARCH CENTRE,
Modern Rice Mill,

Vijayapuram (P. 0) Tiruvarur - 610108
Tamil Nadu, INDIA.

Date 24~-6--74.
Shri M.2. Narayanaewany,
Advocate, Supreme Court,
Deepakmala,
1077, Read,
BY SOR 4a,W iy

Dear Sir, Ref = Your letter No.672 at.12/6/78
Bub t= 0.5.N0.74 of 1969 - My concurrence for settlement

on the basis of the agreement jointly drafted by
you and Shri Krishna Rae, Advocate for the
plaintiff,

On 22/6/74 I received from Sri M.R. Chandrasekhara, & copyof the proposal for settlement as prepared jointly by you and the
advocate for the plaintiff,

a

I have already agreed te accept any proposal mde jointly
by you and the plaintiff's advocate. I am accordingly signing the
paper and sending it by today's post to the Chief of Administration,
CSIR as suggested by Shri Chandrasekhara.

I expect that all the defendants vho are now resident in
India have already signed the paper as a taken of their concurrence.
At least three of the defendants are now residing abroad ané I am
hoping that their cencurrenee could alse obtained before 12/7/74.

I trust that both you ond the plaintiff's advocate can
report te the Court on 12/7/74 that the case is new being settled.

Thanking you for your Kind interest and help,

Yours faithfully,

(¥. SUBRAHMANYAN)
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LRAFT OCF CONSENT LETTER.

cee ceccccccecccccccccccvccscces, hereby agree
that so far as the distribution of Royalties is concerned,
all the parties interests therein shall be governed by the
order dated 23/26.7.1965 up till this end of the year 1969

and by the order dated 1.9.1963 coupled with the order
dated 30.4.1969 from the year 1970 onwards.



M. R. NARAYANASWAMY, aa. ive.
ADVOCATE

Residence: Office :

CHAMARAJAPURAM, MYSORE -4

"DEEPAK" Res. SAYYAJ] RAO ROAD, MYSORE.23069
077, NARASARAJA ROAD, Office : 2 214Phone

Ref.No |b ID
Dr.V.Subr hm nym,

Tiruwawur.

De g

iv2
ekbar

As per the 'instructions of the earties,
eompromise petition is filed in the Se on

27-99-1974, a covy of the s me is enclosed
herewith for your reference. If you need a

certifiedk copy of the compromise petition
end the decree, ple' se write to me. I sh-il
thank you for remitt: nce some more money
towards the fees,

Yours sincerely,



M. R. NARAYANASWAMY, ea. we
ADVOCATE

Residence: Office:

Ref. No.

es DEEPAK" Res. : 23069 SAYYAJL RAQ ROAD, MYSORE.
1077, NARASARAJA ROAD, 21214Phone

Office
CHAMARAJAPURAM, MYSORE - 4

Dr. V.Subrahmanyan,
Project Head,

Paddy Processing Research Centre,
Modern Rice Mill, Vijayapuram (P.0.),
TIRUVARUR -610108.
Dear Shri.Subrahmanyan,

I am sorry to note that you had fallen ill.I hope you have fully recovered.
I have herewith sent the certified copiesthat you require. ws

I have sent the certified copies to theC.S.1.K. long back and I imagine that they are
taking action in pursuance ofthe settlement.

Wishing you well,
I remain,

mg
Yours sincerely



as

Beientist F (Reta),

Paddy Processing Research Centre,Vi jayapuran,
Tiruvarur,
Tamil Nadu,
13-4~74-

Dr. Svaminathan,
Central Food Technological Research
MY Institute,

My dear Dr, Swaminathan,
Your letter of 5/4 had arrived during ny absence and I

saw it only after my return on the 12th morning. Shri Chandra-letter of 5/4 and the enclosed copy of the letter fronSori K.G. Krishnamurthi had also arrived during my absence.
I enclése herewith a copy of my reply to Shiri Chandra=

sekharas, I do not know ato what propesals he had circulated andfor which he got the signatures. So faras I am concerned, I have
no objection to the compromise formula provided he adheres to theterms which he had previously agreed to and it 18 properly drafted

~by the lawyers ae propo sed by Shri Krishnamurthi.
The CSIR will not, of course, take any further initiative.

after consu1ting Dr, Nayudamma.

it may not however object to a compromise formula if acceptable toal the people. 'Shri Krishnamurthi seems to have written his letter

Ig is evident that Shri Chandrasekhara te hesitant about
agreeing to arbitrations Though I still feel that arbitration
would be the least open to objection, I do not wish to press ferit. If the terms of the compromise are properly draw up and the
background suitably explained in clear terms, the participants,who are now abroad, may agree to it.

Your talk with Shri Chandrasekhare may still be useful.
Ne will have to stick to his undertaking. In fect, I feel that the
compromise formula will carry more weight if it is drafted anéeirculated jointly by the two lawyers, I do not mow, however,whether they will ogree among themselves or be prepared to addressthe compromise proposals so as to get the replies within a givenperiod ~ say, within about a month,

It is beyond me to conjecture asto how the participantswhe are now abroad will react to the proposal for compromise. Ifeven one of the participants objeets to the compromises formila
we will then have no alternative but to request the D.C. take the
necessary steps far arbitration, Shri Chandraserhara should shedhis diffidence and agree to the arbitration if the compromise for=mila is objected te by any of HEB participants,the

With my. best regards,
Yours sincerely,

(V. SUBRAHMATYAN)


