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Dear Thri Chandrasekhars,

Your letter of 5/4, topether with the snclosure, was
received here dwring my absence fronm statifm. Iwae in ¥Madras on
the 9th, In Mysore on the 10th 2nd baeck again in JMadras on the
11th befeore returning %o thie place on the 12%h morming. Prier to
By viziting Wyecre, I had written 4o Dr. Svaninathan snd alse had
a peoling with him en the evening of the 10ths 1 had however no
time to moet my lawyer or sny one else in regard to the natter,

I had ment ip advance toc Tr. Swaninsthan a letder d4t.
70/3/7 4 which I received from the DOSTR, Ag, in *E“xm, aonveyad
to m0 the glet of vhet Thrd Kridhnamrthi had eomveved in his
letter 44.28/5/74, I encloso herowith a copy of the latter waich
I had reocoivad from the 1.4,

Raading hetween the contents of the two laotters, it is
my improssion that, haviug already tireulated s propomal for ardite
ration, the CZIR wz!]z} not take any Turther initiative in proposing
any ocompromise Pformulal Tt may not however oppote any progosel for
gompronice If the initiative fio tsben by you 2nd it conforme %o the
requirensnts stipnlated in Ml Kricmamurthi'e letter.

I d¢ not know astc what proposals you have made and what
the seven people in lysore have aor@sd to. I uay meniion however
that the compromise formila outlined in vour letter of 25/35 is not
the same me what I had proposzed and to vwhich you had also agreeod,

I had proposed thet all paysents 4o be nade after the FHinicster's
order of 50/4/69 sbould be asccording the R.0%s recommsnd-tion of

1963« You had agreed to 1%, I I romember wight, the IR
ukke sny paynent during 1969,

The OSIR had made paymente upto a certain pericd, The
mogney payable after that period if now with the CSIR., According
%:@ the terms that you had agreed o, the meney now available with
the CTIR and any %o be received later will be divieible aceording
to the 1963 decision,

tha above ac an mﬁmrwgﬁm 20 as %o
I have no porsonsl intereet in the
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amount involwved as I bave ¢ 37 proposed %o give 1t awny for
gertain esuton,

I have alvezdy sonver-of ny agroement %o the proposal
itration on the tarn: proposed by the CSIR, I an
ahle to g compronios =g m@aﬁﬁﬁ botween the benefie
provided the details ars glesr snd wmeouivosal and will
sad %0 any fazrthzﬁ- ﬂmgli; o even 1litigation, The bert
oo will be o have the ywordinge drat™ted by the lawyers
: iy ihie lotier 4L.28/3/78, I 1%
hatl aorsed mm, the lawvers

}*.—\

les il ;WJ "m'? y«

gopeal fulis

10 dralt 4the 1atlor %o

that shonld give relasted
marite or denerits of arbibrae
one of the participante is
abm 4 @mtwﬁ" arbitration as the nosnes of pettlement,
“rom iifi’%f*i ¥ys ‘ﬁfmzﬁ*ﬂzi* letter of 28/3 will
e the letter vith the propoe
that thay wuld sonvev
prente befors a cortedr dnle, 1T the lowers thome
ean cironiat g 1utPor, 1% nay b2 betior in ocsrtain

wavi.

fuch &4 ayprach vill bs
now abroad will not othe
an
Thay will
, BOW CO0TI0 Ghe
1‘3@ monayy but they may be more :‘mg’aﬁamed
ga in the comnitmont - from arbitration by
compromics forouls a6 azren’ bHotwesn one of
the nard miwmts They muet know that the U8R has no ohjection
to acoeniing a conp raala a8 reachad beltwesn individuals
ag au alternative to ¢ Fion.

I an sending a copy of thie lotter $o ny lowyer. IT I
remonbor right, he also represente the CHIR and Tr, P | ;
he and your lawyer can got to 'ﬂ.*wr, & workabhls procedure oan be
svolveds They should have befor: them the Toermmia which we had
agreed upon, so that it will thon be only a matter of wording the
proposals They should also convey your written conourrencs for
the withdrawal of {he case from the CJourts The othors esncerned
thould alec eomvey that they vwill not start say 1itisstion after
the compromice formula is asreed unon. see ¥
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Dear Thri Chandrasekhara,

Considering the trends in the recent correspondenes, I
have now begun %o feel that even the drafiing of the "form of consont’
by the two advecates may become a longw-drawn procece mless we ean
both mest with then and »rovide then with tho neewmssary suide linen,
There is a falr chanes that 1T the twe afvocates would kindly agroe
%o take the initliative and provide the dackgrom? Information, all
concerned Ay agres.

