Research and Development lLaboratory,

Modern Rice Mill,

Vijayapuram P.0.,

Tiruvarur (S,Rly),
Tamil Nadu,

Se ptember 4, 1971,

The Director-General,

Council of Scientific and Industrial Research,
Rafi Marg,

NEWY DELHI.

Kind attention : Dr, Y. Nayudamma .

Dear S8ir,
Sub 3= Order dated 30/4/69 of the Vice-President,
CSIR in respect of the distribution of the
royalty payable to workers for the ‘baby
food process' developed at CFTRI, Mysore =
Civil case No. 0.5. No.74 of 1969 which is

now before the court of the Prineipal Civil
Judge, Mysore.

The present situnation in respect of the above case is well

known to the authorities of the council and, particularly, to the

Secretary and to the Law Officer.

2. Until a few months ago, the case of the plaintiff
(Shri M.R. Chandrasekhara) was only against the Council in respect
of the Vice-President's order cited above. More recently, all the
Persons, who may be regarded as beneficiaries from the above process,

have been included, together with the Council, as Defendants.

3. After prior reference to the Law Officer and on the

advice of the Council's lawyer in respect of the case, I have




appointed a Mysore lawyer (Shri M.R. Narayana Swamy) to represent
me. Dr, D.S. Bhatia, one of the principal investigators in respect
of the process, and wvho 1s now with the Coca-Cola Export Corporation,
New Delhi, has also appointed the same lawyer. Dr. H.A.B. Parpia,
the present Director, and,‘also one of the beneficiaries from the

process, has appointed another lawyer.

4. Though the matter is now regarded as being sub judice,
the wvhole i1ssue may soon become public as soon as‘the open court
hearing is started. The Vice-President's order of 30/4/69 had
cancelled a decision taken on the recommendat fon of the present
Director and restored - with retrosvective effect - a decision taken

in 1962 on my recommendation. The trend of evidence which will be

presented to the Court can, therefore be easily foreseen.

5. I have reached a stage of life when one may be expected
to be cyniecal or indifferent to the outcome of such situations. At
the same time I realize that the present one is a test case, the
implications of which may be far-reaching. The process under
reference is perhaps the most successful one so far sponsored by”
the NRDC. If'served as the starting point for the big success and
reputation of the Kaira Cooperative Milk Producers' Union and also
much of the subsequent advance in industries, based on milk and milk
products - through both Indian and forelgn managed firms - in the
country. - It is ﬁhis very success which led to certain unéthical

| acts and the nresent situation.

The decision of the Vice-President (30/4/69) was taken
after months of study of the factual materials, by several authoritles
including, presumably, those of the Law Ministry. The case was also
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studied by the Sarkar Committee, who considered it important enough

to be referred to the D.G. (Vigilance).

Because of the unfortunate involvement of some of us as
Defendants, the case has already extended to the ineclusion of the
past ani present Directors and also some of the past and present
senior staff of the Institute. Before long, 1t may also involve
several others, including some of the former Directors-General, a

former chairman of the NRDC, Dr. Kurien and others as witnesses.

It is not for me to say asto how the Council, with its
long experience in such matters, should deal with the situation.
I have stated the position as I see it and will leave it to the
other anthorities to deal with the matter in any manner which is

considered to bhe proper.

Yours faithfully,
L}
4
!

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)

Emeritus Scientist
&
(formerly) Director, CFTRI, Mysore,




IATCTH U9 AN T IREE
PERSONAL /CONFIDENTIAL COUNCIL OF SCIENTIFIC & INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH

T3 feeatt-¢
D.0.No.DG/PS/72. NEW DELHI-1 ,Marché 21072

Director General
C. S. I. R, and
Secretary to the
Govt.of India.

Dear Dr. Subrahmanyan,

This is a Personal and Confidential letter in
reply to yours of February 12, 1972. I should make it
clear that this is not official.

I studled the case in great depth., The major issues
in this case are ;

(1) Whether the decision made in 1963 and
confirmed in 1969 asg contrasted to the
decision in 1964 is correct;

(i1) Whether the decision made in 1969 can be
applied from 1969 and not with retrospective
effect gso that the question of refunding money
drawn does not arise,

(iii) Whether the case can be settled out of court in
the interests of all concerned and CSIR;

(iv) The expenditure incurred by each individual in
going to the court will be borne by himself; and

(v) in case it is to be settled out of court, can it
be done by an arbitrator accepted by all concerned?

