
'The Secretary,

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

Tamil Nadu,
21/9/71.

Council of Selentific and Industrial Research,
Rafi Marg,

New Delhi - l.

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

Dear Sir,
Re os OS No.74/1969 before the Principal Civil

Judge, Mysore. :

Subs Case filed by Shri M.R. Chandrasekhara of
CFTRI, Mysore against the decision of the
Vice-President (dated 20/4/69) in respect
of the distribution of the vortion of the
royalty payable to workers in respect of
the baby food process developed at the
CFTRI, Mysore.

The above case has been dragging on for the past two

yearse 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 the decision taken by the Vice-President. It will be

the responsibility of the legal authorities repre senting the

Courcil to bring out those facts and also other background

information which woul' 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 iustice. At the same time, I am finding the process to be

too costly for a person of my means. There have, so far, been

only a series of adjournments and even these have cost me a

fairly large sum of money in 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 cannot 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,

(Dr. Vs SUBRAHMANYAN)

Ereritus Scientist
and formerly, Director, CFIRI, Mysore.



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

Tamil Nadu,
25/10/71.

The Secretary,
Couneil of Selentifie ani Iniustrial Research,
NEw DELHI,

Shri K.G. Krishnamurthi
Kind attention 3 and

Shri C whe Malhotra, Special
Officer (Courts)

Dear Sir,
Ref t- 1) Snit No.0.8.74 of 1%9 in the Court of

the Principal Civil Jujge at Mysore
2) Your eniorsement No.8/18/69-Vig. dated

1/7/71 to the copv of your telegram of
same date

Sub te Case filed bv Shri M.K. Chandrasekhara in
the ahove court against the Vice Pregident's
order of 20/4/1% 9.

I acted on the advice of the Ccuncil and engaged an advocate

to defemi the suit. Similarly, two other defendants (Dr. D.S. Bhatia

ari Dr. H.A.B. Parpia) have also engaged advocates. There have been

a series of adjournments and as thines stand, Dr. Parpia is expected

to file his statement on 29/10/71. My statement will also be filed

on the same Aaye As far ag I am aware, none of the other defendants

has entered the casee They are all present or past employees of the

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

be taken.

The Counetl is well acquainted with the backgroun's so I

need not reiterate it. Juiging from the tremis 3 however, I doubt

very much whether there will be any early Court decision in respect

of this casee Though we are classed as defendants, it is certain
ever



that Dr. Bhatia ani I will present the same type of material as the

Council, while Dr. Parpia will support the statements made by the

plaintiff (Shri Chanfrasekhara) as he was a party to theme

This is the first court case in which I am directly involved.

It has already eost me more money, by way of lawyer's fees, than I

exnected - and that only for a series of ad fournments, without a

single hearing in respect of the evidence e Tam still hoping that

there will be some hearing and that I may have to appear, at least

onee, in versone If, however, there is no early fecision, I hope to

contact you 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 eases as media for gaining their ends rather than

regarding them as temples of justic where only truth and correct

ethics should prevail.

Yours faithfullv,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN. )



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

Tamil Nadu,
10/11/71.

Shri K.G. Krishnamurthi,
Secretary & Joint Secretary to Govt of India,.
Council of Selentific & Iniustrial Research,
Rafi Marg,
NEW DELHI -71.

Dear Shri Krishnamurthi,

I had to proceed, recently, on tour to Bangalore, Mysore

and other centres and hence the delay in acknowledging your kind

7.0. No.8/16/69 = Vig. diated 30/10/71.

When I was in Mysore on 5/11/71, I took the opportunity
to meet Shri MAR; Narayana Swamy , the Advocate who is representing
me and Dr. Bhatia in the case. He expressed his firm opinion that

Shri Chanirasekhara the Plaintiff has really no case; that what 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 it.

There have lately been three adjournments chiefly because

of the advocate representing Defendant 6 (Dr. Parpia) asking for

more time to submit his statement. There is evidently a desire to

first see the statements submitted by Dr. Bhatia and myself.
Consequehtly, our statements have not also been filed till tris date.

The next hearing is on 12/11/71 and I can only hope that there will
coer
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be no further request for adjournment.