I have been suggesting to Ir. Swaninathan tmt he may
maet with youy but, even that, may not be very offective mless we
can provide some thing tangible for the lawyers to act on,

o

i have sugmasted %o my Inwrer - who also reprasentes the
CEIR and Dr. ,an»%zatia - that you and I may have a meeting with him amd
your lawyer, along with Dr, Omwinothan, sone time towards the omd
of thic month or even sarly next month, ¥e should have ample margin
of time for finding a free date and slso to make travel arrangements,
Ve may all meet a8t some place solectad by the twe advocates in Myveore

The mesting may not tale mmch time as we have already
eleared moat of the gromnd. Ve have only fo Jeoide on $he wording

of the foym of consent in such & remner asto make it accaptable $o
all the others concerned,

Yhan drafting the form of sonsent, the lewrers should mke
1% clear thet, though 4% had been proposed earliier 4o hove an arbite

CIIR hons no objection to an alternative Torn of setilew
ment ao mitnally sgreed upon belween the different participmtisg
that we have no Turther intersel in the part issuesy that we recoge
nize and goeceapt ps Linal a1l distridutions a8 o far nade; thad
the payments %o M :maa in the future, including the money now
withheld by the CHIR, will be on the basis of the .0's reconmenda-
tion of 1963.

Instead of meating aﬁ 1itigants, we may meet ag fiendse
interested in finding a guick and mutually acceptables eolntion,
When we meet Tace $o fage in a spirit of goodewill, a1l doubtes and
diffidence will disappear. The lawyers will also forget that they
are representing Aifferent sides an? Ao their best to halp un,

You may have already unoted that in ny offer fo surrander
my share for the benefit of certmin institutionss T have left .. 2




P

all the residuary benefit to the VPRI, Tt 1¢ not materia) 4o me
vhether I gel more or less; but 1t 48 the CPMT « anfd partienlarly
the lower pald otaff - who will bBenefit to a groater or lecs sxtent,

Planse do consult with your lawyer, who uay alao eontact
my lawyer, for fixing a convenient date or oven & range of dates
and Informing ue in advance. I will econe to dysore for the meoting,
Tou may aleco kindly arrange it aceordingly.

Thanking you for kind, carly alvise and with my dest
ragarde,

Tours gincerely,

(V. STERAIETYAN)

-

hat the Salra Coope Milk Produsers Tnion
ieos than a third of 449 total production.
that the »oyaltly ie payadle only o £he roller
profh They pesm %o havo forgetten that the first produet
made at inand was the spray-dried vroduct and that 1+ was this which

was used for all eyalmiions, 4t that time, they had not perfaeted

%aﬁagaﬁkim? and we folt that the produet would have hetier chalf
i1fe 41t F soart vith roller dryinge This w1l not mas

had not thought of or omittsd %o iy spray drying.

The RRDC 444 ralse thir iowne mome years ago when I ws
Adviver to the Yovt, of India, I oxplained the ponition I 49 not
Enow whether a similar reference had haen made o the PRI, Yhate

3

gver bo the peason, the RO 447 not pursawe the mattar,
# %

‘hough I had initiated all the 4alks, stertine with Seth

Yasturbhal Lalbhai (who war then (halrman of the NRDC), the NRNC

4id not chow me the ternms of agreenont with the Zaira Union., I have
sugreatold to the CFIR that the toras may now be studied +» see
whether thers is any epecifie relersnce to the exelusive use of
roller drying. Om the basis of 1%, the !R0C may make a fresh
approach to the Xaira Union = if thers {2 a ease, The Tnion may ad
least make a contribution towards the welfare of the otalf of CPMRI,

(V. SORABMATYAY)
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Dated 25 Mgrch 1974,

o’

Dear Dr,Subrahmanyan,

As possibly you know, I heslitated to sign the agree-
ment regarding the arbitration, “y reasons were; after having
spent considerable money and effort Xxfor getting a court deci=
sion, theréewas no purpose going for arbitration ‘2) arbi-
tration is final and there 1s no appeal against it (3)arbitra-
tion proceedings will be held in Yelhi and not in Mysore.

