Research and Development Laboratory,
Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapuram P.O.,
Tiruvarur (S.Ry),

Tamil Nadu,

21/9/71.
The Secretary,
Council of Scientific and Industrial Research,
Rafi Marg,
New Delhi - 1.

Kind attention 3 Shri K.G. Krishnamurthi and
Law Officer._

Dear S8ir,

0S No.74/1969 before the Principal Civil
Judge, Mysore.

Case filed by Shri M.R. Chandrasekhara of
CFTRI, Mysore against the decision of the
Viee-President (dated 30/4/69) in respect
of the distribution of the nortion of the
royalty payable to workers 1in respect of
the baby food process developed at the
CFTRI, Mysore.

The above case has been dragging on for the past two
vearse. More recently, both myself and a number of others have

become co-defendants with the CSIR.

I enclose herewith a copy of the statement which I have

submitted to the Court as a defendant. I do not have any suppor
ting document; so, I have drawn mostly on my memory and have

replied to the various points raised by the plaintiff.

Fortunately, the relevent papers are all with the
Council. They would provide sufficient factual material to
justify thé decision taken by the Vice-President. It will be
the responsibility of the legal authorities representing the
Courcil to bring out those facts and also other background

information which would be relevent to the case.

Before concluding, I may mention that I accepted the
role of a defendant primarily with the object of bringing out -
the truth and assisting, in a small way, in facilitating the ends
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of 3ustlce. At the same time, I am finding the process to be
too costly for a person of my means. There have, so far, been
onlv a series of adjournments and even these have cost me a
fairly large sum of money 1n the form of preliminary expenses.
On top of this, I have been advised that there is also to be a
heavy lawyer's fee. I ecannot afford to go on bearing such a

heavy burden without any prospect of an early decision.

In the interests of truth and justice, I would earnestly
plead that the authorities of the Council would kindly take the

necessary steps to get a very early decision in the case.

Yours faithfully,
e

(Dr. V. SUBRAHMANYAN)

Emeritus Scientist
and formerly, Director, CFTRI, Mysore.




Research and Development Laboratory,

Modern Rice Mill,

Vijayapuram P.0O.,

Tiruvarur (S.Ry),
Tamil Nadu,

25/10/71.

The Secretary,

Council of Seientific and Industrial Research,

NEWw DELHI.

Shri K.G. Krishnamurthi

and
Shri C.L. Malhotra, Speclal

Of ficer (Courts)

Kind attention 3

Dear 8ir,

Ref 1= 1) Suit Mo.0.85.74 of 19692 in the Court of
the Principal Civil Juige at Mysore
2) Your endorsement No.8/18/69-Vig. dated
1/7/71 to the copy of vour telegram of
same date
Qub ¢= Case filed bv Shri M.H. Chandrasekhara in

the ahove court against the Vice Predident's
order of 0/4/1%9.

I acted on the adviece of the Council and engaged an advocate
to defermd the suilt. Similarly, two other defendants (Dr. D.S. Bhatia
ard Dr, H.A.B. Parpia) have also engaged advocates., There have been
a series of adjournments anﬁlas things stani, Dr, Parpia is expecged
to file his statement on 29/10/71. My statement will also be filed
on the same day. As far ag I am aware, none of the other defendants

has entered the case. They are all present or past employees of the

Institute and they may have decided to accept any 'decision which may

be findly taken.

The Council is well acguainted with the backgrounds so I
need not reiterate it. Judging from the tremds, however, I doubt
very mnch whether there will be any early Court decision in respect
of this case., Though we are classed as defendants, it 1s certain
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that Dr, Bhatia apd I will present the same type of materlal as the
Council, while Dr. Parpia will support the statements made by the

plaintiff (Shri Chanirasekhara) as he was a party to them.

This is the first court case in which I am directly involved.
It has alreaiy cost me more money, by way of lawyer's fees, than 1
expected = and that only for a series of adjournments, without a
single hearing in respect of the evidence., I am et ill hoping that
there will be some hearing and that T may have to appear, at least
once, in verson. If, however, there 1s no early decision, I hope to

econtact vou arain, so that we may find some way of early settlement

in some other manner.

