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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE

W.P. No. 13823/2023

BETWEE : |

Sri. Srinivas S Devathi
... Petitioner

b

N

Union of India ...Respondents

STATEMENT OF OBJECTIONS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT TO THE
MAIN PETITION ON MAINTAINABILITY

The Respondent submits as follows:

1. Atthe outset, it is submitted that the present Statement of Objections
are confined to maintainability of the present Writ Petition and b"ther
Preliminary Obj{ections. The Respondent craves leave of this Hon'ble
Court to file deta;iled Additionall Statement of Objections on the merits

of the Writ Petition, if so directed and required.

2. The above Writ Pg—:ntitioh is not maintainable on law nor on facts and

deserves to be dismissed with costs, in limine.

-'/

3. Writ Petition ‘without permission under Section 86 CPC not
aintainable; Permission sought by Petitioner rejected

gcate.
N aw Dealhi
R agn. No,
B513




a. Itis submitted that'th'e': .méi.n.c;:irié'vénce of the Petitioner in the above
Writ Petition is é.g'ai_ns't .;;:J.rwlited ‘States Patent Office ("USPTO”) It is
submltted that the USPTO bemg a publtc body/state authority of the
United States of Amenca enjoys soverergn immunlty It is submitted
that in order té pass aﬁg dtrectio.ns to take action against the USPTO
as souéht ‘by' th'e Petitibner, the prior permission of the Central
Government is required as per Section 86 CPC.

b. It is submitted that without the prior permission of the Central
Government, the present Writ Petition is not maintainable.

C. It is submitted that Petitioner had sought prior permission of the
Central Government as required under Section 86 of CPC. The Central
Government has rejected the permission so sought. The Petitioner
has challenged the rejection of such permission in WP. No.
1235672023 which is pending befor-'e this Hon'ble Court. |

d. Hence without seeking prior permission and such permission‘_not

having been granted, the present Writ Petition deserves to be

dismissed on this ground alone.

4. Petition barred by Res Judicata
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a. Itis submitted that Petitioner had filed W.P. No. 4851/2023 before this
Hon'ble Court seeking the self-same reliefs as the present Writ
Petition. A copy of the Writ Petition in WP. 4851/2023 is produced at
Annexure-R1. It;é is submitted that this Hon'ble Court disposed the
said Writ Petition’j by granting iiiaerty to the Petitioner to challenge the
rejection of permfission required under Section 86 CPC, The final ofder
dated 6.6.2023 inl:W.P. No. 4851 /2023 is produced at Annexure-R2.

b. It is submitted that Petitioner has filed 0.5. No. 42/2022, 05 41/2022,
OS 2486/21, C')S 2;}87/.2‘]' ‘which have-;c')me to be dismissed vide
separate j.u.a'gmerits".'éil daté'd ..13.10..2022. The judgments dated
13.10.2022 is prodyced at .‘Arﬁnéxurél-R?? to R6. It is submitted that OS
4961/2018 has also 'cqmé _.b;e' dismissed on 28.5.2020. The judgment is
produced at-AnnéXL'J.re'—'R_?'.-'-b |

¢. It is submitted that .Ffétit.ic.mer ':Has; filéa <19 No. 2613/2020 and O.S.
No. 532/21 m wh{ch the j_‘p!.ajn;'t .lh;a's' b_é.en returned. The orders dated
13.10.2022 mos | 26% 3/2020 'and 0S 532/21 are produced at
Annexure-R8 and RO.

d. It is pertinent to submit that the Original Suits stated hereinabove

were all on the same cause of action as the present Writ Petition.. -
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e. It is submitted that once this Hon'ble Court and the Trial Courts have
dismissed the Petition/Suit by the Petitioner, he cannot once again

agitate the same grievances by way of the present Writ Petition. -

t

5. Suppression of Facts: It is submitted that the Petitioner has supressed
the outcome of the proceedings initiated by h'im on the same cause of
action, as stated hereinabove, and has once again approached this
Hon'ble Court by way of the present Writ Petition. Hence the
Petitioner has not approached this Hon'ble Court with clean hands
and has supressed material facts and is attempting to mislead.this

Hon'ble Court.

6. Abuse of Process: It is submitted that the Petitioner is abusing the
process of this:Hon'ble Court and Trial Courts by repeatedly filing
frivolous petitioéjs ajr1:d suits regarding the very same subject matter.
The Petitioner IS wasting valua;ble time of this Hon’ble Court and Trial
Courts. The Petfitioner is also harassing the Respondent in muitiple

proceédéngs concerning the same subject matter.

7. Reliefs sought are vague '_and cannot beé'granted: 1t is submitted that

the 32 'prayérs sought by the Petitioner are non-specific,

isconceived, frivolous, and-'are not such as that which may be
| ' e

{ Qd;c-':{!e
“Naw Jeini




granted by this Hon'ble Court under Articte 226 of the Constitution of
india. The Petitioner has sought writs in the nature of directions to
high public functionaries in India and USA. Further, some reliefs

sought are beyond the territorial jurisdiction of Court in India.

8. Questions of Fact: 1t is submitted that Writ Petition allegations

contain complex facts which cannot be gone into under Article 226.

9. Delay and Laches: The alleged cause of action of the Petitioner dates

back to 2007. The Petition suffers from delay and laches.

10. 1t is submitted that the entire Writ Petition is misconceived, false,
vague, vexatious, frivolous and figment c;f the imagination of the
petitioner. There is no cause of action for the Petition.

Wherefore it is prayed that this Hon'ble Court be pleased to dis;i:;'\iss
the above Writ Petition, with exemplary costs, and restrain the

petitioner from approaching this Hon'ble Court or any other Court
in India on the same subject matter, in the interest of justice.

Bangalore Advofate for Respondent

Date 9\5 .13

Nayana Tara B.G.

B.A. (Hons), LLB (NLSIU): BCL (Oxon)

Advocate
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BANGALORE
W.P. No. 13823/2023

BETWEE

Sri. Srinivas S Devathi

...Petitioner
AND
Union OfIna'lia b o i ...Respondents
i "; K VERIFYING AFFIDAVIT

I, Bibhuti Nath Pa'n'.dey,‘s'/o Shri Lakshman Pandey, Aged about 50 years, being
Under Secretary '(AMS'),- Mi‘rii,stry‘of External Affairs, Government of India, having
my office at South Block, New' Delhi do hereby solemnly affirm and state on
oath as follows: ‘ ' '

1. ITam Under:Secretar'y, MEniﬁry of External Affairs. I am authorized to swear to
this affidavit on behalf of Respondent. I am conversant with the facts of the.

Ccase.

2. The averments made in the accompanying Statement of Objections are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.

3. Annexures produced are True Copies.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA, BENGALURU

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
S WP.Ne. . .. /2023

BETWEEN:
Srinivas S. Devathi
Mobile (91)-966-393-2293
E-mail ID: ProjectEarthling@SrinivasDevathi com
.... Petitioner / Party-in-Person

Union of India, Ministry of External Affairs,

Legal and Treaties Division, Ph:91-11-24674144.
Represented by Mrs. Uma Sekhar, Additional Secretary, also
representing External Affairs Minister Mr. 8. Jaishankar.

.... Respondent

INDEX

Sl1. No. Description Pages C.F.
Paid

1 Synopsis of case / Chronological sequence lto 11
of events
2 Memorandum of Writ Petition under|{ 12 to 37
Article 226 & 227 of Constitution of India.
3 Memorandum under order XXVII rule 6 of| 38 to 40
CPC.
Verifying Affidavit 41
Annexure A — Full order sheet and final| 42 to 60
orders dated 13-10-2022 issued by trial
court for OS 40 [ 2022 )
6 |Annexure B - Full order sheet and final| 61 to 84
orders dated 13-10-2022 issued by trial
court for OS 41 / 2022.

Page1of4




L.

TAnnexure C — Description and documents
indicating the ‘Breach of .Péatant'_ !

cooperation Treaty’ by USPTO.

85 to 149

Annexure D — Judgement or final, orders :
issued by Honorable High Court of
Karnataka dated 6-2-2023, . for “Writ

Petition WP 21782 [ 2022.

150 to 153

: agaanst me, lssued by my pubhc enemles g

| Annexure E~ Investigation to be conducted

fto dissolve any . ﬁ'wolous comm.lss:ons

by abusing CPC sections 75 or 76.

154 t0 155 |

10

Annexure F — My Living Will dated 22-08-
2022, given the liability caused to me due
to breach of PCT by uspto.

156 to 165

11

Annexure G - Wealth allocation within
India, according to annexure F. Includes
schematic visuals and brochure about
‘Cascading effects of my work, Goal year
2050 for India, to at least 100 world

countries’.

166 to 171

12

Annexure H -~ My identification
information for the record of Honorable
court and to execute the 62 sale

agreements as ‘Seller’.

172 to 175

13

Annexure J — My invention patent grant us
8,910,998 B, 7.5-year ‘patent
maintenance fee payment documents,
schematic visual of how and when I solved
the problem of “Vehicle color change
technology’, current status of all the
national and regional stage patent
applications filed, and the worldwide

liability caused to uspto.

176 to 197

14

Anmnexure K - List of 62 sale agreements
one each with each of the 62 countries, to
be executed for the invention rights
distribution. Includes schematic visual

198 to 204
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document and flow charts showing the

correct option for the world countries.

15

Annexure L — Description and details of the
62 sale agreements to be executed, upon

the orders of the Honorable court, one |
each with each of the 62 countries, for the |

invention rights distribution. Includes a
schematic ﬁsua.} of list of activities to be

accomphshed

205 to 274

16

Annexure M — Copvnght issued for macro-:

economic reform ‘Project. Earthling@’. The
annexure includes a timeline marker
schematic visual, usd-Earthling
comparison document, brochure about
benefits to world countries, and additional

details document.

575 to 297

17

Annexure N — Copyright issued for macro-
governance reform ‘United Nations Global
Governance Model 2020©.

298 to 310

18

Annexure Q - Living Will addendum,
executed ori 29-12-2022, to accompany

annexure F éttached with writ petition.

311 to 314

19

Annexure P+~ My public enemies, and their
negative tac::{cics,' attempting to block the
execution of-j62 sale agreements, by using
usd-$ mon@)poly, and old-world order,
against mé; my invention patent us
8,010,998 B1, India, our national
treaslury., and religion of Hinduism. With
this annexﬁré, I inchade my school, college
marks cards, and degfee certificate.