When I went to Delhi recently, I met the DG and put forward ny
earlier suggestion of compromise, Since you had also agreed to
this earlier, I suggested to the Dg that the CSIR sholild get the
consent 4f all the parties for compromise and close the issue gs

early as possible., ‘he compromise I have suggestedis a=s follows;

(ad the royalties will be distributedy according to the formula
in practice till the end of 1969 (b)frcm 1970 January, the
formula will be changed tothat prescribedin the E6 meeting of 8
1953, (c) all other matters argising out of this will be consid
dered closed by allx the parties concerned. If you also feel b
that we can bring the matter to a close as suggested above, +
would request you to write to the DG conveying your consent.

Trusting that this finds you in the best of health
and with kind regards,

I am yours faithfully,
Dr,V,Subrahmanyan,

M R (&NU\/\«\OQ/\L\ (\‘ JZLK___,.__,
Project fead, |

Paddy Processing “‘esearch Centre
Modern Rice Nill

Vi jayapurum, (P.0.)

Tiruvarur 510108

Tamil Nadu.




“hrd #,%, Chandraseihars,
53y Thirtesnth Orosg Road,
Halleswaran,

; 5 APEE, 7 . )
Degr il Chandrasskharay

T am sorry for the delay in sckmowledzing your lettor of
25/3/74.

It 12 quite some Yime since T forwarded ths propomsl for a
ecoupromise along the lines which T had preposed snd to which you
had aleo agreed, The Director-foner:l, vhom I met later in Delhd,
pointad out ¥'at any much compronice, ag resched between two indie.
viduale, may not be accepinile %o othore and may even load to
farther litigation.

Jo then relterated his sariier prosoma]l for arbitration by
ant eninent Jurist and %o which some of me, Including youreelf, had
agreed nt =sn earlier date (1972),

Tellowing this, we bad 211 received the comunicetion from
tha Deeretary 7UIR asking us %o state whather we are soresadls %o the
arbhiteation on certain torsme, I have already conveved my concurrence.

e are all anxlious to have the matier o2ttled e guickly
ae poseible, The D.0. is eartalin Yo chooss s eninent Jurist who
¥ill approach the subjeet with an open mind, The latter will 1ike
to have a free handl in respect of the newmer in whioh he will oot
about his fenetion,

I have pereonally no oxperiense of any srbitration, 1 do
not Inmow whether thers will be sy thing like srbitration procsedings
or whathe® 1% will be in Dellhi or Dangaleve,

rne 2




In spite of his precccupations, the N,0. had taken intersst
in helping us to get the matter cettled quickly out of comrt. He
is now muggesting a proeedure io which we had previously agroed.

With the sbove as the baokground, I do not sse muech
point in approasching him again with the compromise proposal whieh
he does not coneider to be legally proper. If we ha! agreed to the
arbitration in 1972, 1t will be equally binding on us ‘o accept it
in 1974. ¥We have t0 repose confidence in him and leave it %o him
todo what he considers to be proper.

¥ith kind regards,

Youre sincerely,

T ATIOF 8 B AT
(V. SUBRARMANYA X)
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Thandrassitharay

-

T am sorey for the dolay in seimowielsing your letter of
2515/

1% 12 gulie some iiwe oince 1 Torvarded the progpoml for a
gompromice along ®o linee which T had proposed and to which you
had also agreeds The Timsetor-fonor:), whon T mof Iater in Delhi,
pointasd mé ot sany moh coproniss, sp reschad botwsen teo indie
vidaale, sy no® e aceceptalklie S0 othore and may even load to
farther 1itiaation.

Je then vellterated his sarliior provosl Tor arbifration by
sn endnent Jurist and %o which sone of usy lnclunding youreslf, had
arrsed 2t = ssrlier date (19721,

Tellowins this, we had 211 recelival the comvunioation from
- $he fhoretory 7810 adklng v % flate whether we are sgreeadle %o the
arbi mtim on gertain torme. I hove almady conversil ny concurYeRon,

s nre all anxious %0 have ﬁws matisr sottliad ne guickly
as poonibles, The D.G. is5 certain te choovs on solnent Jurist sheo
vill approaoch the subhjeet with an opan mind. The Iatter will 1ike
$o have a Troe hand In vespeet of T maswer In which he will sot
about hic fumetion,

I bave paveonally no exporience of say srbitwation, I do
not knoy whethor there will be my thing like abitvation prossedin
or whothey 1t will Bo in Delhi or Dangalore,




In spite of his preocoupat taken interest
ue to got the matter tlekly out of eowrt, He

reaeting a procedure we had previously sgreed.

above s the bhaokground, I do n soe mach

point in approaching him again wi sompronice propoesl which
he does not comeider % be legnlly proper, b |
arbitration in 1972, 1t will be egqually binding on use

in 1074, fe have %o

agreed to the

te accapt it
ropoce confidence in him and lonve it te him

todo whnt he considers to be propor,

¥ith kind repgards,




1'30,53 XILELE Cros sS85
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April 5, 1974.