Speaking in a detached manner, I am finding that people

look upon court cases as media for gaining their ends rather than

recarding them as temples of justie where only truth and correct
N

ethics should prevaill.

Yours faithfullv,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN.)




Research and Development Laboratory,
Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapuram P.O.,
Tiruvarur (S.Ry),

Tamil Nadau,
10/11/71.

ghri K.G. Krishnamurthi,

Secretary & Joint Secretary to Govt of India,
Council of Scientific & Industrial Research,
Rafl Marg,

NEW DELHRI-],

Dear Shri Krishnamurthi,

I had to proceed, recently, on tour to Bangalore, Mysprer
and other centres and hence the delay in acknowledging your kinmd

D.0. %.8/16/69 - Vig. Aated 30/10/71.

When I was in Mysore on 5/11/71, 1 took the opportunity
to meat Shri M.R. Narayana Swamy, the Advocate who is representing
ne ﬁnd Dr. Bhatia in the éase. He expressed his firm opnilnion ihat
Shri Chanirasekhara the Plaintiff has really no case; that wéat he
has claimed as his rights were derived through the violation of the
rights of others. The Vice-Presidents' order of 30/4/69 was based

on just and legally sound grounds and the court should uphold 1it.

There have lately been three ad journments chiefly because
of the advocate representing Defendant 6 (Dr. Parpia) asking for
more time to submit his statement. There is evidently a2 desire to
first see the statements submitted by Dr. Bhatia and myself.

Consequehtly, our statements have not also been filed till this date,

The next hearing 1s on 12/11/71 and I can only hope that there will
: ...2




be no further request for adjournment.

Matters of conscience, truth and ethical standards do not
seem to count much at the present t;@e. At the same time it will
not bode well for the future of applied science in India if certain

proper guide lines are not laid down and if just and proper

decisions taken by competent authorities are hot regarded as final.

Moreover, if the authorities concerned with Vigilance do not probe
into the background and do not draw attentlon to irregularities and
improper methods - including suppression of factual material - by
persons in key positions, there will be perpetuation of such
practicess and truth and jﬁstive will eventually disappear. . Tge ‘
anthorities of the Council were guick to take action in respect of i
National Botanic Gardens; but there has not, so far, been much

evidence of follow=up in other cases.

Yours sincerely,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




gaifas od srnfrs wgEaE afeg
COUNCIL OF SCIENTIFIC & INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH

g faeer-q
NEW DELHI-I®PMOctober 19 71.

Secretary, CSIR

and Joint Secretary

to the Govt. of India,
=0 io) s

Dear Dr. Subrahmanyan,

Please refer to your letter dated 21.9.1971 regarding
the case filed by Shri M.R. Chandrasekhara of CFTRI Mysore
against CSIR in respect of distribution of royalty on process
of Baby Food. We are taking all possible steps to get the
case finalised early. In this context we have also made a
special request to our Advocate to press for early hearings
in the case. You would kindly appreciate that civil suits
do take time in coming to an end. However, we will do our
best for expeditious decision in the case.

Yours sincerely,

t . G. %@M”

p—

( KeGs Krishnamurthi )

Dr. V. Subrahmanyan,

Emeritus Scientist,

Research & Development Laboratory,
Modern Rice Mill,

Vijayapuram P.O.,

Tiruvarur (S.Rly).,

Tamil Nagdu.




COMICTIL OF SCISRTIFIC & INDUS'RIAL
RASRARCH

D0.0.8/16/69-Vige HEY DRLHI=]  28,3.1974,
Chief (44mm,.) & ‘
Jdts focy. to the

Govt, of Inlia,
ggguﬁfg;ggglz

Dear Shri Chandradekhirs,

Kindly refer to your letter dated 5th March, 1574
addrossed to Dr. Y. Vayudamma, DGEIR, anl a copy endorsad to me.