Matters of conscience, truth and ethical standards do not

seem to count much at the present timee 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 am do not draw attention to irregularities and

improper methods = including suppression of factual material - by

persons in key positions, there will be perpetuation of such

practices; and truth and justice will eventually disappear. . The

authorities of the Council were quick to take action in respect of?
National Botanic Gardens; but there has not, so far, been much

evidence of follow-up in other cases. _§
Yours sincerely,

WW. SUBR AHMANYAN)
~



-aatfae vd alate aqdara qfzga
COUNCIL OF SCIENTIFIC & INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH

& ING

af faeat-»
NEW DELHI-I 19 71.

Secretary, CSIR
and Joint Secretary
to the Govt. of India,

9)

Dear Dr. Subrahmanyan,

Please refer to your letter dated 21.9.1971 regarding
the case filed by Shri MR. Chandrasekhara of CFIRI 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,

rh
( KeGe Krishnamurthi )

Dr. Ve Subrahmanyean,
.Emeritus Scientist,
Research & Development Laboratory,
Modern Rice Mill,
Vijayapuram P.O.,
Tiruvarur (S-Rly).,
Tamil Nadu.



COUNCIL OF SISVtIFTS & MNT IRTAL
RESRARSH

WEY DRTI<] 28319744D.0 1 6/
Chief (Admm.) @
dt, Secve to the
Govt. of

Dear Seri Chandrusekhara,

Kindly refer te your letter dated Sth March » ' S74
addrossed to Dr. Y. Nayudama, CT, ant a copy endorsed to me.

You. would recall thet wien you last me in my office
in the presence of Law Officer, TIM, you hat asreet that -

4) You would obtain separately yritten consent to the

to the suit but otherwise recipients of the royalty
aricing out of Baby Pood and

kD ~ by you o° 111 the2
nartica in the and those who are not parties

44) the form of consent be prepared by your Atvooa te
and CSIR Advocate at Mysore.

ter16317 We 1 act as arysaead to

by you in the manner indiaate? sbove.

It may be pointed out that you have changed your stand
in this oa. on two Lawly fa) on an oscasion
you wanted to settle this case by arbitration and it was in this
context the ce tock action to chtain consent of all the concern-
ed per for referring the sattcr in dispute to arbitration but
later on you restled from a 4Le positions (bo) you had agreed to
obtain consent of all the workers in this ease and communicate

to CSR for further actlon viereas in your leticr under reverence

you the te take & setion. Tohave, hesa og , been

directed to inform you thet in case it is not possible for you te
aet in the manner stated above, then ft crT? would be left with no

alternative but te allow the 11% igat ion ora) proceads

With kind regards,
Yours sincerely,

Shri M2. Chandrasekhara, +

53, XZZZ Croce,

(Mah, CHATORASTRITARA)

(ROR COPY) ==
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COUNCIL OF SCE HIN
DO. No. S/16/69-Vig,

Chief (Admn. )
jt. Secy, to the
Govt. of India,
(Ex-Officio) s

NEW DELHT-~1 28.3. 19°74.

Dear Shri Chandrasekhera, y

Kindly refer to your Letter dated 5th Merch, 19'74
addressed to Dr, Y. Neyudamma, DGSIR, and a copy endorsed to me,

You woukd recall that when you last me in my office
in the presence of Law Officer, OSI, you had agreed that -

i) You would obtain separately written consent
to the compromise formula crested. by you
of all the parties in the suit and those
who are not parties to the suit but otherwise
recipients of the royalty arising out of
Baby Food and

ii) the form of consent be prepared by your
Advocate and €3IR Advocate at Mysore,

You may, therefore, like to act as agreed to
earlier by you in the menner indicated above.

It may be pointed out that you have changed your
stend in this case on two occasions, namely (a) on an earlier
occasion you wanted to setile this case by arbitretion and it
wes in this context the CSIR took sction to obtain consent of
all the concerned persons for referring the matter in dispute
to arbitration but later on you resiled from this position;

this case and communicate to CSIR for furthor action whereas in your
letter under reference you desire the G R to ouse this action,
I have, therefore, been directed to inform you that in case it
is not possible for you to act in the manner stated above, then
CSIR would be left with no alternative but to allow the
litigation to proceed,

a the workers in(b) you hed acreed to obtain consent of
7

With kind regards,

Yours sincerely,

3

(K.G. Krishnamurthi)
Shri MR. Chandrasekhara
53, XIII Cross,

Bangalore-560003.
Mal] eswaram

COPY
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Tels Care **RESEARCH" Vijayapuram = Thanjavur.
Phones 576

PADDY PROCESSING RESEARCH CENTRE,
Modern Rice Mill,

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

Dr. V. SUBRAHMANYAN, DatePROJECT HEAD.

the Chief of Administration,
Council of Scientific & Industrial Reaeearch,
Rafi Marg, NEW DELHI-1.

fhri K.@. KrishnamurthiAttentiont Sh71 a.S. Daupia, law Officer.