Dear Dr. Subrahmanya

a vc‘fj,' pleasant
> the bride

us agree, the r
Subsequently I h:v,d
}lyso;«i’e including Dr,

reed to the proposal put forward by me.

the cor oy of the letter of Shri
substs au‘l ate what I have mentioned above,

'i_,

Unless the plk, sal is pushed thro 7, 1L am afraid
will again end up with a st"«lm.bp. As ave already written
you I am not happy sbout arbitration, f the arbitration

eld @ at Jelv;L, it is possible that it ma

because the case may not be presented in the proper perspective.

Under the circumstances, if you also feel that we should bring

an.’ end to the litigation, you may kindly cons1 der the alternative
proposal of compromise end write to D,G indicating your consent

to the same. I hope this finds you in the best of health.

r—L gm. ﬁo rs sinter ol;§
: Q \ € &, \L,L\ :/& &\

{ D 4
Dr¥-Subrahmanyan, M.R. Chandrasefhara)
Head, Paddy Processing Research Centre
Modern Rice Mills, TIRUVARUR,

With kind regards,

f "‘l Q,
9 vecriwed T o paumet pipuad VyStoen
\

poofll tu tyle Do Mwm fhuy & 2 IR:




M. R. CHANDRASEKHARA — - 53, XII Cross Road, Malleswaram
Bangalore, 560003,
Dated 22 April 1974,

Dear Pr,Subrahmanyan,

Thank ypu for your two letters of 13.4,74 and

15.4. 74,

The DG.SIR and the Chief(Admn) have both agreed to
consider the proposals of compromise, I have put forward,
The proposals have already been sent to you in my letter
dated 25.3.74. I had written to you in my letter of 25.9.73
that the condition for compromise could be only on the
basls that there can be no modification of the existing
pattern of paymenggp to 1969. and any change could only
be prospective to “that date., i.e. from 1970. I have not
changed this stand.

I have suggested this as a compromise because
several of the other participents have also expressed their
concern over the long drawn out litigation. I am also not
anxlous to have litigation aganist CSIR, I would never have
taken recourse to legal action aganist CSIR, if they had nef
been so unjust as to issue a mandate aganist me without any
other consideration except to be vindiq&}ive.

‘ I have no doubt that in the research work on Amul
Paby Food, the major portion of the work was done by
Dr,Swaminathan and file. It is only on this consideration
ﬁhat the Executive Council awarded a higher ghare to me.

t no time diddplead before the Executive Council or any
individual, that I should be given such Zand such a share,
1 am prepared to forego a part of my sharem of the royalties
from 1970, I expect that the others also will show a

similar consideration. I am sorry I cannot change my stand
now, I am not anxious to attend any meeting to resolve this
now.I have alpeady consulted most of my colleagues at Mysore
who have shown a remarkable degree of compromise. If the
compromlse cannot come through on the basis suggested now,

I am afraid I have no other g0 except to request my lawyer
to continue the proceedings., I will be very sorry for this,
not only from my point of view, but also flor the sake of mkRq
others, who are in greater need of the money. 1 am still
hoping that you will agree to this, so that we can finish

it early. :




The question of royality on the spraydried baby
food was discussed in detail some time back,
Opinion then that the CSIR should not take ‘any legal action
ow’ the KDCMPU, because of the good relations we have always
had with them. I am stéll of the same opinion,

With kind regards,

I am yogrslgﬁiqperely
M et el o flin

/
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shrd ¥R, Chandraseihara,
53, Thirteenth Croes Road,
ﬁallﬁa”m?ﬁm

%@@93.

Dear fhri Chandrasekhara,

I delayed roplying %0 your letter of April 22 because
I wae anxious to Tind a method of approach that will mininmise the
need for any controversy or difference of opinion or interprota-
tion over the lomne.