315 to 333

20

Annexure Q — Court fee computation for
the cozis'ervaﬁve ‘sale price' Hability claim.
Details of wealth dxstributlon acmss bank
accounts forwmlth recupu from “Srinivas
- Kathi agreement'. '

334 to 337

5
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21 ' | Annexure R - My authored work of ‘Right 338 t0 460

perspectives’ for the world’, with 79 '

' perspecﬁves. published online, and a

copyright application filed.

23 AnnexureS— Investlgatlon to be| 46110484

conducted 1:o neutrahze negative tactics | '
used by my pubhc enemies, to get 62 sale

-agreements executed. Includes my fathers : G
hosp1tal admlssmn reports and dlschargc

summanes " Includes a POA power of -

attomey document dated 1- 1-2009 gwen
to my father, from me and my spouse at
the time. i
23 |Annexuwre T -~ Investigation to be| 485 to 488

conducted to neutralize negative tactics:|, .
used by my public enemies, to get 62 sale |’
agreements executed. Regiiires ‘dj_.gi'tai S
sweeping’ technology to eliminato'pri"vacy B
invasion, and maniptﬂation of life at the

locations where I stay and work

24 |Form A - Duly signed for appeanng in. 489

person, in front of the Honorable court.

25 Form B - Duly signed for appearing 1n 490 to 492
person, in front of the Honorable court; "
along with annexures for idootiﬁpati'on
enclosed, my passport photocop'ies duly
notarized. i

Pr-:lmom;'a

(Party in Person)
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA, BENGALURU
. ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
W.P. No. /2023

BETWEEN:
7 'Snnwas S Devathx
: Aged 45 yeaxs,
, S/ o Late D. Satyanardyana,
3_ Resuhng at No.63, 11th 'B' Cross,
3rd Main, Prashanthpagar,
‘Bangalore - 560 079,
INDIA. . - .
Mobile (91)-966-393-2293
E-mail ID: ?rojectlﬁhrthling@SrinivasDevathi.com
' - +... Petitioner / Party-in-Person

AND: !
Union of India, Mm;stry of External Aﬂ'a.us,

Legal and Treatles Dnusmn,
Rogm# 901, Al;bar .Bhava.x;, :
Chanakyapuri, E
New Delhi-110 021."
Ph:91-11:24674143: -
Represented'bg Mrs fﬁna 'Seﬁhar, Aciciitional Secretary, also
reprelsentin'g ‘External -;a.ffairs Minister Mr. S. Jaishankar.
.... Respondent

SYNOPSIS OF THE CASE
USPTO issuing a ‘abricated International Search report, ISR’ with

fabricated prior ért cobb, price, saenger, and hale, issued with a fabricated

date, to my Patent Cooperation Treaty PCT International application

PCT/US2014/046619 with a filing date of 15-7-2014, in their capacity of e

‘International Search Anthority, ISA’, resulted in loss of my invention -

patent us 8,910,998 Bl rights across 60 world countries, causing full

‘worldwide Kahility for loss of my invention patent rights’. ﬁ
i

&

. X
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By using my PCT international application PCT/US2014/046619, I filed

for a total of fifteen national stage and two 'regional stage applications,
seeking protection for my invention patent us 8,910,998 B1 across a total
of 61 non-usa countries. Given the ‘worldwide liability caused to USPTO’,
they must pay for the liabi]ity‘ against me assigning fhe invention patent
rights and 100-year downstream business rights to eéch of the 62 world

countries, by way of 62 sale agreements. In order to execute these 62 sale

agreements, there are a number of ‘Preparatory steps’ which myself along

with the respondent must take action on, upon Honorable court orders.

I filed OS 40 of 2022 in the Trial court to have the respondent take action.

related to all the Preparatory activities’ that must be executed to claim thé
full liability by way of the execution of 62 sale agreements. The Trial court

cannot issue such orders to the respondent and hence this petition is filed.

I filed OS 41 of 2022 in the Trial court to get the Tndependent valuation of
Indian government from the respondent’ for the second opinion on
estimated sale price to my invention worldwide patent rights sale. I look

forward to their response by way of this petition.

This Writ petition is filed to take all the preparatory actions, neutralize any
negative tactics of USPTO, appoint special court, issue necessary orders
to Trial court, coordinate the visits of 62 country premiers, and other

related activities, to get the 62 sale agreements executed.

CHRONOLOGICAL SEQUENCE OF EVENTS
The chronological sequence of events relevant to this writ petition are listed

here.

1. Quarter one of year 2007
After buying my third silver car in the used car
market in USA, out of unavailability of cars in the
colors of my choice, I invent the ‘Repeatable Vehicle
Color Change Technology’ (Paterit US 8,910,998 Bl
titled ‘Systems. and methods for a.ltermg the color,
appearance, or feel of a :\:'ehicié 'éurfa'c'e')‘. I take a
note about the invenﬁop on my Iaptup and decided

to take this project up later. I knew up on the

]

A3




i ’I‘n]hon 3.1 havc attached a_schematic visual as

: "'Vlsﬂver cars 1 had bought and owned, and further
; 'mdlcatgg how and when | solved the problem of
= _ Iepea t_zé_lblc v#hiclg color change, :

2. 27-3-2014.

3. 15-7-2014

4. 16-12-2014

5. 26-12-2014

6. 5-8-2015

IZ

. mvenuon that it was extremely high valued and
; transformauve anBI_}.tIOﬂ as automotive industry is

one, of the largest in_the World. In 2017, global
automotive Industry was valued at an estimated 1.8

t of annexum J which illhistrates the three used

I file for USA territory priority patent application
with USPTO which was given an apphcatzon

number 14/227, 859.

I file for Patent Cooperation Treaty PCT
international patent application with USPTO as
Receiving Office, RO, and the International Search
Authority, ISA. This was given an application
number PCT/US2014/046619.

USPTO issues a patent grant on the priority USA
territory application with patent number US
8,910,998 B1.

Since I received a patent grant US 8,910,998 B1 for
usa territory priority patent application, I filed India
national stage patent application by using the PCT
international application PCT/US2014/046619,
with Intellectual Property India, Indian Patent and
Trademark Office, which was given a patent
application number 6623/CHE/2014.

USPTO issues the International Search Report, ISR
transmitted to¢ me by my Intellectual property
lawyer. This was a fabricated ISR, which listed
fabricated prior art of cobb, price, saenger, & hale,
issued with a fabricated date and marked with two-

morith deadline to respond back with article 19




V&

amendments, .to Intémational‘ Bureau. This

fabricated ISR is artached as part of .annexure C.

with this pet1tlon “The fabncated ISR was with a
fabricated date of 4-11-2014,9 monf.hs in the past

~ date with the fabricated two-months deadline set at
4-1-2015, 7 months in the im"st date,'since I receive |

this report on 5-8-20 15.

'On 5-8-2015, usgto breached artcles 18(2) and

19(1) of PCT, Patent Cooggratlon Tregtv, 1n capamgg

- of ISA, International Search Aut_honl:z while 1ssmng; :

ISR, International Search - rep_ort f my PCT
International application PC’P[U82014[0466_19.
The Patent Cooperation Treaty curreritly m'fqrcc. is
attached as part of annexure C.. ' o

Article 18 of Patent Cooperation Treatj%, titled The

International Search Report’ clause (2) reads ‘The
international search report shall, as so%)n as it has
been established, be transmitted: by the
International Searching Authority to the applicant
and the international bureau.’

Article 19 of Patent Cooperation ’I‘featy, titled
‘Amendment of the Claims before the International
Bureau’ clause (1) reads ‘The applicant shall, after
having received the international search report, be
entitled to one opportunity to amend the claims of the
international application by filing amendments with
the international bureau within the prescribed time
limit. .....%

Both these articles have been breached by USPTO
given the fabricated ISR transmitted to me on 5-8-
2015, as I neither received the ISR as soon as it was
established, considering the fabricated report date,
nor was given the one opportunity to amend claims
with International burean that I was entitled to. I
submit all related documents to the Honorable

court in annexure C.

= =
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7. 24-2-2016

8. 28-6-2016 _ -

9. 16-8-2016

¢ d

This fabncated ISR recelved by me had its
downstream negatlve effects on 15 national stage,
and 2 regional stage applications filed by me
covering a total of 61 non—U_SA countries for my
invention’s Intellectual Pfopérty rights protection,

mcluchng Indian natlonal stage apphcanon filedon

26- 12—2014 which Was gwen a patent application
number 6623/CHE/2014 sy

' I file PCT mternatlonal apphcanon

PCT/IB2016/050993 Systems and methods for
altering the color, appearance, or feel of electronic
or electrical device’ with World Intellectual Property
Organization, International Bureau as Receiving
Office, RO and Intellectual Property India as the
chosen International Search Authority, ISA. I file
PCT international application
PCT/IB2016/050994, ‘Systems and methods for
altering the color, appearance, or feel of furniture,
decorative article, or wall’ with World Intellectual

. Property Organization, International Bureau as RO
and Intellectual Property India as the chosen ISA. |
file PCT international application
3 PQT/1132016/'050995, ‘Systems and methods for
altering the color, appearance, or feel of fashion
accessory’ with World Intellectual Property
Organization, International Bureau as RO and

I Intellectual Property India as the chosen ISA.

Inieilect’t;al Property India, Indian Patent and
Trademark Office, issues the ISR for PCT

' international. . application PCT/IB2016/050993,

-rejéf:ﬁng claims by citing my granted patent us
8,910,998 B1, as the ‘prior art’.

inte}lgcﬁ;él Pi'opt;-rly India, Indian Patent and

Trademark Office, issues the ISR for PCT
. international. application PCT/IB2016/050995,

vy
#d
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v\
rejecting claims by' ciing my granted patent us
18,910,998 B1, as the ‘prior art’.