I get the feeling that everyone involved in this case
is agreeable to (ii), (iii)- & (iv) above.

I would like to &gk you at this time, that while
withdrawing the court case, would you agree:to an arbitration
in regérd to the distribution of royalties.

If you agree for such an arbitration, it would mean
opening the case; but instead of court deciding it an arbitrator
would decide it out of court.

.o.qooo.oooz




If you so agree, would you like to nominate two
or three persons in whom you have confidence?

4s everyone involved in this case including C.S.I.R.
would like to get this case resolved out of court, it should
be possible to arrive at an agreed solution. If you have any
alternate and better suggestions, I would like to hear from

you.
With kind regards,
Yours sincerely,

Wz

P

Dr. V. Subrahményan,

Research and Development

Laboratory,

Modern Rice Mill,

Vijayapuram €8-—HRiy+}, Tiruvarur(Ss.Rly.
(Tamil Nadu). 7 & (0:Hn),




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

Tamil Nadu,
March 6, 1972,
Dr. Y. Nayudamma,
Director - General,
Couneil éf Scientifie am Iﬁdustrial Research,
Rafi Marg,
NEW DELH I-.

Dear Dr. Nayudamma,

I have addressed you another letter, by the same post,

dealing with the rather important meeting which we had in Delhi

on February 25. I am addressing this, under separate cover, as

it dealfs with an entirely different matter.

I understand that you were in Mysore by about the same
as I was in Delhid It 1s possible that you may have had an
opportunity to informally discuss with Dr, Parpia ani others the:
feasibility of a settlement in regard to the COurt case about the
royalty 1ssue which has been Aragging on in a Mysore Civll Court
snmel%Q.

The issues relafing to the casera*e wellrknown to’you.
You are also acquainfed with the technical ani historiecal baeckgroumd
,The Vioe-??nsident of the Council took a legally correct and
pgoper decision in his order of 20/4/69. It 4id, however involve |
'aicertain amount of hardship - particularly to the lower paid
staff - through having to repay the extra amounts drawn by them
t111 that date. If there is_agreement in respect of that eclaim
being walved, the hardship can be eliminated. The payments made
after 30/4/69 can be on the basis of the Vice-President's order.
If such an arrangement can be agreed upon, it will provide a basis

for the withdrawal of the case by Shri Chandrasekhara,




You had kindly indicated that you would endeavour to
arrange for an early reeting - preferably in Madras - to discuss
the above subject, I will gladly attend that meeting ¢ if I
can get adequate notice. Atk that meeting, we need not discuss

any other aspeet.
With my best regardis,

Yours sincerely,

fu

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




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

Tamil Nadu,
March 10, 1972,

Dre. Y, Nayudamma,

Director=General and Secretary to Govt.,
Council of Secientific and Induystrial Researech,
Rafi Marg, NEW DELHI-1,

Personal and Confidential

Dear Dr, Nayudamma,

Ref 3- Your D.0. No.DG/PS/72 dt.March 6,1972,

I am highly thankful to you for the letter under refefence.
I appreciate the interest and the trouble that you have taken to study
the i1ssues under reference in the midst of your various other dutiles

and responsibilities.

I am quite agreeable to the withdrawal of the Court case and
to accepting the decision conveyed by an arbltrator, As a basls for
the selection of the arbitrator and the terms of reference, 1 would

submit the following i-

1) The arbitrator should be one who had no connection with any of the

earlier declisions relating to the subject.

2) He should be one of high standing and he should be free to go into i
all the aspects of the case. In addition to conveying a decision abq ﬂ
the distribution of the royalty, the arbitrator should also record his

views about the ethical aspeets which are very important,

3) The arbitratdér should kindly convey his deeision within 3 months

after he accepts the assignment,

4) A= a pre-requisite to the above, the Plaintiff (Shri. M.R. Chanira=-
sekhara) should withdraw the plaint which is now before the Court of
the Prineipal Civil Judge in Mysore. Nei*htr he nor any one of the
Defendants should go to any court in respect of any lssue relating to
the subjeect after the decision to appoint an arbitrator 1s taken,

The only person whom I could think of for arbitrating in the»
e 0»02 3
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‘Jf//}u‘case is yourself., You hve already studied the case ami it should

f{ not be Aifficult for ys to arrive at a decision. If, however, you

' have any uneasginess @out taking up the responsibility, I would leave
it you to choose ay/retired judge or any 5ther person who, in your
opinion, can helnin arriving at an equitable deecision in respect of

all the aspeetsAnd which will be binding on all of us.