I enclose herewith a copy of my letter dated 4/5/74
az addressed to my lawyer.

aving oxplained the position, I have now left it o
the two lawyere %o draft the “orm of consent In my sanner which
they consider to be proper. I have stated my preparedness to
acespt my wording which they may both agree wpon.

I have aloe suggestod that the two lawyers mesy jointly
take the Initiative in efroulding the form of consent, Thore
should aleo be pome proamble to explain why the earlier proposal
of the UIIR inrespect of arbitration is not being pursuel, If

wover the lawyere are of the opinion that you should tabke the
iﬁi*i. ive in clrculating the form of consant as drafted by then,
I would be guite azreseable %o 1t.

¥ith the present difficuldies and delaye in mail transit,
I do not imow apto whem this letter will veach you. I sm hoping
however that my letter 4:,4/5/74 has already reached =y lawyer,
I am glse sending him a eopy of this letter, I truct that the
Baggestione which I have made will be Tomd to be eonstructive mé
will be soted upon. The lawyers may, in all probability, like
o refer o the law Officer of the CTIR before finding their
wording and evolving a procedure for clireulating the form of
caaa@ntg




any wording
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e Uhandrasekhara,
ﬁm% Croee Road,

BB 0003 .

Dear ‘hri Chandrasokhara,

I delayed replying %o youwr lottor of April 22 bSecnuse
I wae gaxious te Tind a mothod of approsch that will mininise the
nead Tor sny eontroverey or 4ifforencs of opinion or Inteorprote-
tion over the ispue,

I anclose hevewith a copy of my letter doted 4/5/74
af addronsed to my lawver,

laving arplained the pooltion, I have now loft 1% to
the tire lawyere to dralt the Torm of concent in sy =anner whieh
they consider to be proper. I hawe pisted my preparednces to
aconpt oy wording which they may both agree uwpon,

I ave also sugpected that the two lawyers may jointly
%&k& the Initiative in efroulding the fovm of comsent, There
should aleo be scme preamble %o explain vhy the sariier propemal
af the CUIN Inmwepect of arbltration ir not being puroned, I
Whowewer the lawyere are of the zﬁmim that you thonld t4abke the
initiative in elire:lating the Tors of concent ars drafied by them,
I would be guite asresnbls to 1t.

Hith the present difTienlitier and delaye in mall transit,
I do not Imow apto when this lotter will renth you., I = hoping
however that ny lotter 4%.4/5/74 hao already machoed oy lavver.
I am aleo sending %5@ a cony of this letter, T trust iﬁmt the
tagpesiions which I hove nade will be foumd o be eonstruetive m4
will be soted upome The lawyers may, in 21) probability, like
to refer to the law 0f01ger of the TR before Tinding their
vording and evolving a procedure far ocliromlating the Torm of
conoont.
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Dear Tyl Chandraeskhiara,

: I delayed roplying %o your lotter of Apwil 22 deonuss
asaxious %o Tind a method of eporoach that will minintise the
1w controversy or d4ifference of opinien or intovorolae
- is:‘m over the 1ssuo,

sy dated 4/5/74
as addroosed to wy lawvyer.

5

the two ?wyvm w ‘%m% the Torm m? aon szmm% iﬁ My mamnany w;g?%itm
they econzider 4o be propeve I huwe shtateld ny pyeparvedncse o
aceapt =y wording which they =ay both sgres wpon.
I have aloo suggested that the two lavysrs may Jointly

take the Initiatlive in elreulding the foras of eoncomt, “hore
ghould alee be some preashle te erplain why the sariior proposal
of the UUIR Inmwapeet of arbitration ie not being pureuved, I?
howevor tThe lawysre sro o the opinion that you should <
inditistive 1o eclrenlaiing the Jom of consent ar Arafted by &

be quite asrosable o it.

mall transit,
3 vhen this 1@@; bay roagh you., I sm hoping

however hat wy | ar AL4/5/74 hae %Bmf%“ﬁ}? roachaed oy inuyer.

I am aloo mwﬁi&w him a eopy of this lettar, T trust that the

migpestionse whieh I hove made will be Toumd to be emsiruetiss

will be seted npom. The lawyers nmay, in all probability, 1’@%

to refeor to the law Offiesr of o i bolawre Tindl the

wordine and evolving a pmesiure for cirmdating the form o

conoant,
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%m Helly %%mgmmkham,
Hg i %imthh Croee Rond,

Pear hri Thandrabekhars,

I am thankful %0 you for your latter of 20th inst, mad the
snelosed copy of the asgreerent Tor settlement as spprovad hy the two
1AWTOTE. "

I have slready agreed to accent any asresmant as resched
;}@im%l:; by the twe lawyers, 1 an sccordingly signiag the paper aad
. sending 1t %o the %"" of Adminietration (%ri X.0, Tristmamarthi)
a'f the C8lH.