10. 19-8-2016 Intellectual Property India, Indian Patent and

' : ';_:‘_Tr.ademark Office, issues the ISR for PCT
 international ~ application - PCT/IB2016/050994,
reJectmg claims by citing my granted patent us
“8,_9 10,998 B1, as the ‘prior art’. |

-11 23-9-2016 to 18 11- 2016
v " Excluding India which I had previously entered
pational stage on 26-12-2014, I filed for 14 national
stage and 2 regional stage patent applications using
the PCT international application
PCT/US2014/046619 during: this_period.’ These
national and regional stgage;l paten.t"a;'_)pliéaﬁo'ns
provide paten{:.right_g éqveragé,'gﬁd.pfo;ecﬁ'on for
me across 60 other PCT contracting states (non-
USA and non-India). ' |

a. On 23-9-2016, I ﬁle'.;ia:tiopai stage patent.

application' in South-Korea, which' was given a
patent application number 10-2016-7026408.

b. On 26-9-2016, I ﬁle‘riat'gona}l 'étage patent
application's in -Jaﬁén.; Thailand and Nigeria
which were gi\.ran patent °app1ication numbers
100099759 / 2017502572 1601005662 and
F/P/2016/328, respectlvely - A

c. On 27-9-2016, 1 file national stage . patent
applications in Brazl, Canada, Mexico, and
Malaysia which were givén pa'tent,.applica_tﬁon
numbers BR 11 2016 022393 :4, 2944200,
MX/A/2016/012570 and PL '20167035'31',
respectively. :

d. On 20-10-2016, I fie Eurasia regumal stage
patent application which wasgwcn a patent
application number- 201691898. The Eurasia
patent apphcation provides pa’éent Tights

protection across 8 countries. P
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e. On 25-10-2016, 1 file Indonesia national stage
patent application which was given a patent
. application number PO0201607230.
f. On 26-10-2016, I file national stage patent
: applications for Philippines and South Africa
which were glven patent apphcatlon numbers
 PH/1/2016/5022134  and 2016/07380
© respectively. S
‘g On27-10-2016, I file 1 regional stage el
natcnal stage patent . applications - covermg
Europe New Zealand, and Australia, which were
' given patent application numbers 14886695.7 /
: 2014886695, 725679, and 2014388300
'rcspééﬁvely.' The Europe regional stage
aﬁplicatioﬁ provides patent rights protection
-é.cros‘s 38 cou:titries.‘
h. On- 18- 11 2016 I file national stage patent
. apphcanon for China which was given a patent
’ apphcahon number 201480079105.9.
A Desp1te the fabricated ISR attached as part of
annexure C with: this’ petition, in all T file 15
‘ natlonal stdage and 2 regional stage applications
within .t;he timefranies  (nion-negotiable
3 ‘di_é‘ad_ljnes)'- recommended by respective national
Patent and lf}‘radex‘:dérk Offices (30 or 31 months

' er'D::ll- priority date), including India.

i2. 14-12-2016
Nigeria patent application is issued as a patent
grant with patent number F/P/2016/328. Patent
issued with a date of sealing 14-12-2016.

The ISR issued an ISA is gene used as
reference by national and regional stage PTO for
their office actions, and in this case, the fabricated
ISR issued by USPTO, sent these applications into
repeat ‘Pending-Reject’ office actions, and I made all

L
Bl
7
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3

efforts, raised loans to keep these :_applic_aﬁons
active {unabandoned) as long as I could. I have
invested a total of INR 1,60,00,000/- into this

- invention global patent rights protection and have

an outstanding market debt of INR 56,00,000/-.
Despite all efforts, not being able to pay the lawyer
fees to keep these applications active, I started to

lose these national and regional stage applications.

13. 24-5-2018 to 28-3-2019

14.

15.

1-4-2019

New Zealand application LOST on 24-5-2018.

Eurasia application (covering 8 countries) LOST on
21-11-2018. South Korea application LOST on 18-
2-2019. Japan application LOST on 13-3-2019.
Australia application LOST on 28-3-2019.

Pegged 'by start of Indian financial year, given the
loss of Japan and Korea patent applications, and
considering the dynamics of automotive industry
production and manufacturing across world
countries, the liability for loss of my invention
patent usr_8,910,998 Bl worldwide patent rights is
caused to USPTO.

15-4-2019 to 20-9-2022

Brazil application LOST on 15-4-2019. South Africa
application issued as a patent grant on 28-3-2018
was lost due to missing the annuity paymeﬁt on 15-
7-2019, given my debt. Canada application LOST
on 15-7-2019. China application LAPSED on 28-7-
2019. Europe application (covering 38 countries)
LAPSED on 31-7-2019. India application Lost on
14-9-2019. Philippines application lost on 21-10-
2019. Ma]ayé.ia application lost on- 23-1-2&0.

Indonesia application lost on 28-3-2020 Mexico

application was abandoned on 8;1,-202]:. Thailand
application was abandoned on 20-9-2022.

b
=
=
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Iu summary, | have lost 14 national stage and 2

‘reggonal stage: apphcamons, resulting in loss of my
'mventlon patent rights in 60 world countries, other

than the usa fcerntorv patent grant.us 8,910,998

Bl ;3nd Nigeria territonr patent grant with patent

e 'number F/Pf2016/328 Given this, USPTO is

5 : : _;iable to pag for my loss of worldwide patent

' f;__aghts to my jnvention patent us 8,910,998 Bl.
The date for canse of worldwide liability to

s  USPTO is pegged at 1-4-2019.

16. 3-1-2022 OS 40 of 2022 is filed at Bangalore city civil court.

Respondent was a defendant in this suit. This suit was

filed with all the Preparatory steps’ built into the suit as
prayer points, to get the full worldwide liability paid by
USPTO, and get the 62 sale agreements one each with

each of the 62 countries executed.

OS 41 of 2022 is also filed at Bangalore city civil court.
Respondent was a defendant in this suit, among a total
of 14 defendants. This suit was filed to get the
Independent valuation’ of the respondent to the final sale
price of the worldwide 1I::atent rights for invention patent
us 8,910,998 B1.

17. 2-3-2022 Respondent legal representation Sri. BS advocate arrived
in the court, filing memo of appearance, for both the suits
0S8 40 of 2022, and OS 41 of 2022.

18. 5-4-2022 to 13-10-2022
On trial court hearing dates for both the suits OS 40 of 5
2022, and 0S 41 of 2022, respondent did not file their :’ﬁ
written statement with the Honorable court.

19. 13-10-2022 Trial court issues the following orders on OS 40 of
2022, before respondent could file their written
statement These orders are attached as annexure A.
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‘The suit is hereby dismissed as hot maintainable, and

consequently plaint is rejected under Order 7 rile 11{a)

and (d) of CPC.’

20. 13-10- 2022 ~ The Trial court i issues the fol]owmg orpers on 0S 41
] : . of 2022, before respondent could . ﬁle thelr wntten_

statement. These orders are attached as annexure B

e j‘m No. 3, 5to 7ﬁ?ed by defendamf‘
respectwely are hereby allowed. Accordmgly, the plamt is
hereby rejected under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d} of CPC.

For OS 40 of 2022.

For claiming the full liability from USPTO, the 62 sale agree:'ments, one
each with each of the 62 countries must be executed ti;rough the
Honorable court, and for all the “Preparatory steps’ to be pgrfoirmed, acted
upon by respondent, the directions, and instructions to the r;'espondent,
in the form of orders can be issued only by this Honorable court. The Trial
court dismissed the suit as not maintainable as they cannot iic.sue orders
in accordance with Articles 226 and 227 of Constitution of India. Hence, I
come to this Honorable High Court of Karnataka Praying for the necessary
orders’ to take all the ‘preparatory actions’ for the liability claim.

For OS 41 of 2022.

There is no one ‘Asset valuation authority in India’ to conduct valuation of
my inventi‘on patent us 8,910,998 B1 and its worldwide patent rights sale
price, across 62 world countries. Respondent has been requested to
provide their independent valuation, the valuation of Indian government,
to provide the only ‘second opinion and estimate’ for the consideration of
this Honorable court and me. The Trial court rejected the suit even before
respondent could file their written statement and provide me their
independent valuation of my invention patent worldwide rights sale price.
Hence, I come to this Honorable High Court of Karnataka with one of the
prayer points is for respondent to provide their independent valuation to
! ' ST

0.2 5 11 and 12
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my invention sale price. None of the 13 other defendants provided their

independent valuation.

APPROACH FOR ESTIMATION. By each country, the potential of
“automotive, interior decor and exemplary apphcatlon "Thermal insulation
for homes and offices’ must be evaluated as the patent term econon:uc
activity and the lOO—year downstream busmesses economlc actnnty Then
the e.xpected mcrease in econom_u: growth and mcrease in GDP must be
factored 1n, caus:ng mcreased purchasmg power among their citizens,
| whlch in turn results in mﬂated commodity prices, and depreciation of
their local currency against Earthlings (For Earthlmgs, refer annexure M}.
After applying the inflation percentages, and the 9actor of Intellectual
property enforcement rigor for that country’, the final economic activity for
that coﬁntry would be derived. The same exercise must be performed
across all the other 61 world countries, and the sum of the economic
activity across all the 62 countries will result in the total expected
economic activity. I, the inventor could claim 10% of this total economic
activity. This detailed estimation by each of the 62 countries, will take the
sale price valuation into aggressive-realistic or aggressive ranges shown in

the table in annexure J.

Given the above bundle of facts, I request this Honorable High Court, to
issue orders to the rebpondent accordmg to the prayer points in this writ
Petition in the mterest of justice and equality. These orders will allow me
to get the full liab-ility? paid to me and bring the wealth to India.

PETITIONER J
(Party-in-Person)
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA, BENGALURU | ‘
" ORIGINAL JURISDICTION | Bt e
' W.P. No. 12023

BETWEEN: ;

Srinivas S. Devath.:,
Aged 45 years,
S/o Late D. Satyanarayana, b o g
Residing at No.63, 11th 'B' Cross, e e,
3rd Main, Prashanthnaga.r, i
Bangalore-560 079, ;
INDIA.
Mobile (91)-966-393-2293
E-mail ID: ProjectEarthling@SrinivasDevathi.com

Petifion_er / Party-in-Person

AND: L s B om,
Union of India, Ministry of External Affairs, FE

o

Legal and Treaties Division,

Roomi 901, Akbar Bhavan, '

Chanakyapuri,

New Delhi-110 021.

Ph:91-11-24674143. )

Represented by Mrs. Uma Sekhar, Additional ‘S,ec;:étary, also
representing External Affairs Mi::nlister. 'M:l".:S.' Jaishankar.