You would recall that shen you last me in my office
in the presence of Law Officer, USIR, you had agreed that -

1) You would obtain separately written consent to the
compronise formmla suggested by you of all the
partiss in the suit and those who are not parties
to the suit but otherwise reaipients of the royalty
arising out of Badby Food and

41) the form of consent be prepared by your Advooate
and CFIR Advocate at llysore.

You mny, therefore, like to act as agreed 1o sarlier
by véu in the manner indlieated above,

It may be pointed out that you have changed your stand
in this ease on two oceasions, namely (a) on an sariier occcasion
vou wanted %o settle this oasc by arbitration and it was in this
ocontoxt the COSI? took aetion to ohiain consent of all the concern-
ed persons for referring the nmatier in dlspute o arbitration but
later on you resilad from this posliion; {b) vou had azreed to
obiain consent of all the workers in this case and communichbe
to OBR for further action whevreas in your letier under reference
you dasire the CJIR to take this metion. I have, tharefore, been
directed to inform vou that in case it is not possible Teor yom to
set in the manner stated sbove, then CSIR would be loft with no
alteraative but to allow the 1itigation to proceed.

With kind regards,
Toure sincerely,
; 5/~
Shri M,R. Chandraesekhars, (2.6, Triomamirthi)
5%, XIITI Cross, Malleswaram, ‘
HOAT OB B!
vt (COPY) gonm
8 /-

(MR, CHANDRASHEIARA)

=t (TRUR GOPY) 1=me
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Tel: Care *<RESEARCH” Vijayapuram - Thanjavur. Phone: 576

PADDY PROCESSING RESEARCH CENTRE,

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

Dr. V. SUBRAHMANYAN, 74
PROJECT HEAD. Date i .

" Phe Chief of Admimistration,
Council of Scientific & Industrial Reaeearch,
Rafi Marg, NEW DELHI-{.

ghri X.6. Krishnamarthi
Attentiont g..; .S. Dhupia, Law Officer.

Dear &ir,

Ref 3= D.0.No0.8/16/69-Vig. a4t.29/5/74 as addressed to m= by
the Law Officer and the emclosed copy of letter No.
8/16/69-Vig dt.1/5/74 as addressed to Shri M.R. Nara-
yanaewamy, Advocate, Mysore. :

Sab 1~ 0.5.FH0.74 of 1969 before Mysore Civil Court - Signing
of proposal for settlement as prepared jointly by
the Council's lawyer and the lawyer of the plaintiff
(Shri M.R. Chandrasekhara)

In compliance with the above, the twe lawyers had jointly
prevared a draft agreement for settlement. Prior to that, I had
advised the Counecil's lawyer (who also represents me) that I would
accept any proposal that he and the other lawyer may Jjointly prepare
in compliance with the conditions preseribed by the Counecil.

On 12/6/74, the Comnecil's lawyer wrote to me to advise that
the case stands posted for settlement or evidence to 12/7/74.

~ On 22/6/74, I received the draft proposals through Shri
Chandrasekhara. In order to aveid further delay, I am signing the
paper and enclosing it herewith. :

I would feel thankful if, after getting my acceptance =md
similar ones from others, you would advise me asbout the Council's
decision regarding the procedure for making the payment. I am making
this request as I have already conveyed to the Council my desire for
donating my share for different charitable causes, Some of the
prospective bemeficiaries have indicated their desire for receiving
the payment through me. I would like to receive the payment without
deduction of tax.

Thanking you for kind, early advice,
Yours faithfully,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




Paddy Processing Research Centre,
Vi jayapuran,
Tiruvarar,

D 5 NYAR Tamil Wadu,
Project aaﬂ 24/6/74.