To summarise,

1) I am agieeable to the appointment of an arbitrator and to abide by

his dec;yfﬁn
2) My aﬂoice for the arbitrator will be the Direetor-General (ie.your-
self) or any one of high standling as ‘nomimted by him and who would have
the necessary scope ahd powers to deal with all the aspeets and convey .
hig decision within three months from the date of aecepting the assign-
‘ment,
Before conecluding, I may touch on an aspect which may also
have already occurred to you. The royalty issue 1s one of the subjects
referred by the Sarkar Committee to the D.G.(Vigilance); I do not really
know asto where the latter now comes invthe picture; but, I feel that
the arbitrator may also take into account the materlals collected by
the D.G.»Vigilanca and also his conclusions before arriving at a
decision, Irrespective of the status of the person concerned, the
arbitf&tor should have the freedom to uphold ethieal standards and to_
take note}of lapses which led to the present situation.
Having stated my views, I think that it would be only proper
%o leave the decision‘to‘you. I have personally no uneasiness or
pangs of consecience about any thing whiéh I had dong_ln regpect of the
fssue. I willlgladly accept any decision which may be taken., As

mentioned already, I do hope that the decisionw will be comprehensive

»and conveyed at an early @ate,

With kind regards,

Yours sincerely,

" (V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




Dr,.V. SUBRAHMANYAN, : 10th July, 1972.
Emeritus Seientist.

Dr, Y. Nayudamma, -
Director-General & Sedretary to
Couneil of Seientific & Injustrial Resgearch,

NEW DELHI=-1,

My dear Dr, Nayuiamma,

I attach herewith a eopy of a letter which I
received on 8/7/72 from the lawyer who represents me in
the Court case in respset of the royally issue. I had
avpointed the lawyer on the adviece of the Couneil.

I am not familiar with the phraseology used by the
lawyer; but I presume tiat the Court 1s now taking a little
more interest in the ecase. I do not know if it also means
that there will be an early decision.

As you know already, I am only a Co-defendant with
the Council, The Council's Law Officer should krow more
about the present nosition and its impliecations than I
do. The impression that I got, some time ago, was that
the Council's case is very strong and that the deeision
taken by the then Vice-President of the CSIR on 20/4/59
may be upheld by the Court,

In view of our earlier talks and corresrondance on
the subject, I would thank you to kimily consider the
position and take such action as you mav consider to be
proper, My interest is only in getting an early deeision,
's0 that the payments which have been held up for the past
four years, may soon be released by the Council,

With my best regards,

Yours sincerely,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




H CENTEE.
1

_ ruvarup,
Tamil Nadu.
14/7/72.

Dr, Y. Hayudamma,

Secretary to Govt., and
Director=General,

Couneil of Seientific and Industrial

D o . R > .
Rafi Marg, esearch,

NEW DELHI,

Dear Dr. Nayudamma,

In econtinnation of my earlier letter on the subject,
T enclose herewith a copy of a further letter No.5715 dt.11/7/72
which I received from the lawyer who is representing me in the
CaAsSC s

The Couneil is in possession of all the documents on
the basis of whieh the Vice-President's decision of 20/4/59 was
taken. The authorities of the Council also knew all the impli-
catione ineludine that of the implementation of the declsion .t
belng time barred.

The issue of %®m witnesses is rather complicated, I do
not think that it would be desirable to draw people like Seth
Kasturbhai Ialbhai (then Chairman of the MRDC) and Prof, M.S.

 Thacker (then D.G.S.I.R) into the case, Dr, Kurien will also
feel embarrassed if he is called in as a witness,.

-In view of the abovey; I would leave it to the Council
as the first Defendant to take such actlon as it may consider
to be proper. If any assistance is required from me, I may be
advised about 1t,

The recent developments are not clear to me. I wonld
1ike to be guided by you in regard to the matter.,

With my best regards,

Yours sincerely,
q \/) e

!
(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




3N/7/72,

Dr, Y, Nayudamma,

retary to Govt. and Direector-General,
Couneil of Secientific and Industrial Regearch,
afl Marg,
NEW DELHI,

Dear Dr. Nayudamma,

I am conselous that you have mueh bigger things to do

than to worry about 2 ecourt case in which the CSIR now figuwres

as a Deferndant,

I enclose herewlth a copy of a letter dt.22/7/72 from
my lagyyer., I have advised him that the CSIR has all the related
documents and that I have none except a 1ist of publications
mostly representing work - incluiing field trials - earried out

before Dr. Parpia joined the CFTRI as an Assistant Diredtor.