‘ve.. Respondent

(MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLES :22.6 AND 227
OF CONSTITUTION OF INDIA)

FACTS OF THE CASE " g -

1. USP’I‘Orightfullyissucsapatentgmnttomyinvmﬁbu,forthc
priority patent apphcatmn, with patent number us 8,910 008 B1,
with patent da:te of 16- 12-2014, for ‘Systems and maﬂmds for
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- altering the color, appearance, or feel of a vehicle surface’. T attach
: _'axmexure J, Wh.‘lch gives a schematic visual of how and when I
invented patent us 8,910 998 B1, along with the patent issued on
16-12-2014. However for a replica patent application, exacﬂy the
same to the last word -filed as Patent Cooperation Treaty PCT
Intemanonal apphcatmn PCT/ U32014/ 0466 19 filed on 15-7-2014,
. the same USPTO in the capacity of ‘Intematxonal Search Authonty, ;
ISA', issues a_ fabncated International Search rcport ISR’ w1th
fabncated pnorl'art, wnth a fabricated date, transxmtted to me on 5-
'i8-2015 thus b; hing Patent Cocoperanon ‘I‘reaty articles. 18{2} and

k- "19(1) 1 attach’ relé;.'ant documents copy of PCT, the 'I‘reaty, and': .

summarize the‘_‘Breach of PCT committed by USPTO’ in annexure ¢
Using this PCT iﬁtémaﬁoﬁal application’ PCT/US2014/046619, I
have ﬁlcd a total of 15 national stage and 2 regional stage
apphcanons for patent protection of my invention covering a total of
61 non-usa countngs. Most of t_he world PTO’S refer the ISR issued
by an ISA to determine :thei'r PTO qfﬁée action to the application.

. The fabricated ISR, with fabricated prior art, issued with a fabricated
‘date, resulted in all lthe‘ ﬂ_ationa.l and r'egional stage applications to
go into ‘pgndhlgFfejcct; ofﬁk::f; égﬁons. Unable to pay for the lawyer
fees, PTO fees, I.‘ start to lase épphcagiéns thus causing ‘Liability to
USPTO?’ for the loss of ﬁy’,pa'tent rights. In annexure J, 1 attach the
current status of a]l the riational stage . and fegional stage
applications I have ﬁle_d, their a:app]jcation numbers, filing dates, and
the other. .rglévén't,'dafés,:. grant or 16311 dates. Due to the intentional
fraud; wOrldtéri'de;_ fraud committed by USPTO, intentionally
breaching PCT articles 18(2) and 19(1), by fabricating prior art and
issuing a fabricated ISR with fabricated date, I have lost a total of 60
countries patent protection to my invention, thus causing the
worldwide liability, for my patent rights losses, to USPTO. I attach
the orders, judgement given by this Honorable court for WP
21782/2022 as annexure D. This judgement, the consent letter of
Indian central govemment will allow me to sue USPTO.
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Liability claim of at least 93 Trillion Earrhhngs /3. by Wav of execuhon of

62 sale agreements, one each with each of the 62 countnes wﬁl ensure the

full resolution of the ‘cause of action’ that arose on 3—8-2015 when USPTO.
breached PCT articles 18(2} and 19(1]_ :

sty

3. The break-up of the Tiability caused by the nattonal and reglonal-
stage applications’ is also mcluded in annexure J. The total hablhty ;

caused to USPTO is also given in a table showing the ranges and . :

that I have chosen a conservatlve hab:hty c1a1m for myself the./; =
wealth to be brought mto Indla_ The date of cause of Worldmde.. _i,_ '
liability for USPTO’ is pegged at 1-4-2019. I bring the attention ofthe
Honorable court to the fact that the same USPTO processes the 7.5-

year maintenance fees for my invention patent us 8,910,998 B1, by
accepting fees of $940 from me, and hence the usa patent is active
and still in force. By not rejecting the fees, and not taking adverse 4
action against patent us 8,910,998 B1, USPTO has clearly indicated o
that they admit their fraud and when summoned by the Honorable
court, will follow through with the fraud elimination, and liability
payment activities. I attach patent us 8,910,998 Bl 7.5-year
maintenance fees payment related documents, and its status

document with annexure J.

4. 62 sale agreements, one each with each of the 62 countries, and a
‘conditionally triggered contingency agreement with USPTO for
World countries liability payment’ must be executed through the
Honorable court, to legally conclude the fraud committed by USPTO.

Conclusion of ‘cause of action’ that arose on 5-8-2015, involves me, the

inventor, receiving the full Jiability claim wealth’ against distribution of
the Gnvention intellectual property rights and controlling rights of 100~

vear downstream businesses’ to each of the 62 countries.

5. 1 attach annexure K that lists the 62 sale agreements that must be
executed by the orders of the Honorable court. Annexure K also 41

inchides schematic visuals about ‘economics study of this Hability =
claim’, and the only legal remedy available to the world countries. %
6. I attach annexure L, in which I describe all the 62 sale agreements P
and the ‘conditionally triggered contingency agreement with USPTO’ Kt

in detail. I est the Honorable court and the to review b
annexure L in great detail. Executing these 63 agreements is
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intent of this Wnt Petltaon I include a schematic visual of the list of
high-level activities; segregated into mdependent streams of work
activities, to get all the 63 ag-eements desm'bed in detail in annexure =
L, executed through ‘the orders_:ssued by this Honorable court. |

7. Since, I am t]:;e inveﬁtor ‘Se]le‘r’ in the 62 sale agreenients 1 attach
record my 1dent1ﬁcatmn mth the Honorable court a.nd respondent.
This 1dentlﬁcat10n rmght be venﬁed by all 62 world countnes.

Magnitude S ‘].1ab1hg claim’. Mgself,-ﬁ"and India cannot aﬂ“ord L't-d}'rmld:f

the wealth in usd-$.

8. The conservative Hability claim is 93 Trillion Earthlings / $, for
Earthlings refer annexure M attached with this petition. If I accept
this wealth in usd-$, and India holds such wealth in usd-3$, we shall
remain a slave to usa, uk and the old world order, waiting to be used,
abused and killed for their devious, diabolical objectives. Usa will

exercise political lever, economic lever, financial lever, by citing the

monopoly of their currency usd-$, a bribing currency, and make all
Indian citizens, Indian businesses, Indian corporations, Indian
Government, and Indian leaders as order takers, and slaves. They
will use our people for human trafficking for labor and sex slavery. I
REFUSE SUCH NEGATIVE FUTURE PROSPECTS FOR MYSELF,
INDIA, AND HINDUS LIVING IN INDIA. Hence, I have authored an
eco-system by which we build our own national treasury in a world
neutral currency called ‘Earthlings’, and will remain a free and
independent country. This eco-system will avoid India from
becoming a slave to usa, uk, and the old world order.

9. I attach annexure Q, which includes ‘court fee computation for
liability claim of 93 Trillion Earthlings / $’. The annexure also
includes a document on how the wealth from the first sale agreement
‘Srinivas ~ Kathi agreement’ will be distributed within my Indian,

HDFC bank accounts. §

Y
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The Eco-system authored by me, attéch&;d- with this petition.

10. I attach annexure M, - ﬂnacro;.eéoﬁor;:ic reform ‘Project
Earthlmg@ authored by me, to thch Indian copynght ofﬁce has
issued a copynght with registration number L-8 1033/2019 on 22-

_ < : '02—2019 - Along with the copynght, I mc]:udc a- usd.—Earthhng
.companson document, brochure on benefits of PIO_]CCt Earthling®© to
= the world countries, and additional details about PIOJCCt Earthling©

Lo document with annexure M. I request_the Honorable court and

respondent to review thlS annexure in detail.

e .j 1 1 'y attach annexure N, macro-governance I reform ‘Umted Nattons

Global Governance Model 2020€” authored by me, to Wh1ch Indian
copynght office has issued a copyright wnth regmtratmn number L-
01243/2020 on 14-05-2020.

12. 1 attach annexure R, Right perspectives for the world’ authored
by me, for which a copyright application has been filed ;mth Indian
copyright office on 12-12-2022, which was given a diary number
25790/2022-CO/L. This work is to transition from old world order
into New World Order..

13. I attach annexure O, Living Will Addendum for year ending
2022, executed on 29-12-2022’ which accompanies Living Wil
executed on date 22-8-2022 attached as annexure F with the writ
petition’. This document and the subsequent addendums will
indicate the total annual wealth receipts and wealth distribution to
the end recipients as intended by the annexure F. There will be
another 12 of these addendums executed over the next 12 years to
conclude the intended wealth receipts and wealth distribution.

14, Annexures E, P, S and T have details regarding the
investigation that must be conducted by the respondent upon the
Honorable court orders, to ensure all the negative tactics attempted
at me, against me are neutralized, so thatI claim full liability.

| .
INVENTION RIGHTS SALE AGREEMENTS OF THE CENTURY.

INV N N R S e e =

15. The execution of these 62 sale agreements, one cach with each
of the 62 countries and the exccution of ‘conditionally triggered
contingency agreement with USPTO’ by the orders of this Honorable
court will be etched in history as the Tnvention rights sale

¢

-

-
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agreements of the i:entljrj}" These sale agreemeénts execution will be
followed by. everyone m the world all 193 ‘world countries, all its
citizens, and by the ‘world Judlcm:y The execuhon of these sale
agreements will make the cxty of Bangalore tlie'eenter of the world,
and India the center of the world. Tt involves the part1c1patmn of 62

countly leaders and wﬂl get worldwide medla coverage

EVENT OF THE CENTURY. .

16. The going live of the  macrs: et:onemie i'efomi * ‘Project
Earthlmg@ Wl],l be etched in the }:ustory as the ‘Event of the century’.
It delivers’real mdependence and freedom to 191 world countries,
delivers equahty, wh:le endlng all forms of slavery on pIa.net Earth.

17. I state that there is no other ‘Writ petition’ filed on the same
cause of action, that is in ‘pending’ status, or seeking an alternate
remedy, at the Honorable High Court of Karnataka. Judgement for
WP 21782/2022 is attached as annexure D with this petition.

GROUNDS

USPTO FRAUD RESULTED IN LOSS OF WORLDWIDE PATENT RIGHTS

TO MY INVENTION, AND CAUSED FULL LIABILITY.