Ref t= D.0.No.8/16/69-Vig. dt.29/5/74 as addressed to m by
the Law Officer and the enclosed copy of letter No.
8/16/69-Vig at.1/5/74 as addressed to Shri M.R. Nara-

Dear Sir

yanaeswamy, Advocate, Mysore.
«Sab t= 0.9.N0.74 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 )

prevared a draft agreement for settlement. Prior to that, I had
advised the Council's lawyer (who also represents me) that I would
accept any propesal that he and the other lawyer may jointly prepare
in compliance with the conditions prescribed by the Council.

In compliance with the above, the two lawyers had jointly

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

O 22/6/74, I received the draft proposals through Shri
Chandrasekhara. In order to avoid 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 about the Council's
decision regarding the procedure for making the payment. I eam 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 beneficiaries have indicated their desire for receiving
the payment through me. I would like te receive the payment without
deduction of tax.

Thanking you for kind, early advice,
Yours faithfully,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)



Paddy Proceesing Research Centre,

Vs EPTAP AR ANYA}De.
Project Head. Tamil Nadu,

24/6/74.

I, Dr. Ve. Sibeahmanyan, hereby agree that eo for as the
dietribution of royalties is concerned, all the parties interested
therein shall be governed by the order dated 23-26/7/65 till the ed
of the year 1969 and by the order dated 1/9/63 coupled with the order
feted 30/4/69 from the year 1970 onward Se

(or. V, SURRANMARTAN)
(formerly) Mreector, Central Food Technelogical

the Court of the principal Civil Judge at Mysore,

esearch Institute, Mycorefendant No.5 im 74 of 1969 in
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REF? Noe
5 omniae he

fort Prishnamorth?
Chief of Administration,
Council of Sefentifie & Inductrial Reasarch,Rati

Pear Seok Frichnamrthi,
°. Sab t= 0.9.90,74 of 1969 in the Conrt of the Civil

fave at "veore « Action on the hasie of setth"

ment reached between the parties in respect
a

aes ties
I have been advised by my lawyer, who also represents the

TOTS, that the Court has isonet a deoree acespting the terns of the
settiement.

fa I wieh to utilise the money for some charitchie cane),I would you and the Law to kindly advise and help me.

1) The anounte payable te different individuale may please be
Celoulated in accordance wits the terme of the decree

2) I nay be advised about the amount which would be peyable to m
ant also whether it would be paid by your office or throagh the
office of the C7RZ se in the paste

> 3) If tax exemption is possible, I my be adv sed about the etepeto be taken. If that is not nossible, the tax ae in the case of
eompany dividente may be dadueted? at the Bourse and the balance
paid te me. I will then distribute the money on a reviged basia,.

4) have already decided to utilise a fair part of the méney for the

what the amount will be, Whether 1% is, I am writing to enquire
whether the CSIR will alee heln br 65 a contribution.
benofit of the lewer pald st2"f of thea 563 not know aste

£ would fest thank? or ytur kind sarily in reepectof the above and any other related issue which I may not have antici«-
pated»

With my appreciation of your courtesy and acsistance,
Youre sincerely,

(v. SUPRANMATYAIT)



NA

grees, OF MIT eT To & Tesiope Tan FOPaa we

MeeeS/T5/69-"Lite TT a PULe*Teh ame WF4

» q

Cote? ( 'TUL» ) &
ES:Sy Govt. oftheta Tndia

Dear Shiri Chandrease

Kintly pefor to your 'ary .%. Lotter
STITT 23 chara int im of royalty on "att

I hope you might have resefved ay earlior letter dated
{Oth Anvil, 1974, in resard to tiie ease. I find that the cone
sent form elened by 5 sorcenrt do net con?orm to thea form evolved
ber Tt Tawar dn eanecitacton vil your Trwiteav, os Peoolesd hy
ae frou Gur at a copy of wiich I am forwarding
herewit'. 7547 you. Resider thie, I find that term of eonpranice

a coutained dn the eall y letters thal

AS

1) Se ener will be made regarting the royalties
paid upte 1969 eri.