I, Dr. V. Subrehmanyan, hereby agree that so far as the
distribution of roynlties is concerned, all the parties interested
therein shall be governed by the order dated 23-26/7/65 t1l11 themd
of the ysar 1969 and by the order dated 1/9/63 coupled with the order
deted 30/4/69 from the year 1970 onwards,

(r. V. SONRRAHYANYAN)

(formerly) Director, Central Food Technelogical
Repearch Tstitute, Mysoore

and Dafendant We,5 in No.0 .%.”0.?4 of 1969 in i

the Court of the prineipal Civil Judge at Mysore,




REF: Fo.

fhri E.G. Erishnasurthi,

Chief of Administraltion,

Couneil of felentific & xﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘%ﬂﬂi Research,

Rafi ém@?g
. W‘T?N E, 't &

mar e E’risrmamr’hhi,

b t= 0,8 .*3&.?4 of 199 in tha (foar& of the Civil
: dudge at Yireore - Action on the basls of setiled
‘ mamt r@ac%mﬁ bat*wen the par’ties in mspam: -

I have been advised by ny lawyar; who alsa reyramnt@ the
0SIR, that the Court has 1@%@& a i&eme accapiing the temms of the
m%{m‘%. _ :

48 I wish to utilise the money fﬁr some charitsbls causes,
I would thank you and the Law Officer to kindly advise and help me.

1) The amounte payable to different individuale may pleass be
celoulated in accordance with the terme of the decree

2) I may be advised about the amount which would be payable to m
and alec whether 1% would be paild dy your office or through th@
office of the CPTRI aes in the past,

3) If tax exemption is possible, I my be advised about the steps
to b taken, If that ie not posaible, the tax ae in the case of
eonpany dividende may be Aeducted at %m sourca and the balanee
paid to me. I will then distribumte the money on a2 revised basis,.

4) T have already decided to utilise a fair part of the méney for the
benofit of the lower pald sta®f of the CFPMI. I 40 not know asto
vhat the amount will be, Yhether 1% 418, I an writing to enguire
vhether the USIR will aleso help by making a contribution. o

T would feel thankful for yhur kind early sdvice in reepect
of the above and any ather mlataﬁ MM which I may net have sntici-
%mt

¥ith ay apymciatim of your eam*tany and acsistance,

Ymm qmaare}_y,

{V. SUBRANMANYAN)




e T T e e e F B poagor Shimtetiy g g o o
LITTIFIC & TN ARIAL B

Me0N0.8/15/69-Vig, MY DELHI-Y P Pemwanlfme] FT 4

Chief (idmn,) &
feeratary m\}fﬁm Sovt. of Indla,

¥ L R

Dany fliri Chandrssekhara,

Tindly refor to your N.0. loettor dsted 8th April, 1974,
regarding dletribution of voyally on Daby Food,

I hope you might have yeceived =y earlicr letter Anted
joth April, 1974, in regard to thlse ease, I find that the cone
sent form signed by 8 poroone do not conform to the form evolved
by CHIR Iawyer in consultation with your Ilaswyer, as veceived dy
ue frou cur Advoente at Fysore, a copy of wvhich I am Torwarding
heorewlit: %0 you. 2esider thig, T find that term of compromice
fornuls contained in the sald consent letlters that i

1) Bo change will be made regarding the royalties
paid upto 1969 end,

2) ¥rom 1970 January te royaliles will bs dletridbuted
according to the formilsa deoided upon in the 1963
Executive Counoil meeting.

3) A11 other matiors welating %o the roynliies will
b considered closeds

ars at varignce with the views of Syl ¥, “ubrahmanyan, sccoring
to whom the payment %o be mde after the Minister's order of
E0wdwGG will have %o be mds according fo the mode of distribu-
tion recommendod by the Txeentive Vouncil in 1965, In fact, I
that Shri Jobralmanyan In his letier dated 13th April, 191,

/’ﬁéémmmi o you, haes alsc brought out hie views in this regard,

‘// In order, thersfore, to aveld unneeessary correspondence anddelay
in this ease, you may like to firet secortain the viewe of all
the persons concerned in thie case in regurd o compronise Tormila
and then get written consent of 3ll the parties on the foxm that
may be ovolved by your lawyer in oonsultation with CFIR lawyer,
ATter thie only 1%t would be poscible for CHIR to take further
action in the matter,

Yours sincarely,
82/
(X0, TRTO0AWUR HT)

ARy - :

et {TRUB/COPT) toeen




COTHOTL F SWINNTIFIC & ITHUEPRIAL RESSAROH

Ne0sH0.8/15/69-V1z, NEW DELHI=]  29wwfut 974

Chief (Admm,) &
‘?&@m%vy o iﬂm Govi. of Indim,

Eindly refer to your DeDs lotter dated Sth April 1974,
rogarding dletribution of roralty on Hahy Tood.