I trust that, on the basis of the above an? other similar
paper signed by the other defendante, the lawyere ¢an report shout the
sottlouent o the Court at 1te sitting on 12/9/74.

A%t leaznt three of the def ﬁnﬂmm AYS NOW m%giéa the emntry,
I hope that you have alr-ady contaocted them, Their coneurrence will
aleo be nesded, There isa falr chance that they may ssrse 17 you
- oould explain the bacipround te them and also convey that a1l of ue
in Tniis Lave agreed to accept ihe propoml ee a £ basir *faar satile nend,

¥ith many t’bmg% for your k:l;a@ Intovent and efforis and with
uy bheot w&ﬁ&&!,

Yours rineerely,

- (¥, SRR aTEYAR)
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M. R. CHANDRASEKHARA 53 XIII CROSS RD7 Malleswaram
Bangalore, 560003
Dated 20 June I974.

Dear Dr, Subrahmanyan,

I am enclosing herewith a copy of tne agreement as approved
by the two lawyers, i.€., gri, Krishnarao and Sri.M.R.Narayanaswamy.
I will be much obliged if you can kindly sign this and send it to
Sri.Krishnsmurthi of CSIR. The court has adjurned the case to I2th
July when either the settlement has to be reported or the trial
has to be star.ed. Hence I request that you may kindly send this
to CSIR early. '

Trusting that this finds you in the best of health and
with kind regards,

1 am yoursg sincerely,

MR o d, fur

(M.R.Chandrasekhara).




1 ‘hereby agree that so far as the distribution

of Royalties is concerned all the parties interested therein shall be
governed by the order dated 23/26.7.65 up till the end of the year 1968,

and by the order dated 1.9.I963 coupled with the order dated 30.4.69
from the year I970 onwardse.




PADDY PROC:SC“TI””””F”PH CENTRE
MOCEFRNRICT MILL,
VILJAYAFURAN 610108 (TA’LNADUJ

Ir.V. SUBRAHMAYYAN, :
Project Hoad. 2henlimnTd o

fhri K, Chandrasekhara,
hMa«m*h Croce Rond,

Pear Shri Chandrabekhara,

T sm thankful to you for your lattar of 20th inst, and the
enclosed copy of the agrserment for cettlement as approved by the twe
lauwyere,.

I have already agreed to mocept any agreenent as reached
jointly by the two lawyers, I am accordingly esigning the paper and
sending 1% te the Chief of Administration (fri E.0. Eriehnasurthi)
of the CIIH.

I ¢ruct that, on the basis of the above and other similar
paper eigned by the other defendants, the lawyers ean report about the
settloment to the Court at 1%e sitting on 12/9/74.

it leant three of the dofendonts are now outside the caniry,.
I hope that you have alr-ady contacted them, Their concurrence will
also be needed, There isa fair chance that they may agree i you
eould explain the backgroun? %o them and alse convey that a1l of ue
ia Indis have agreed *o m;pm;at the proposal as a £ basis Tor settle ment,

¥ith many thamkg for your kind interest and efforts and with
sy hsot wiches,

Yours sincerely,

&ﬂx

A —

/
(Ve SUDRADIANYAN)
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M. R. CHANDRASEKHARA
53 XIII Cross Ro d, Malleswaram
Bangalore, 560003.
Vatea 12 Jduly 1974.

@«

vear Sri.krisunsmurthi,

Along with uy letter«da ed 20%h June, 1 sent

a reemeanlbs signed by eight of my colleagueés. Dr.V.Suurahman;
wrote to me lzter that he had aiso seant his a_reement (o
On the same Gay that I wrote to Dr.Jubrahmanyan, I wrotle
prs.Paipua, shatis and Harayanarao also, requesting. the:
their agreemeats also.to you. 1 hope they have done 380.

wWill be much obliged to y u if yo. can kiadly expedite
matter now.