2) Prom 1970 January t @ royalties will be *istribyted
aeccr*ing ta tho ugen In thea 1963

Couneil mee tings
wa addBE

3) ALL other poleting to the rovalties will
be considered clesed,

are at variance with the views of "irl VY, ""abrenmanyan,
to woom purcent to be 1 4c oo the "Inirter's order of

7 in 194%, Try 'act, I
EBB orery In Tat tee

have to be mde accorfing to the mote of

PEEL 527 to you, has aleo brought out hie views in this rerard.
Ia ayiaPe therefore, to avol? correspondence an telaywt 4 ba

fn thi ones, you may live to the vieve of all
the percons eoneerned in thie case in regard te sonmpromise formila

may be by your lawyer in eine itation with lavrer.
After this only it would be poscible for to take further
aciion in the patter.

rope I

ant than eset written consent of am the on thea foo that

With regards,
Yours sinesrely,

1fa
KITS HT)

Shri B ® Chandrace*hara,

SURYA» Fangs Lora »

CUT TZQ1TY) teen



0he'1048/15/69-V12, TOE PTET 2mm FA
(4 «) &

they Tort, of Tetia,a

oF& tt;

Rindly refer to your °.9. letter aseted Ath fpell,1%74,
@Letribution of rovalty on Asbr Food,

T hope you have received ay earlior Letter dated
frty, WW4A, ta to 4 ta coca. "ce eone

sent form Siened by 8 porconc €n net te thea "a arobred
by © sawyer eongultation with your Lawrer, by

copy al
herewlt> te you, thia, I find that term of

EN, fn the pati we,

paid upto 1969 ert.
2) "ree 1970 Jarueary ¢ @ eLll be sletetbuted

"geerhiva Tomnell nos tinge
Rome

wh PT
be

ave at with tha viewr aocomting
te wiom the payment to be s.da a®ter the Minister's srler ef

will have to be mde according the moda of
tion resonmended by the "xeextive "ouneil in 196%. In faet, T
find Part inties 13th 1974,* to yoy, hae alee ont hie views fm recard,
in order, therefore, to unnecessary correaponftence anddelay
in this cate, you my to ascertain the vieve of all
toe persone concerned Im thie ease in rerard te
and got written eoncent of sll the partiee on the form that
may be evolved by your lawyer 1a cone tation with lawyer,
A*ter only it wosla be for ¢.7T. te take further
action in the setter,

w

Youre

Shei Thandracekhara,
S%, "TIT croge Reward »Hale:Svaren, Nancalore5,

COTACOPEY tere
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OPaT

"ryde /15/6 61h OE OTT cameane FF

&
"ear ay te the sovt, of India,

Mar Owd

Zintly refer to your %. letter Avted Ith
4letridetion ef revalty on Ast Food,

I hope you cient heave sy earlier Letter dated
PIA, reset to 1 bs @une. FT vint © 48 oe eee

eent fora eioned by & por songs €7 not conform: te thea 'om evolrsd

"pee, & ong af woteh Tae ° serartine
awit 'te youe Fesides thie, i find that tara of eons roni ce

forsla tn the eal i

4) fa ehan oy WET Re Ce pectin $e perc ities
paid upte 1576547 end.

2) Tate ~-e Phe bet thy beg
to tho feat4ed weon im the 1943

"xecutive Comell meetings
3) AVL ether eatt@re the roval+fos will

arg at with the view. of 'het V. accorling
to whom the payment to be de after the

¢

orier of
When'? whLD have to be mde to the sete of
tion renewended by the Souneil in 1963, In fact, L
find thet Bort in bis letter dated 13th Anril, 157%,

Speco b eng hig views In tie poesrd,
in ts avait' servercsontence anddelay
in this ence, you way lize to firet aseartain the views of all
the parrone goricerned in thie case in to formua
and ther written cP tha sn that

evolved by your Lauyer 26 @ ne with CIR lawrer,.
"fae te only he por toda Pep SUT te tata Pupthar
action in the »atter.

regards,
Youre

(Sad, HRT OST Ey
Peed Thandresekhara,
6%, TITl Crege load,54

+ tas