18. I Filed PCT international application PCT/US2014 /046619 on
15-7-2014 with USPTO as RO and ISA. Using this PCT international
application | enter national stage by filing fifteen national stage and
two regional stage applications.

19. The 61 non-usa countries where [ entered national stage
include Canada, Mexico, Japan, Korea, Australia, New Zealand,
Brazil, China, South Africa, Thailand, Philippines, Nigeria, India,
Malaysia, Indonesia, Eurasia PTO jurisdiction .c0vering 8 countries
{Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Russian
Federation, Tajikistan, Turlanenistan),: and European PTO
jurisdiction covering 38 countries (Albania, Austria, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland,
France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ice]anc!, Ireland, Italy, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta; Monaco, Netherlands,
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Norway, Pn]and, Partugal, Romania, San ‘Marino, Serb1a, Slovalaa,

Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Repubhc
of Macedonia, Turkey and United Kingdom).

20. On 5-8-2015, USPTO issues a fabricated ISR mth fabncated
prior art, with a fabricated "date, intended to block: or deny my
invention nghts protectlon across the PCT cont:ractmg states They
breach PCT articles 18(2) and 19(1).

21 'I'Ins fraud of USPI‘O resulted in me losmg my patent nghts in

60 world countnes, except usa and Nigeria, where I havc patent
grants vaen the loss of patent rights, the Worldmde liability is
" caused to USPTO, and they must pay for the liability. ;

22. 62 sale agreements listed in annexure K, e'md described in
annexure L must be executed through this Honorable:cou.rt. The
orders issued by Trial court for OS 40 of 2022, and OS 41 of 2022,
are attached as annexures A, and B, respectively. The Trial court
cannot issue directions to the respondent under the Articles 226 and
2277 of the Constitution of India. Hence, this Writ petition has all

prayer points to get the 62 sale agreements executed.

LIABILITY CAUSED, ESTIMATED SALE PRICE OF PATENT US 8,910,998
Bl AND PCT APPLICATION PCT/US2014/046619.

23. My estimation of sale price to my patent US 8,910,998 B1, and
PCT/US2014/046619 is shown in the table here.

Expression of 10% of the 100-year projected
the range economic activity of my
invention across 62 countries.
In Earthlings / $
Conservative 93 Trillion ({Chosen)
Conservative-Realistic 94 Trillion — 125 Trillion
Realistic 125 Trillion — 150 Trillion
Aggressive-Realistic 150 Trillion — 250 Trillion
Aggressive 250 Trillion — 300 Trillion

24. By choosing the conservative number, 93 Trillion Earthlings /
$, as a number for reference in the document, I execute my most
recent Living Will on 22-08-2022. 1 attach the Living Will currently
in force as anmexure F with this petition. I draw the attention of the
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Honorable court to the fact that, the percentage allocations to the
end party recipients shall remain the same irrespective of a final sale
price reset io a higher number. I have legél language to this effect in
the Living Will. I draw the attention of the Honorable court to the
expiration date in the Living Will, annexure F, 31-12-2034.

25. The sale price will be reset to price hlgher than 93 Trillion
Earthlmgs /$onlyifa second independent valuation authonty such
as the respondent will endorse such h1gher number alongszde me. If
not, I shall execute the 62 agreements cumulatmg to value of 93
Trillion Earthlings / $, and will not go Iower than this sale price
under any circumstance. The execution of 62 sale agreements shall
happen upon the Honorable courts orders.

26. [ attach the ‘wealth distribution within India to all the end
recipient parties’ when 93 Trillion Earthlings / $ is brought into the

country as annexure G. This is according to my Living Will currently

in effect and submitted as annexure F with this petition. Annexure
G also includes schematic visuals and brochure showing the wealth
allocation for achieving ‘Goal year 2050 for India’, and its cascading

effects to at least 100 or more world countries.

PRAYER

27. I pray the Honorable High Court to issue orders to

Section heading: Independent valuation of my invention sale price.

giveni by Indjm Government. While 1 have chosen conservative 93
Trillion Farthlings / $ as the lability claim, I am waiting for the

second opinion ':of the respondent, valuation of Indian Governrnent.

A. Respondent to work with the Honorable Prime Minister of India, and
the Finance Minister of India, and provide the Independent
wahwation’ of Indian Central Government, to my invention patent US
8,910,998 Bl attached as part of annexure J, and its Intellectual
property rights across 62 world countries recognized by PCT — Patent
Cooperation Treaty Interniational application PCT/US2014/046619.

8
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If Indian Government independent valuation sale price is higher than
‘93 Trillion Earthlings / $, refer annexure J, valuation table, 1 shall
distribute that sale pncc across the 62 sale ag{eements
- proportionally, and reset the total sale pnce to their valuatton

Sectmn hggmg: Macro-Economlc reform 'Pm]ect Earth]mg@‘ praxer” :

points. For the 'list of benefits of the macro-reform to 191 world
g countries, that the World co't.mmes havc m1ssed for over 250 vears o
% detailed in én:nexure M, and to execute the 61 Tn-'oartv sale

v agreements descrfbed m sectmns Q!Q) to 2]]]]! of annexu annexure L

i
Py
!%fa}‘;l

B. Respondent to work with Mr. Daren Tang, .Di‘lj(l:ctof'(igneral c‘uf ‘World
Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO, ' and’ schedule the
introduction of macro-economic reform ‘Projéct: Ea:thhng@’ by me to
all 193 member countries, in a full day event ’oy addrestsmg the WIPO
assembly. Prior to the introduction, ljesp_on.dgmli shal] distribute the
attached annexure M to the Direc'tor General of WIPO and all the 193

s

country delegation teams at WIPO. My introduction of the macro-
reform could be scheduled by my physical prlésencé at the WIPO
assembly, subject to Indian Government security con':cems and me
travelling internationally, or by way of addressing the WIPO
assembly live from a broadcast station set-up in Bangalore Indla
Reasonable time shall be given to all 193 countries to mdependenﬂy
evaluate the presented macro-economic reform de;scnbed in

attached annexure M.

C. Respondent to work with Mr. Daren Tang; Director Genexi'al of World
Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO, to bring the macro- :
economic reform Project Earthling®©’ for its decisive votii:lg at WIPO ;‘,
assembly in a decisive YES or NO option voting, on the question of ‘
‘Should Project Earthling® be taken LIVE for the benefit of all the
world countries?’, after the expiration of the set reasonable ‘time LR
given to 193 world countries to t_:valuate the macro-reform. =
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D. Respondent, upon a decisive majority ‘YES’ vote result from the poll
conducted across 193 countries at WIPO assembly, to take ‘Project
Earthling®© LIVE, must work with me and Honorable Prime Minister
of India, establish new teams as required to spin-off, invite 193
country delegates, establish, register, build, and take LIVE, the

.. organization that controls the world economics, world finance,

| . wealth, and Earthlings currency, ‘Global Earthling Council’, GEC.

. The GEC must have identiﬁetii“set of designated signatories to

. execute any legal inén'umenté_ ;t:;.qss the world, since they form the

; ‘PéYbi‘ délégation team’ to execute the 61 tri-party sale agreements

- desenbed n secnons 2(b) to 2(jij) of annexure L attached with this

petmon

Section headhi‘g:': 'All India’ registration of my Living Will executed on
22-8-2022, annexure F attached with writ petition. Registration fees

to be borne by Finance Ministry or respondent.

E. Respondent to work with Honorable Prime Minister of India, and

Finance Minist'ef of India, to get annexure F attached with the writ
petition, my ‘L1vu1g will cxecuted on 22-8-2022’, registered as a one-
time all India reg1strat10n at a Regxstrar office. After the all India
reglstratlon “of ‘Living Will executed on 22 8-2022’, subject to legal
requirements, it could be regmtered mdnndually in all the states of
India and the ummn temtones by Way of electronic registration. All
the applicable re«nstratlon fees must be borne by the Finance

Ministry, Indian Govgnlment.

F. Given my personal wéal'-th.a.uocatjon,'m I;age 2 of anmexure F
attached with Wnt petitiori and my wéa.lth ‘management
respon31b1]1ues of Barthling F Qundatmn Public chantable Trust and
Earthling Foundatlon ‘Private. Trust, I will be using multi-
combination: blo-meu?q_ and non-biometric passwords and code
combﬁmﬁérns' as pam:h for my bank vanhs, bank accounts, o

‘ executive offices, Legal offices with lawyers, Trust office buildings, "

‘ Trust bank accounts, Trust bank vanits, my online account access,

i digital acress platforms, legal documents vault, data warchouse

¢
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offices, and other, and hence my 'finger prints' are precious and

valuable. Hence, respondent to work with Finance Ministry and issue
me a Goods and Services: Tax, GST number without me having to
submit Aadhar card, which needs me to give my finger prints and

_'_b1o-metnc mi‘ormatmn. : e 45

i G. Respondent upon the complenon of all—Indla reglstranon of ‘Lmng
"‘:‘Wﬂl executed on 22- 8-2022’ attached as anncxm'e F with the writ -
Mstraﬁon m all states.

petmon subject to Iegal requn'ements, 1ts '.

.‘and umon terntones, must- forma]ly dlstribute the reglstered
document to President of India, ane Mn:uster of India, Prime
Ministers Office, Finance Minister of India, Finance Ministers Office

representing Commissioner of Income tax department, all Chief
Ministers of all states of India, all the corresponding Chief Ministers
Offices, and to the heads of all Union territories of India. This will

ensure India is fully united in the objective of achieving the visionary
goal ‘Goal year 2050 for India’. This goal for India will have its

cascading effects on at least 100 or more poor countries of the world.

Section heading: Annexure O 'Living Will Addendum for year ending

2022’ and its subsequent 12 versions to be executed in vears 2023-

2034, related prayer points.