I do not wish to dArag in people like Prof. Thacker,
Seth Kasturbhai Lalbhai and Dr. Kurien as witnesses s but I do
not know asto what the plantiff ani other defendants will do.

If such witnesses are Arawn in, the case will scom become publiec,

With my best regards,

Yours sincerely,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)
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STfF Td SfTH FgET areNE
COUNCIL OF SCIENTIFIC & INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH

A% faeer-9
NEW DELHI-1.[Q74ABZ..,......19 72,

er of 24th

roval ties

The matter is receiving
tiofi 'and every effort is being ‘made
case_as early as possible,

With regards,

a- Vu&ldﬂﬂ a }

pr, V. subramanyan,

mmeritus Scientist,

Paddy Processing Research Centre,
Modem Rice lills,

Vij ayapuram {P.D.) 3

Tiruvarur,

Tamil Hadu




Paddy Processing Research Centre,
Research and Development Laboratory,

Modern Rice Mill,
Vi jayapuram P.O.,

Tiruvarur (S.Ry),
Tamil HNadu,

27/9/72.

Dr. Y. Mayudamna,

Director-ianaral and Bx-0ffiecic Secrstary
"~ to Govt, of Inlia,

Council of 9elentific & Industrial Research,
Rafi Marg, Yew Delhi-l.

Dear, Ur. Rayudamma,

Your D.0. No, DG/PS/72 dt. 8/3/72.
My letter dated 10/2/72 and two
subsequent letters.,

- o

I have just returned to statlcn after a long tour 1in
connection with our work and have hastened to enquire about

the present posilion.

S» far ag I am roncerped,; I have resdlly agresd %o
the arbitration. I 30 not know asto how the othars fsel about
it.

I have, at the same time, pointed out in one of my
letters that if all are asreed in respeet of issues (i1), (111)

ard (iv) as listed in your letter if March 6} that may 1tself

provide the basis for a settlement, without reference to any

arbitrator,

Tesue (1) wonld cartainly be a matter of prineiple
for both the Council ard mysalf. At the same time, I am not

keen on pusuing it unless there can he 3 very early decision.

...2




I have already reforped
role of the D.G. (Vigilance) 1n
is working irn the same bullding. We should know asto what he
will do once the case is withirawn from the court, The
matter has bean referred to him by the Sarkar Committee and
he is expected tc make seme report or recommeniation. In any
cage, he should know some thing abeut what we are tryinz to do,

He may be apgreesble to treating the matter as closed once we

come to soms settlement,

eariy advice azbouh

>

ncerely,

SUBR AEMANY AN)




PADDY’PRQ?F’“‘nvﬁ??""mFH CENTRE,
MODERM RICE MILL., 4
VUAYAFURAI 610108 (TAMIL NADU.)

20/11/72

PER S0 NAL/CO NP IDE NTT AL

Dr. Y. Nayniamma,

Director=Ceneral and Secretary to the Govt.
Council of Secientific & In” istrial Research,
Bafl Marg, NEYW DELHI .1,

Dear Dr. Rayudamma,

6

writing this with reference to your D.0.No,
DG/Pg/72 4%47/23/72 anml the subsequent correspondence and
also my personal requests in respect of an early settlement

of the issué of the royalty.

In his order of 20/4/89, the then Vice-President
(Dr. V.K.R.V. Rao) had demanded an explanation from two of the
officers of the CFTRI for their act of prevarication of signing
two contradictory statements. If they had been called up to
11 and their statements obtained, they would have admitted
the truth and there would have bean no scope for one of them

going to Court against the Vice-Pregident's orders.

As the consequence of the above, the ease has dragged
on for more than thfee years. The object of going to Court was
to stall the implementation of the Minister's orders and that
has been amply fulfilled. If the object 1s to sift the truth

and to punish any offenier, that has been'practically defeated.,

Some time ago, I was advised that I may leave a Will
so that, in the event of my passing away before the Court case

is declded, any payment to be made in accordance with the

judgment may be rendered easy. That is a cyﬁical way of




also summarises the present

trends.