I hope you might have veceived my earlisr lotter dated
10th April, 1974, in regard %o thin case., I find that the cone
sent form oiged by 8 poroons 8o net eonform to the o ovolved
by CUIR lawyer in coneuliation with your lawrer, as rocelved by
us fron omr Advocate at lysore, a copy of which I am forwarding
herewit: %o you. Tesides thie, I find that term of compromisce
formnln oontained in the saild coneont lettors that fe

Ao change will be made regariing the my&lﬁm
fgam m&‘m 1969 and,

2} Prom 1970 Juwmary ¥ @ royaltisn will b distriduted
mam.mg to the formda deoided upon in the 19063
Txeountive UCounoil mmgg

3) A11 other matters walating %o the roralties will
be conzidored cloveds

are at variamce with the views of Sirl V, “brahmanyan, asceording
te whom the payment o be mde after the Winister's order of
Owd=63 will have to be mde scsording fo the mode of diotridue
tSon rocommended by the “reeutive Coumeil in 1963, In 7Taet, I
find that i Sobrahmasyan in hie letier dnted 13¢h April, 1974,

” afdreasced to you, has also hrought sut hie views In thie vegard,
In ordar, thorefore, to avels m&%am M@mﬁm and dolay
in this oase, you may like $o Tiret aseccertain the ?iwa of aﬁ
the persone concerned im this case ia P
and $hen gt written consent of sll the gwﬁﬁﬁ on tha f’m that
say be evolved by your lawyer in consultation with C5IR lawyer.
After thie only it would be pomeible for COIN to taks m@r
action in the =atter,

With vecnrds,

' Yeure sineersly,




BLE S i
Beh 1‘?’?’?1

el H0u8/15/69-V1: .

Ch $g* fiﬂgn.§ &
: the Gove, of India,
3

Peay (hri Chandrgsekhsra,

Eindly refor to your 7.0, letter dated 8th
reparding dletridmtion of rovnlty on Badyr Pood,

I hope you might have received 2y sarlior letter dated
10th April, 1974, in regard o L:is onse., I find that the cone
M‘k forn Blgned by © persons o not conform to the Torn evolved
by €IR Zawyer in consullation with your lawrer, as veanived by
ae ivoes our Advocante at Mysors, o copy of which 1 an ovwarding
horeowit: €0 you, Desides this, I find that term of ecomproniee
forsula eontained in the esald consent lettere that 3w

1) Ho change will be made regariing the royaltics
paid upto 1950 ondl,

2) Yrom 1970 Januery $he royaliies will bs distriduted
s@m@am@ to the formls decided upon in the 1953
Trecutive Comnell mesting.

%) A1) other madiors welating 4o the royalities wil)
be consideved cloceds

are at varismes with the viewe of fhri V., Subrahmanyan, sceoming
to whom the payment %o be mde after the Minister's order of
Twd=it will have to be mde according to the mode of distribue
tion recommended by the "weeative Uounedl in 1963, In faet, I
find that Tyl “ubrabmanyan in his Jetter dated 13th dpril, 1974,
addrevcad to you, hae sloo Yrought out hie views in this regard,
In order, tharefore, to avold unnesoesary gorrespondence anddelay
in this eaes, you may like to firet asscertain the viewe of all
ti’m persone gonceraned in this tame in regsrd to cozpromise formula

and then got written consent of all ths parties on the form that
may be avolved by your lawyer in consuliation with CEIR lawver.
ifter this only 1t would be possibles for CHIR %o take Turther
action in the matter.

¥ith regards,
Tourse sincerely,
: (X0 KR?W AMURTHT)
pr I "‘mﬁa mﬁi
N ﬁmiam-%