H. Respondent to transmit formal communications ‘ab'out m'y "L’i_viﬁg will

addendum for End-of-Year 2022 executed on .29: 12-2022°,

annexure O attached with this petition, and the. f;act that 12 'more P

VA

Living Will addendums will be executed by me, at the end of each of

the next 12 years between 2023 to 2_634_. shovﬁqg illeremental

statistics related to ‘wealth _Teceipts from the ‘executed 62 sale -
agreements’ and ‘wealth distribution’” inte'nded .according to
annexure F attached with writ petition, to Presidént of India, Prime
Lﬁnmteroflnd:a,P:meLﬁmstcnOfﬁce FinancemesterofIndla.,
Finance Ministers Office representing Comnnsmner of Income tax
dcpaxtnent,a!lCh:d’Mmst:rsofallstatesoflndla all the
ccmpundmgChmeﬁmstmsOﬁices,andtotheheads of all Union
territories of India.
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be 0 Respondent to gwe ofﬁmal formal communication addresses, key
contacts mfonnatmn e-mail ID'S, and direct telephone numbers of

all the mtcndcd m:alth remplents according to annexure F attached

- with the wnt petition, mcludlng that of Pre51dent of Incha Prime
Minister of India, ane Mlmsters Office, Fmance Mm1ster of India,
Finanoe Munsters Oiﬁce representmg Commlssmner of Income tax
dcpartment all’ ChJef Mlmsters of all states of India, all the

‘ e ‘correspondmg Chlef Mimsters Ofﬁces, and to the heads of all Union
i o .: o terntorles of Indla for my ofﬁc1a1 record and that of the Honorable

court. This mformat:;on is for l.mtlatmg electromc wire transfer of
wealth over the next 12 years according to' the mtended wealth
allocation glven in armexure F attached with writ petltlon and for
the formal dls‘tnbutmn of the upcommﬂr '12 Living Will addendums’,

to the end remplent pa.rtles The intended commitment to allocate
and pay 45% of the total ‘wealth receipts’ to Indian Central and State

Governments would be legally accounted for by annexure O and its
next 12 versions, the Living Will addendums to be executed over the
next 12 years, which will indicate the cumulated ‘wealth receipts’
and wealth distribution’, and ensure the entire 45% ‘wealth
distribution’ is taken to its completion. Given that bulk of the
wealth distribution will be in ‘Earthlings currency’, the recipients will

have all new ‘Treasury bank accounts’, or other recipient destination
bank accounts where the money would be transferred to. Most of
these bank accounts will be organized in the new banks to be
established in India to manage the overall wealth being brought into
India by way of these 62 sale agreements. These financial
transactons over the next 12 years will be official, formal, disclosed
to Indian and worldwide media houses. I will be heading TEC, Indian
Economic Council’ and will Be providing guidance on the
managernent and distribution of this wealth across banks, and bank

accounts. '

Section heading: Annexures K and L list and describe the 62 sale ~t'
agreements to be executed, respectivelv. Annexure Q gives the
computation of the court fees and the wealth distribation from

Srimivas — Kathi asreement’, the first agreement to be executed.
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‘Special court to be appomted’ for exec:utlon of 61 non-usa sale' 5

agreements. The Honorable court approvals and orders to 'r_he Tnal
court’. Coordinate 62 country Premier’ visits. ' ’

J. Respondent to work w1th Fxnance Mzmstry, and get necessary
o approvals to allow local pnvate Indlan bank HDFC Bank, to create
“special account such that I whﬂe bemg an Indlan cmzcn lmng in
India, can hold large ‘amounts of $ currency in an Indxa.n bank
account such as HDFC Bank until I pLan 1ts exchange tq Eart}ﬂmgs ‘
with GEC, Global Earthlmgs Counc‘ﬂ “This is for the executxon of sale
agreement in section 2(a) of annexure i attached with thls pehtlon

'Srinivas - Kathi agreement', which would requ::e USPTO to make
payments for the sale agreement along with the aﬁplicable court fees, -
according to the sale proceeds distribution across Indian bank, i
HDFC bank accounts, given in annexure Q attached with this

petition.

K. Respondent to work with Finance Ministry and give apprbvals for me -
to set-up a first group of my own banks, all of which would be
enabled to hold exiremely high value of wealth in Earthlings
currency, and a second group of my own banks for the local Indian
banking and financial transactions related to the Earthling
Foundation Public charitable Trust, and Earthling Foundation
Private Trust initiatives, programs, projects, and their execution. The
first group of banks will hold the incoming wealth from the 61 tri-
party sale agreements listed in sections 2(b) to 2(jjj) of annexure L
attached with this petition. The economic policies related to wealth
management and Indian ‘Treasury management’, proposed and
implemented by me, through T1EC, Indian Economic Council’ will S
address the wealth distribution across the organized first group and
second group of banks, along with defining the Indian national
treasury’, and declaring it to the world media houses.

L. The Honorable court to issue orders to "Appoint a Special court’ for
mhmofsaleagreementsdesaibedmsechmsﬁb}mﬂﬁﬂ of
annmmLaﬁachcdwﬁthls petition. Executmg these a.g;reements
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involves respondent to co-ordinate the 'Premier visits' from 61 world
~...countries, to the appomted Speczal court. Given that Presidents and
- Prime Ministers of 61 world countries would visit the Special court,

the High court of Kamataka premises mght be better suited to

establish the Specnal court. This is subject to legal procedures :
" involved and the dec R

"'of Honorable court.

M The Honorable oourt to 1ssue orders addressed to the ‘Tnal court ‘
; Bangalore city. crvﬂ approvmg the ‘Apphcable court fee for the : a3
total ]Jabﬂ.lty claJn_l ed'to USPTO in: I.ndlan rupees INR I attach ¢
* annexure Q with thxs petltlon, glvmg the calculanon of apphcable '

court fee for the conservative estimate liability claim of 93 Trillion
Earthlings / $. Accordjn'g to the court fee calculation rule given to
me by the Bangalore city civil court administration office, filing
section, I have calculated the court fee and presented in INR and $,
at a conversion rate of 1 $ = 72.65 INR. Liable party USPTO will pay
me the applicable court fee, and all the bank fees and applicable

charges to transfer the fees to my bank account. I attach the breakup
of USPTO payments that must be paid to me in annexure Q attached
with this petition.

N. The Honorable court to issue orders addressed to the 'Trial court,
Bangalore city civil court’, approving the ‘Court fee agreement with
Bangalore city civil court administrative office’ that I discuss in
annexure Q attached with this petition. To pay 50% court fee upon
receipt of court fee from USPTO, and the balance 50% will be paid
upon the conclusion of execution of 62 sale agreements described in

annexure L attached with this petition.

O. The Honorable_gcou'z't to issue orders to have a Formal worldwide >
media reporters interaction room, with live television broadcast tff‘
setup, to fam'ﬁtam official press release for each of the 62 sale -
agreements upon then' execution” and to have a ‘Dlscusmon and
meeting room, where refreshments could be provided for visiting -
Premier and their deleganon to interact with me and any visiting ¥y
Indian dig:&t‘am€ mﬂ:te premlses of the ‘appomted specxal cm.trt’ for '
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~ attached with this pet:tlon, cucecuted synchromzed with the orders”
: given by this Honorable court or the Spec:al court appomted for the g
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the execution of 62 sale agreemeﬁts d:escribe'd" in anmexure L

attached with this petitiomn.

Respondent to plan, co- -ordinaté, and schedule the visits of 62

country Premier, the recipient of mte]lectual property nghts )
| delegation teams, or buyer delegahon teams’, to get the 62 sale--'*-

agreements listed in annexure K-and descnbed id axme:mre P

purpose. While the first sale agreement ‘Snmvas Kathi agreement’ o

to be executed in usd-$ currency could be-execute_d upon court
orders after the fraud elimination in trial court, the critical path
activity to get the 61 tri-party agreements descﬁbe’d ‘in sections 2(b)
to 2(jjj) of annexure L attached with this petition, need the ‘Payor
delegation team, GEC, Global Earthling Councii idesigna‘teéi
signatories’ to have taken office after GEC is establishe&. Once the
GEC designated signatories have taken office, respon&lent to co-
ordinate their visit and stay in the city, say for a pex.f;iod of four
months, and synchronizing the visits of 61 country ‘P}remier, the
recipient of intellectual property rights delegation t@ams’ito facilitate
the execution of the tri-party sale agreements in thef-. ‘appointed
special court’ within the same span of four months. Reépondent to
co-ordinate the visit of USPTO Director Mrs. Kathi Vidal to the Trial
court, Bangalore city civil court upon the Honorable courts orders to
execute sale agreements described in sections 2(a) and 2(kkk) of

annexure L attached with this petition.

. Respondent to work with Defense Ministry, and appoint a twelve

member all Hindu Indian military unit, to provide and ensure my
‘physical safety and security’, in a non-intrusive way, until all the 62
sale agreements listed in annexure K and described in annexure L
attached with this petition are executed, and the full wealth is
brought into India by me, according to the Honorable court orders. I
look forward to the ‘appointment of this team at the earliest possible
date’. Respondent to introduce the appointed twelve member military
unit to me. 1 attach annexure T with this petition. B

.

-
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Section heading: Annexures N, Macro-Governance reform United
Nations Global Governance Model 2020©° related praver points,

R. Respondent to work with Mr. Daren Tang, Director General of World g
Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO, and schedule the
introducﬁon' bf macro- “governance reform ‘United Nations Global

_ Governance Model 20208 by me to all 193 member countries, in a

Cfall ~day event by addressmg the WIPO assembly. Prior to the
mtroductwn re3pondent shall d13tnbute the attached anne:mres N,
and R to the Dn"ector General of WIPO and all the 193 country"
delegatwn teams at, WIPO My mtroducuon of the macro—reform
could be scheduledl by my physical presence at the WIPO assembly,

subject to Indi{;:\.n Government security concerns and me travelling
internationa]ly,.} or by way of addressing the WIPO assembly live from
a broadcast staﬁon set-up in Bangalore, India. Reasonable time shall
be given to all 1',593 cou;:tries to independently evaluate the presented

¥
i
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macro-governance reform described in attached annexure N.