The edrlier corresponience and other papers relating
to the subjeet go back to the fifties. It never occurred to me
that a recommendation made by one Executive Council amd accepted
by the Minister would be changed by the next Executive Couneil
which met only a yvear later. 1t did not also occur to me take
copies of the relevent papers. I coudd take up the subjeect with

the GCouneil only some time after my return to the country.
¥ -«

Being born mortals, every onre is destlined to die
time. -I do not know asto when my turn will comej but I ah trying
to keep such thoughts in the background by applying my mind to
problems of urgent, national fmportance. At the same time, I

cannot help a deep feeling of sorrow that the chances of sifting

the truth are receding into the background.

Barly payment of the share of royalty would naturélly
be important to me. It would be still more so to the loyer
paid staff. The Council has already got the accumulated amounts
of the past four years., The royalty itself would be payable for

only 2 or 2 years moree.

The royalty case 1s one which you have inherited. You
have presently much bigger issues to deal with. You have already

done your best to expedite the decision through arbltration.

-

Judging from the trends, itis not likely to materialise. If

notbihg is possible, I would thank you to advise me to that effeet.

My current major interest is that of going on with

some useful work and getting a fair measure of assistance for

~the Research Centre at Tiruvarur. As things stand, all the
‘aggistapee which I am now getting will'éeése’on 91/2/73. ’I do
fﬁot;yét know;whetherithe Foodlcofpbrétion of India will provide
éhy aésistancerafter that date. In any case, I would like to

eee?







Tel: Care * F?ERITION  Vijayapuram - Thanjavur. Phone: 576

PADDY PROCESSING RESEARCH CENTRE,
Modern Rice Mill,

Vijayapuram (P. 0.), Tiruvarur-610108,

Tamil Nadu, INDIA.

Dr. V. SUBRAHMANYAN,
PROJECT HEAD.

Pr. Y, Hayudamma,

Director~Coneral and Secretary to Govi,,

Coumeil of Seientifie and Industrial Remr@h,
Rafi Harg,

HEY ;:gwtn!&

¥y dear Dr. Nayudamma,

By yestaerday's post, I have addressad t0 you a formal
latter offering to surreander whatever portion of the royaliy which
may still be due to me g0 am to be utilised by the Counecil for the
improvement of the educationsal health or soecisl samenities of the
lower paid staff in soms institutions and particularly the CPTRI,
Hysore, I heve made the offer unconditional and have made a speci-
fie request that neither I nor any menber of my family may be
concerned with the manner of utiliseation of the fundis nor benefit
by them,

I au hoping that the Couneil will kindly secept the offer,
The enly fevours whieh I now seck are that the Couneil will gene-
rously help %o expedite action and %o get the contridutions
exenpted from paymant of %ax.

The decisgien tc contribute my share for the benefit of some
onuses had been taken some timo sgo in consultation with my late
wife. Tou may kindly resall my having spoken to yon sabout it at
our last meeting, Unfortunstely, she passed away suddenfly and I
could take the action only after her death,

Following ny meetinz with you on 16/8/73, I had addressed
a letter to Shri M.R. Chandrasckhara, the Plaintiff in the Court
case. I enclose herewith a copy of the letter which I hod addressed
to him, The proposals which I had made are in the nature of a
ompronise between the decisione of 1963 and 1964 and, from what I

can gather, some of other beneficiaries are sgresable to 1%, Shri
Chandrasekhara has acknowled -ed my letter, but has not yet conveyed




his reactions,

I have no further interest in the case, nor in
deriving any benefit for myself or any member of my family.
My only desire is that my former colleagues should kindly
help to arrive at a settlement, so that the money may be released
at as early a date as possible for the benefit Bf others. T
trust that they will appreciate my objeet and kindly help me
in my effort.

I would feel highly thankful if you could kindly take
some personal interest in my modewt proposal and help to expedi
early implementation.

With my best regards,

Yours sincerely;

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




Grams: CONSEARCH Phones: 383652 & 388169

Ilt‘{ COUNCIL OF SCIENTIFIC & INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH
RAFI MARG,

M No .DG/PS/74 //

Prof. Y. NAY UDAMMA
Secretary to the Govt.of India
8 Director General SIR .

Dear Dr . Subrahmanyan,

Many thanks for your kind invitation at
the marriage of your son. My wife joins me to
offer our hearty greetings and warm congratulations
and all good-wishes to the newly wedded couple.