Than:ing you and wi.h kind regards,

1l am yours siancerely,

(M.R.Chandrasekhara)

Copy to Dr.V.Subrahmanyan for kind information.

wt&_%k.k&\ubbyjl i&&xﬁw__

(M.R.Chandrasekhqra).
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M. R. CHANDRASEKHARA 53, XIII Cross Road, Malleswaram,
: Bangalore, Dated 25 August 1974.

Dear Dr,.Subrahmanyan,

Thank you for your two le.ters and the telegram,.
I met Dr.Parpia when he came to Bangalore. We had a detailed di-
scussion regerding the statements to ve given. Finally he
agreed in principle to the statement as proposed now. But he
felt that the actual wording as proposed now has to be changed.
+ requested him to discuss this with the Dg and let me have the
final format, He has sent that now to me. I am enclosing a copy
of the same to Sri.Krishnamurthi of CSIR, to find wut whether
we can gelt this again signed by all, I am enclosing herewith
a copy of the same, so that you can also expedite the reply
from CSIR. I can only hope that my other friends will not blame [TV
for requesting them to sign statements one after the other.

Trusting that this finds you in the vest of health and
with kind regards,
X —, 1 am yours singerely,
Y\ \\K = (ﬁ EoAancs .-(S( ( (‘( L
- N AN NAN AL AL /\ AANA

(M.R.Chandrasekhara).
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28th August, 1974.

Ref . No.

;é.i MR, Chandrasekhars,
Thirteenth Cross Road,
ileswar&m,

Desy fhri Chandrasekhars,

I am thankful to you for your letter of 25/8/74 and the
encloeed draft,

It i® oy impression that the two lawyarﬂ‘pr&pared the very
bfrief statement eo as to avold any fresh technieal or legal issua,
The caleulatione of the preportions and paymente to be made can be
‘easily done by the CPTRI office and checked up by the (IR office
before making the payments. The people concerned will also see that
they get the correct payments., 1If there is any under payment, one
¢can always raise the lssue with the disbursing officer,

The last statement about 'ever-riding' all the previous
oriers will lead to a justifiable query whether we, who are regarded
as litigant over an issue, are competent to sign a statement over-
riding the decisiont of Yinisters and others, As far as I can see,
all concerned, ineluding the U°IR wish te treat all past issuss as®
eldsed, This will also automatieally inelude all the pas’t orders,
By meking a pointed reference to them; we are virtually inviting
peeple think of the implications introducing such a sentence, In
the interests of all concerned, the best course will be to omit that
sengence, ' -

So far s I an concerned, I am no longer interssted in any
af the past issues, The only order whieh refers to nattere other
than the issue of the royalty is the one of 30/4/69 and I wish %o
assure you that I have ne desirs to mms them, The others will be

% still less interssted,

L 2




In viefw of the above, I would thank you to kindly move
Dr. Parpia to sign the draft as prepared by the twe lawyers, I had
agreedto accept the draft prepared jointly by them and I had done se
without going into further details, Any fresh draft, as new
prepared, will again have to be scrutinised by the Iaw Officer and
the two lawyers. All this, and also the consequential delays,

8
ﬁauhzs and queries, can be eliminated by accepting the draft
already prepared by the two lawyers.

With kind regards,

Yours sincerely,

(V. SUBRAHMANYAN)




28th August, 1974,
ﬂﬁf.ﬂ@u

Shri M.R, Chandrasskhara,
53 - Thirteenth Cross Bead,
¥a eeWnran,

BATCA TN e

Desr thri Chandrasskhara,

I am thankful to you for your letter of 25/8/74 and the
enclosad draft,

it is my iapresmion that the two lawyvers prepared the very
bfrie? statement so as to avoid any fresh techuieal or legal isme,
The oaleulations of the proporiions and payments to be made can de
easily done by the CPTRI office and checked up by the CHIR offiece
bafore maling the payrents, Thes people concerned will alse see that
they get the correct paysents, If there is any under payoent, one
ean always roise the issue with the Jisbureing officer,

The last statensent about ‘ever-riding® 211 the previons
orieres will lead to a justifieble gquery whether we, wvho avre regarded
ae litizunt over an issue, are conpetent to sign a statenont over-
riding the decisions of Ministers and others, iz far as I can ®ee,
all concernad, ineluding the T7TH wish te treat 2ll past ieseues ae
eldsed, Thie will aleo antomatically include all the past erders,
By making a pointed vreference to the:m; we are virtually inviting
people think of the implications introducing euch o sentence, In
the interests of all concerned, the besat course will be to omit that
sen@ence, =