S. Respondent to. work with Mr. Daren Tang, Director General of World
Intellectual Propérty Organization, WIPO, to bring the macro-
governance reform United Nations Global Governance Model 2020€”

for its decisive vaﬁng at WIPO assembly in a decisive YES or NO
option voting, on .the questlon of ‘Should United Nations Global
Governance Model 2020@ be taken LIVE for the benefit of the world
countries, and to defirie a new ‘world order?’, after the expiration of
the set reasonablé time gly&:n to 193 world countries to evaluate the

macro-reform. -~

Section heading: Annexure P, ‘fire scé.m’ related praver points, a

negative tgxctic; used Bv my public c_anemies against me, my invention,
India, and Hindus iivi_ng in -Indl‘a.‘ Must be handed off to the
discussiét-g andvotmg of 193 world countries.

bt 2

TN AT
LR R

i

T. Respondent to work with Mr. Daren Tang Director General of World
Intdlemlalhupcrgyom,‘w}m andschedulethe

o
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introditction of ‘World energy battle — Oil Vs Renewable’ by me,

- forced on me, India, and Hindus living in India, by my public enemies
[ .

listed in annexure P attached with this petition, to all 193 member

~ countries in a session addressing the WIPC assembly directly live
from - a broadcast station in Bangalore, India. Prior to the
i .mtmductlon respondent sha]l dlstn'bute the attached armexure Rto
:‘:Z_Ithe Dn'ector General of WIPO and all the 193 country delegation

ke ams at WIPO specifically to read pcmpectlves related to ‘Fire

Scam Reasonable time shall be given to all 193 countries to

e -:mdependenﬂy evaluate the presented subject and also to work on
. the case _stud1es presented in POV 1 in the attached annexure R with

 this petition..

. Respondent to work with Mr. Daren Tang, Director General of World

Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO, to bring the World energy
battle — Oil VS Renewable for its decisive voting.at WIPO assembly in
a decisive YES or NO option voting, on the queStlon of. ‘Shouid the
world countries proactively work on mvebtmg and domg .nore
research investments in Renewable’ energy sector‘> ‘after the

expiration of the set reasonable time glven to 193 world countries to

evaluate' the subject. A decisive majonty NO? voting result will

reschedule the subject to be brought to the dlscussmn and a
subsequent second poll for 193 countries after agap of say 10 years,
at the Group 193, G-193 council, subject to exec.ut:ve decision that
could be exercised by Group 'Inﬂpetxtial 50, GI-S@.counciI. The
councils are discussed in annexu:’ee N‘-a.ll'l.d.' R attaqhed with this

petition.

Section heading: Annexure R, Slllaring the Righ ht perspectives ‘foi‘ the
world’ with the 193 world countries. ' -

Rcspandcnttowmkthhllr.DarmTangDuecthcnemlofWorld
Intellectual Property Organization, WIPO, and dmtrﬁmte the
copynghtworkmapphmhonstagefor RxghtpcrspechVesforthe
warld', mnbnredbyn:n,tol%worldcountnes,attachedas
annexureszthﬂ:uspemmn.Themstﬂbutmncouldalsobebyway
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of elec:tromc communlcatmns by dlsmbuung the Webpage Webhnks

srinivasdevathi. com right- £ b iand!
https:/ I snmvasdevatm com !/ nqht—perspectlves~forothe~world— .
conti uatiog[ where the authored work has been pubhshed onhne,
to all the '193. world countnes for ﬂzem to read study the

perspectives, and prepare for thie transmon of ‘old world order into '

'‘NEW. WORLD ORDER' and prepare for the dems:ve vot:ng sessmns

at WIPO assembly, for the nnplementatlon of macro—econom.xc reform

'Propct Earthlmg@ s and macro-governance reform ‘Umted Naﬁonsr _
GIobal Govemance Model 2020@’ attached as annem:res M and N e
respectwely w:tth thls pet1tlon I have authored 79 Right perspectlves

for the world’ and pubhshed them online and mcluded them in
annexure R attached with this petmon My work on the 'Right Lo
perspectures for ‘the world’ wﬂl contmue which shall also include t%
deﬁmpg the oth_er counc;ﬂs of the New World Order, and further will
include the Direction setting document, Legal preamble document,

Guiding document, High-level directive document’ for the defined

councils of GEC, Global Earthling Council, GI-50, Group Influential

50 Council, and G-193, Group 193 Council.

Section: heaaing: Prayer points with steps, to counter all negative
tactics used by my public enemies against me, my invention, India,
and Hindus living in India, detailed in annexure P. Verify, validate,

if identified, give ‘confront or withdraw’ option.

W.Respondent to work with Ministry of Law and Justice, and through
their network to Supreme court of India, all the High courts of all
states in India, Bangalore city civil court, Family court in Bangalore,
Nyaya Degula Bangalore, to ven’f_y and validate that no person, no
party, no organization, no corporation, no legal entity, no country
government, including and not limited to my public enemies listed
in annexure P attached with this petition, orthmrlnd:an office legal
mnncshavcﬁ]odanyﬁivolousm arftuolousIAapph@uons

without my knowledge, mfabrmtedanydocmnentantmagamnm. s*
T
or attempted to use fabricated medical theones mtentionally

dcsxgnedby?:n‘betakmgko],beyopmmn]mder’hribedbymypubhc
enenncsagamst me, all in anattempttoblockthewealth coming to
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. me and to India, by way of the 62 sale agreements described in
annexure L attached with this petition, to be executeii by the orders

of this Honorable court.. Respondent upon their commui};icatibn and
verification with the lis;;ted Indian courts, to give a repoﬁ to me and
. this__anQrable cqﬁrt. I provide details related to this prayer point in
. annexure P attachedwrith this petition. My public enemies have
taken extreme measures and chosen e}ftreme negative facﬁcé, giveri
my inventions conservative valuation set at 93 Trillion Earthlings /
$, coming to me and India. This is a proactive step to first identify i’;';é
their negative tactics if any used at the level of Indian courts. ey

X. Respondent to give the option of ‘Confront Mr, Srinivas S. Devathi
directly with your frivolous allegations or fabricated documents, ‘-
subject to strict proof in this High court of Karnataka, in his
presence, or withdraw and return to your country’ to any person, Hi
party, organization, corporation, legal entity, country government,
any of my public enemies listed in annexure P attached with this
petition, or any of theil; Indian office legal entities, that have been
identified according to their steps taken in prayer point W' If any
stich identified person, party, organization, corporation, legal entity,
or country government, does not withdraw and return to their @ .

country, and decides to confront me in this Honorable court, I will

rubbish their negative tactics, frivolous allegations, or fabricated

documents with my legal response, thus neutralizing their negative

tactics right here in this Honorable court.

Y. Respondent through their network to the current day, old world —
order, puppet ‘united nations’, with any non-defunct, surviving and
functioning puppet un organs, and puppet un organizations, to
verify and validate that no person, no party, no organization, no
corporation, no legal entity, no country government, inchuiding and
not limited to my public enemies listed in annexure P attached with et
this petition, or their Indjan office legal entities, have fled any Es'ﬁ
frivolous documentation, or fabricated documentanfm agamst mc or : :
attempted to use fabricated illogical muhcal ﬁ;uaoncs mtcntmna]ly -
designed by ‘bribe takmg koY’ bribed bj’n!j’ pubﬁc enmss against o
me, all in an attempt to blqck the wealth cormng to'me and to India, : -..
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by way of the 62 sale’ agreements descnhed n annexure L attached
with this pehtion to be: executed by the orders of this Honorable
court. Respondent upon thelr commumcatlon and verification with
the puppet, umted natmns its puppet organs and puppet
organ1zat10n, to, gwe a. report to mé and this Honorable court. I
prmnde detalls related to this prayer point in annexure P attached
with this petmon. My public enemies have taken extreme measures
and chosen extreme: negative tachcs, ngen ‘my mventlons
' conservatwe valuation set at 93 Trillion Earthhngs /3, oommg to me
. and India, could have used puppet un organs agamst me. Thls isa

: proac,twe step to first identify their negatlve tactics if any used at the
level of old world order nearly defunct un organs or any un

organizations.

Z. Respondent to give the option of ‘Confront Mr. Srinivas S. Devathi

directly with your frivolous allegations or fabricated documents,

subject to strict proof in this High court of Karnataka, in his
presence, or withdraw and return to your country’ to Mr. Antonio -
Gutteras, Secretary General of puppet un, to any person, party, _,“”.';:'
organization, corporation, legal entity, country government, any of b
my public enemies listed in annexure P attached with this petition,
or any of their Indian office legal entities, that have been identified
according to their steps taken in prayer point Y’. When they confront
me directly, I will rubbish their negative tactics, frivolous allegations,
or fabricated documents with my legal response, thus neutralizing

their negative tactics right here in this Honorable court.

Section_heading: Annexure E, Investigation to be conducted by

Ministry of law and justice, to ensure no ‘Frivolous commissions’

have been issued or received by courts in Bangalore, to target me by
abusing CPC sections 75 or 76. ) Y

AA Respondent to work with Ministry of Law and Justice, and
through their network to all the courts in Bangalore, which have
Jurisdiction across the city where I reside. not limiting to High Court
of Karnataka, Baﬁgalere city civil court, Fémily court of Bangalore,

b




-'Nyajra-Dégtﬂa, Bangalore, Magistrate court, Court for sma]l causes, -
. to verjfy and validate if there are any ‘Commmmons that are active
and operational’, with intent to 'Examme me’, or ‘Invesugate me’, by
abuse of CPC section 75, all its- sub-sectmns not hm1t1ng to sub-
sectlons a, or b; or by abuse of CPC section 76, by 3 way of wh.lch any
court from across India such as Supremc court of India, any of the L1
i | .ngh courts across India, or any other court have attempted to 1ssue' A
- ..a commission to ‘Examine me’ or ‘Inmtlgatc me’ by making courts' |

in Bangalorc rccem: thc comm.lssmn. At thc source, it could be a.ny.

: f .my ‘pubhc enemles hsted muarmexure P thelr Ind:an ofﬁces that :

" could have attempted to set up frivolous comnnssmns agamst me to

‘Examine me’ or ‘Invesugate me’. ThlS is a proactwe step to first

-identify their negative tactics if any used at the level of Indian cou:rts
Respondent to further take action to TMMEDIATELY DISSOLVE all
such frivolous commissions issued or received by . courts ' ih
Bangalore by the orders of this Honorable court. In the';, event that
any of the frivolous commissions refuse to dissolve, the ci_‘)m,mission,

commissioner must be given a ‘confront or dissolve’ option to

confront me with the ‘purpose, intent, objective, Jlnotij{re’ of their
cominission to target me, destroy me, examine me, or invcjzstigate me.
By bringing the frivolous commissions ‘Motive’ to ta'rget e, attempt
to frame me, poison me, or to steal my invention patent ri"ghts, to the
attention of this Honorable court, I shall ensure the frivolous
commission is DISSOLVED". I refer the Honorable court to annexure

E attached with this petition.

