My dear Minoo:
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¥r. Bhalla of the New India Assurance Co. called on me. What he had to

say was interesting. I give below a gist of his talk with me.

The Bank has served notice of motion on the Raja at Calcutta a week or
so back. The first time Mr.Bhaella met him in Calcutte he made a verbal
statement that these jeeps were the Raxtyxxs property of the Swatantre Perty
and hence he could not hand them over to the Bank or the Insurance Company.
And he therefore refused to take the notice of motion. He however was
compelled to take it but guve no receipt. The New Indig representative went
again and this time he gave in writing that he did not&\fgge the jeeps were.
en the New ia representative pointed out that tqu?he jeeps were in the ¢
arty office; he agre%g%ﬂr.ﬂhal la could take them ‘away but pleaded that
he did not have with keys and the registration book. The third time
Mr.Bhalls met him at Patna alongwith the court receiver from Bombay. In fpont
of the Court Receiver Remgarh made a statement(which was recorded by the Court
Receiver) stating that the Jeeps were the property of Bokaro Industries and
as such they and not he should be the defendent. Anyway the notice has been

served oa (l_qt—(« A v Aas N?“‘M“" :

I have/New India's representative for a copy of the Notice of Motion
which he has promised to deliver tomorrow. If he does I shall enclose it with
this letter.

D

Ramgarh gavg a leng cock and bull story about/he was being vi i
by the Swatantra,and that he had merely len{ his nome to the :;ﬁ::::i?;segtc
He was by turns aggressive and accommodating. At one stage he told the New g
Indf& man t? convey to Sir Homi Mody and Mr. A.U.Shroff that they had 'm{sus dt
their position to secure the credit for him. At another stage he pleaded witﬁ
Mr.Bhalla to request Hir Homi Mody to use his good offices. Ramgarh had
also recently written to New India stating that as soon as Mr.Keijriwal
elected he would pay Rs.One Lakh to the Bank and that the re;t gn b by
ollected from the Party. He said that all this was Mr.Masani's rpz : ibili
tc. The New India representative was frank with Ramgarh and oiﬁbggnsl e
hat by selling some of the hypotbecuted jeeps Ramgarh had comﬂitt E e
or which he could be further prosecuted. 2 b e

The two jeeps lying in the Party office hav i
he New India representative is u.ga.:'u}; [r oc 3edinget.:ele’:t.§:kiz E:SS:SSI?B Lo
he other jeeps. He came to see me to ask if we kmew anything ai 2 hOF&te
ocation. I regretted my inbdbility but did tell him as to whire E? ? el
were located during electiontime accordiﬁ%:fiia statement on thislzuggzgz

which websf racted from Ramgarh.;4bﬁﬁr/f

Mr. V.C.Vaidya also called m
_ e up and asked for assgi j i
zz; fefﬁs'-l ?ad to plead our helplessness. Mr.Bhalla mnzzzzzz ;E iocﬁtlng
o Eh him in Patna thet Mr. Janki Nandan Singh would bhe in g g
elp em. I told Mr.Bhallakk that he was welcome to approach §a§;:1;;§: e
I 296

gave him both the ﬁ
('W b 2 ﬂ?tﬁf_a unil Ua:_'bh&nga. addressed. St AdT ¥ Mf e MC, ;

Another thing Ram i
lamgarh is reported to h d !
:;: Ezz;awtir;ﬂtz? J?BPB were bhecause Mr.Magzﬁitﬁig E;igzgiltowgimtgut heddid
J rticular areas and as such he (Bhal iy
replied that he was not concerned with any thgrdnpt}.:%yakr?ﬁl:h::kh?i{:tq::il; -
8k wns
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to secure possession of the jeeps in lieu of repayment from Ramgarh.

Mr.Bhalla expressed his view that the Raja of Ramgarh was almost cortain
to involve the Party in the litigation that will now fol!ow. In fact he
is reported to have boasted to the Court Receiver that not ?nly.was_he
an expert at litigation but bhat he was a powerful persomality in Bihar
exemplified by the fact that he had got all his family members and even

his manager elected to the Lok Sabha. The Court Receiver retorted ' Then

when will you be coming to power' !

Mr.Bhalla reported a talk he had with a fair young man of about my height

and size who said he was a punjabi from Ferozepore. This young man who was

in the Bokaro and Ramgur office in Calcutta mentioned that the Raja of Ramgarh
had been in close touch with Satyanarayan Sinha and that he wasplanning to
rejoin the Congress Party. Ile also mentioned that Ramgarh had helped Satya-—
narayan Sinha in the elections and that ®Rn return Satyanarayan Babhu would

try and get Ramgarh back into the Congress. One cannot kmow how true such

a story can be. We must remember Ramgarh has the habit of plaenting such
stories to suit his own needs. 3

Now that the notice of Motion has been served, T think we should not engage
officially the services of Little & Co. after consulting Mr. K.M.Munshi.
Alongwith with Dara Mehta and Mr. K.M.Munshi you should have a conf~rence
and be prepared for any eventualities. The case will be fought out in the
Bombay High Court.

Yours sincerely,

fop—




IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE A T BOMBAY
QRIDINARY CRIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION,
SUIT NO. 71 OF 1964.

The Central Benk of India Limited, a Company
umﬂmhhﬁmwmnot

]
)
1882 end heving its registered office at Central ) Plaintiffs.
Bank Building, Maiffina Gandhi Road, Bombay 1. )
: Versus. . !
Keuskshya Nersinsing Raja Bshadur of Rmmgerh of )
Patna Indien Inhahitant residing at Rengarh House ; Defendsnt,

Near Dingpore, Patngsccscesscssnsssssessassennns

1 DO HEREBY CERTIFY that Ly an order made by the Homourable Mr.Justice
N.AJody on 30th day of March, 1964 in the above suit, the plaintiffs sbovensmed
have been granted leave to serve the Notiwe of Motion herein dated the 18th May
of Februsry 1964 returnable on the 10th day of April 1964 upon the Defendant through
the Plaintiff's own ageny by personal service AND I DO HEREBY FURTHER CERTIFY
that pending the hearing and final disposal of the sald Notife of ikm Motion and
upon the plaintiffs giving the ususl undertaking referred to in Rule 367 of the

hnﬂuofmﬂm‘bh Court, the Court Receiver has been appointed Receiver of the
| Vehicles which are subject matter éf the sult and which are mentioned in Exhibdt
'B' to the Plaint with all necessary power under order 40 rule 1 of the Code of
Civil procedure end I DO HEREBY FURTHER CERTIFY that the Court Receiver, Highcourt
Bombay, has been directed not to take pocsession of the sgid Vehicles till the

| evening of 6th April 1964 AND I D0 LASTLY CERTIFY THAT wpon the plaintiff's
aforesasid wmndertaking the Defendant, Ms Agents and servants have been restrained
from desling with or disposing of the said Vehicle in any manner whatsoever.

Dated this 1st day of April 1964.

Sd/ Illegible

acabdn For Brothonotary end Senior Master,

84/- Illegible
Sealer. this 1st April 1964,

Nessers, Mulla & Mulla gnd Craigle
Hwunt md Carce.,
Plaintiffs Attorneys,
51, Nahatna Gandil Road,
Ecmbay 1.