I could appreciate your feelings in regard
to the royalty for the baby food. 1In fact,
I feel mostwhappy that I could do little about
it for so many years. Mr. Chandrashekhara
appears to have an extraordinary capacity to
change his mind often, and he has been requested
hot to waste our energy and effort in future.
He now does not want an arbitrator, he has a
new set of conditions and he wants me to get
this approved by all others. I am afraid,
this is a task which I am not prepared to undertake.

I very much regret my inability to expedite
this case under these circumstances.

With kind regards,

Yours sincerely,

Dr. V.Subrahmanyan, &gip ) Ma)

Project Head, — S5
___ paddy Processing Research Centre,

Modern Rice Mill,

Vijayapuram PO,

Tiruvarur-610108
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iayudanns,

an highly thanikPul to you oy your kind

I i ?}%t*“; %M»‘W@h'? ive md gratetul for the gonoroun
st the royally Lsens setiled guickly.
. ;Eihiliiama s wo should all

s that vou have hoan

% ¢ k‘ L WE‘ ”&4,,1 PF
had sore a z?m an *}fﬂs@;? i@? date % = itlanent
eninent Juriet, wo should aov otiok %0 1% o
Aacisione.

1 have sont o

ecopy of my reply o Thrd Ohandwarekhinra %o
the Seeretary CUIE for purposas

of rooord,
I heve ougrectad to r, W, %@in%mg fTerner oiontiet ¥
mﬂé now a rotired salisntist at the T to hawe 2 pareonal talk with
handrasekhara and %o axplain the m@umﬁim“ to hin, 1 aan only
2t “Bel Ohandeaveibars wi1) 2ot owver hie MMWMH@ and agre
, snally to srhitvation by on indsremdent Juris ; :
@ﬁﬁﬁﬂim e

With wy renewed thanke snl wmra rogams,

Toure eineerely,




Dre Yy Nayudanna,

Director-Cenoral afid Secretary to Govt.,
f"‘mmf‘i" of Selentific & Indunetrial Research,
Dy F oyl

afl el |

H B 2 DELHY -1,

letter d¢.8/4/74, I received a
OChandrasskhnara en sl{a ”*i*‘tg 2 copy
28 /’”’/74 as addresced to him by Shri Z.0. Trighmamrthi,

&

I note that the CSIR will not take any Turther initiative

in respoct of arbitration unlesse fhiri Chandrasekhara oives his written
and accepts the terms preseribed by the CSIR., At the =ame time, the
CHIR will have no objection t¢ Hhri Chandrasekhmra pgetting the cone
currence of all concerned %o a compromise formula provided it is
propeyly drafted by thelawyers {rom the two siden.

Under the circumciances, I have, personally, no ohjction
to the compromise provided thri Chandrasekhara adh@ras to the tems
which he had previously agreed %o, Ee has already changed the inter-

protation and got the signatwrae of seven people in and aromnad MNysore
for his propoeal. |

Yhatever be the reason, he is obviously wneasy ahout the
outeome of arbitration, I 4o mot ser much point in my pressing for
arbitration under the cfroumstances, I have, at the same time, thought
it necessary to mske my views clear in respect of the compromise fore
mula, 411 payments to be mdde afier the Minieter's order of 30/4/69
will have to be made according o the mode of dlstribution recommended
by the Txeentive Council in 1967 and which was also approved by the

sees 2
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then Vico-President of the r:*m.

I encloce herewith a copy of a letter sddresced by me
to Siri Chandrasekhara,

With my beet regards,

Yours sincerely,
(V. SUMRARMANYAN)

P.ls

It is rather saddening to think that the faira Cooperative

Union has also taken advaniage of the situation, It im= now
paying, royalty on lese than one-third of its produvetion on

he plea that the method recommended by ue was only roller
drying whereas the bulk of their present production is the
gpray-dried product. Our first product, which we also used

for all our evalution studies was a syray-drisd product made at
imend. Ve had recommsnded roller drying only as an immedinte
means o ensure adegquate shelf 11fe shen ga® packing was not
adeguste or available, The "RDU di4 raise this issue on the
bagis of factual materdals that I had provided, but did not
follow it upe The CPTRY doeps not aleo seem to have followed

up the matter, That is the way of the Yorld and I have given
up worrying about sueh maiters, The CPIR and the WRDC ma, _
however do well to look into the terms of the agreemsnt with the
Kaira Cooperative Milk Produgers'Union in respect of this
process, 1 do not think that we have speéified that only roller
drying chould be afdopted, ™he agreement wae not showm to me by
the "RDC at the time when 1t was prepared,

(V. SUPRATDMANTAN)