So far as I am concerned, I am no longer interested in any
of the psast isenes, The only order which refere to ratters other
than the issue of the royalty is the one of 30/4/69 and I wish teo
assure yor that I have no desirs to raise them. The others will be
£til) less interested, e
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In viofw of the above, I would thank you to kindly reve
brs Parpia to sign the draft as prepared by the two lawvers, I had
agreedto sceept the draft prapaved jointly by them and I had done so
without going into fuarther details, iny fresh draft, as now
prepared, will again have %o be serutinised by the Iaw Officer and
the twe lﬁﬁ?&?ﬁ‘ All this, and also the comnsequentisl delays,
doul
'alv@ady prepared bg th& two 1zwy%rl

¥ith kind regards,

Yours sincerely,

(Ve SUSRAMMANYAY)




D+C.N0o.8/16/69-vig.

Chief (Admn.) &
Jt.3ecy. to the
Govt. of India,

(Ex-Officig)

gatfas ud staifrs ggganT alwag
COUNCIL OF SCIENTIFIC & INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH

a3 faset-9 e
NEW DELHI-l 223 . .o10a.......1974

Dear Dr., subrahmanyan,

Kindly refer to your letter dated
5.10.1974 regarding action on the basis of
settlement reached between the parties in
respect of 'Baby Food Royalty'.

I have been advised to inform you
that a copy of the court decree in the afore-
said matter is still awaited from our Advocate
at Mysore. Further action in the matter will
be taken on receipt of the same.

With my best regards,

Yours sincerely,

Ko

//( : S ({; 3 & L)ﬂ‘\ “‘v\,/\-v\j (LL 1]

—

( KoG. Krishnamurthi )

Dr. V. Subrahmanyan,

Project Head,

Paddy Processing Research Centre,
Modern Rice Mills,

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

Tamil Nadu (India).




-REF: No,

fhri ¥,6. Xrichnamurthi,
"Chief of Administration,

Council of Selentifiec & Industrial Research,
Rafi Marg,

HoY DRELUTw

Dear Shri Erishnamarthi,

Sab t= 0.5.00.,74 of 1969 in the Court of the Civil
Juldse at Mysore - Action on the basls of setile
ment reached between the parties in respect

I have been advised by my lawver, who also represents the
CeIe, that the Court has issued a decree accepting the terme of the
settlemant,

teg I wish to utilise the money for some charitable causes,
I would thank you and the Law Officer to kindly advise and help me.

1) The smounts payable to different individuals may please be
caloulated in accordance with the terms of the decree

2) I may be advised about the amount which would be payable to m
and also whether it would be paid by your office or through the
office of the CFTRI as in fthe past,

3) If tax exemption is possible, I my be advised sbout the steps
¢o ba taken, If that is not possible, the tax as in the case of
compeny dividende may be deducted at %he soures and the balance
paid t0 mes I will then distribute the money on a revised basis,

4) I have already decided to utilise a fair part of the mBney for the
benofit of the lower paid staff of the CFTRI, I do not know asto
what the amount will be, (¥hether it 18, T am writing %o enguire
whether the CSIR will also help by making a contribution,

I would feel thankful for ybur kind early advice in respect
of the above and any other related iseue which I may not have antici-

¥ith my appreciation of your courtesy and assistance,

Yours sincerely,

{V. SUDRAHMANYAN)




M. R. CHANDRASEKHARA No.53, XIII Cross Road,
Malleswaram,
Bangalore-3,

January 6, 1975,

Dear Dr. Subrahmanian,

I was very sorry to learn that you
had to undergo an operation and were ill for some
time., I had told Mr. N. Subramanian to meet you
when you came to Mysore and tell you that the
Royalty case has now been settled and you could
arrange for drawing the money after consultation
with the Director, C.F.T.R.I. I have also written
to him suggesting that he should disburse the dues
as early as possible. I hope you are taking the
necessary steps in this connection.

Trusting that you have now returned
to your normal health and with kind regards,

I am, ¥ours sincerely,

"3, ) 2 5 i 3
&”f y AN CANIN— AN W —
(M.R., Chandrase%hara)

Dr. V. Subrahmanian,

Project Head,

Paddy Processing Research Centre,
Modern Rice Mills, Vijayapuram,p,0,,
Raxkxffftz® Tiruvarur - 610108

T AMIL NADU,.