Section _heading: Annexure S, Investigation to be conducted by
Ministrv of law and justice, to ensure no portion of the wealth was

stolen by way of forged documents in ICU of hospitals, by using
specific medical conditions as cover.

. BB. Respondent to work thh Muustry of Law and Justice, to
" conduct local investigation of the four hospitals in Bangalore, Sidvin i
Hospital, Fortis Hospital, Columb1a Asia Hospital, and Shobha ~
Hospital, the consulting doctors, ICU doctors, ICU staff, and hospital %
mmﬂingtotherequmdctaﬂedmannﬂxmeSattached
with this petiton, and pro‘nde an investigation report to me and this




Honm:able court. Given the eonservanve valuation of my mvennon at

93 Trillion Earthlings / 3, there is a possfmhty that- my public ,
enemies listed in annexure P attached with this petn:on have used

medical force against my father to ﬂlegally forge documents. The
; mveshgatlon is to ascertam that no legal documents were forged or

" "executed by my father durmg hlS adnnsszon to those h05p1tals and
dunng the ICU adzmssmn stays whlch have very strict visiting hours. '

No legal documents must ascertam that no lega.l documents were
i Boa et forged or executed by usmg a medlcal cover of Rheumatoid Arthritis,
| RA’ by takmg his fingerpnnts on 100’S or 1000°S of papers, since RA [

Bl

patlent cannot sign his signature by his own hands. No legal
documents must ascertain that no legal documents were forged or
executed by using the POA - Power of Attorney given to my father by
me and my divorced spouse, dated 1-1-2009 attached with annexure ¥
S. No legal documents must ascertain that no legal statements’ were |
recorded from him by using medical force. No legal documents must
ascertain that no ‘death time statements’ were recorded by police,
lawyers or magistrate, or judge from my father before his death in
ICU of Columbla Asia Hospital. Annexure S indicates the
chronolégical e:vents related to my fathers hospital admissions, the

hospital adxmssxon dates, discharge dates, and includes the
discharge summary reports given by the hospitals.

CC. If respondent investigation conducted according to prayer
point BB, reveals that documents have been illegally forged from my
father during hls admission to these hospitals, the investigation h
must continue to retrieve every last document that was forged or
illegally executed, any statement recorded by medical force, any
death time statement, and must be submitted to the Honorable court
and must be legltzmately destroyed or shredded.

DD. If respondcnt mvesugatum condu:xed according to prayer
- point BB, revealsthatdocumentslmvebemﬂleganyforgndfmmmy
father,thcmmngamnmmmtndenufyanthemmah,
' perpetrators n:rvolved n this g:mg beyond the consulting doctors,
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of hospltals The Honorable court must takﬁ legal action against

these cnmmals perpetrators and pumq}:l them accordmg to law.

; Sectmn headma Annexure T, My vubhc enemms hsted in annexure

' and'technblﬁ' 7 to yut me in a life

i P have used all avaﬂable SDY

u cage. track ray entire life 24 ﬂ 365, gsing advanced &1_12' ment and

0 'devices. Investigation to be cond

Ministry

of law and justice.

" the mltlatlve of estabhshmg a brand new Jaw enforcement agency

‘Special Technology Unit’. The public enemies listed in annexure P
attached with this petition have access to cutting edge technologies
that they have used against me for the last 16 years, described in
annexure T attached with this petition. No law enforcement agency
in India could help me, with regards to tracing, locating, dismantling
and destroying the high technology devices used against me. The
challenges faced by India with abuse of such technoelogy can enly be
countered by such a ‘Special Technology Unit’. This unit should
specialize in knowing, 1dent1fymg, locating, and dismantling, usage
of eagle eye, nixon technology, nano technology, ‘advanced all body
organ and brain activity mapping equipment’, all hidden electronic
equipment, electronic gear, thermal imaging devises, listening
devices for eves-dropping, and visual devises to look mto pnvate
space of neighbors. They should have the capablhty to ‘d1g1tally
sweep’ any house, buﬂdmg, or office and their surroundmgs for the

presence of any spyware, micro or nano—technology bugs used to

invade privacy, listen into, or see mto others homes or oﬁices, nixon

technology, its nano renditions, lowm;t dembel sound heanng,

recording devises, thermal imaging devices, a.]l body organs imaging

devices, and ‘brain activity’ imaging dewces. 1 will ‘provide the
technology support through my team ‘to develop this unit into a
cuttmg—edgetechnolngmallawwﬁwcemmtmm. .This is required to
deﬁncstmmgenfowhlslawandmdcr wh:ch:sreqmredtomake

Respondent to work w1th Mm_lstrv o _.la a.nd Jushce take up i
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'FF. “ Respondent to work with Ministry of Law and Justice to
. .conduct invesﬁéaﬁon according to the details given in annexure T
attached - with this petition, at Location 1, which involves
mvcsﬁgatmg four houses around my re31dent1a1 address. The people
_of these four houses must be mterrogated and the;r ent1re houses
must bc d1g1ta]1y swept’ to trace, locate, dlsmanﬂe, and se:ze any
.l spyware,’ mn:ru or nano-technolog bugs used to mvade privacy,
- hsten mto, or see into others homes or ofﬁces mxon technology, its
‘nano rem:htlons, lowast deci'bel sound hearmg, or recordmg dev:tses

- thermal i 1magmg dew.ces, a]l body organs maglng devmes or brain

acﬁvxty’ maging demces that are present in their house and used
for spying on me, for trackmg my work ‘my daily activities, buﬂdmg

pattern of my life, and if they 'are working to block the executmn of
these 62 sale agreements thus biock_mg the wealth from coming to
me and India. The mveshgatzon report must be given to me and the

Honorable court.

a3 Moy
)

GG. Respondent 'to work with Ministry of Law and Justice to
conduct mvesngatzon accordmg to the deta;.ls given in annexure T
attached with thls peut:ton at Location 2, w]:nch involves
investigating four rooms around the room I ‘have occupled at the
hotel. The oocupa.nts of these four rooms must be interrogated, and
their rooms mcludmg my room, must be ‘digitally swept’ to trace, w
locate, dismaritle, and’ seize any spyware, micro or nano-technology |
bugs used to invade privacy, listen into, or see into others rooms,
nixon technology, its nano renditions, lowest decibel sound hearing,
or recording devises, thermal imaging devices, all body organs
maging devices, or ‘brain activity’ imaging devices, that are present

in their rooms, used for spying on me, for tracking my work, my daily

activities, building pattern of my life, and if they are working to block .
the execution of these 62 sale agreements, thus blocking the wealth ' A-‘;%
from coming to me and India. The investigation report must be given ";
to me and the Honorable court. ;

HH. If respondent investigation conducted according to prayer
points FF and GG, reveals that these surrounding homes at location
1 and surrounding rooms at Jocation 2 have indeed installed, and
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used any of the listed devices to spy on me and i_nvade my pﬁﬁacy :
thus breaking my fundamental right to privacy, all such devices -
must be seized, and must be submitted to the Honoféble cqﬁrt as

documented evidence.

II. If respondent investigation conducted according to prayer points FF
and GG, reveals that these surrounding homes at location 1 and
surrcundmg rooms at locatlon 2 have 1ndeed mstalled and used any
of the listed devices to spy on me and mvade my pnvacy, the ;_ e
investigation must continue to 1dent1fy all the cnmmals, perpetmtors
involved in this spying and privacy invasion effort, going beyond the

occupants of these houses and rooms, to identify who among my

public enemies listed in annexure P, were involved in financing this
criminal usage of these people in surrounding houses and rooms.
The Honorable court must take legal action against these criminals,
perpetrators and punish them according to law. These activities by
the perpetrators constitute anti-India work, working against the
economic growth of India, and attempting to block the execution of

62 sale agreements described in annexure L.

JJ. After the execution of ‘Srinivas — Kathi agreement’ described in
annexure L attached with the petition, the receipt of the sale
proceeds from the agreement as described in annexure Q attached
with the petition, and its ‘Press release addressing the worldwide
media houses, with worldwide broadcast and coverage of the
execution of the sale agreement, respondent to work with the
Honorable Prime Minister of India, and schedule the introduction of
summary and preamble of NATIONAL WEALTH BILL’ authored by

me, addressing the parliament, and all the state assemblies live.
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reform, must be considered the ‘Event of the centurvy. Hence,

rldvnde broadcast of Iawsmt proceedings prayer points.

L

KK. The Honorab]e court and respondent to work with Ministry of 5%
s LaW al].d JusucC t o ‘.

exmse their network across all’ the justice

_ dehvenng r.:ourts n Indla, Iaw practltloners across IndJa, mcludmg o
 the Chief Justice uflndla, all the Chief Justices of all Indian states,
Bar councxl aSSOC':latan of Indla, all Jaw schools i in India, requestmg- o
5 _':f_ 'them to follow this' Iawsmt proceeding LIVE,: e1ther via a publlshed i e
;wdeo webﬁnk, or a television ch;—enne} cevenng the proceed_mg, from_r .
| ngh court of Karnataka, iBangalore c1ty civil cou.rt and further

covering the execuhon of 62 sale agreements described in annexure

L attached w1th this petmon. These lawsuits to become case studies
for all law S(.hool stiidents across the world countries, and the case
studies will be d.raﬁed by Ind_lan law practitioners.

LL. The Honorable court and respondent to work with Ministry of

Law and Justice, to exercise their network across the 193 world

countries, inform,the’ Supreme court Judges of all 193 countries,

legal and _]ustlce department members of 193 countries, law
practitioners across the 193 countries, inform the judicial bar
associations of all ‘193 countries, inform the top five law schools of
all 193 countries, a‘beﬁt_ thls lav'vsuit,‘re(.lues.ting them to follow this
lawsuit proceeding,- LIVE 'eithef' via a published video weblink, or a
television channel covering the proceed.mg live from ngh court of
Karnataka, Bangalore c:1ty cxv11 c:ourt and further covering the
execution of 62 sale. agreement_s descnbed in annexure L attached
with this petition: The'se-lawsmts to become case studies for all law

school students across the world countries.

PETITIONER /
(Party-in-Person).
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NC: 2023:KHC:19123
WP No. 4851 of 2023

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU |
DATED THIS THE 6™ DAY OF JUNE, 20323

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR JUSTICE H.T. NARENDRA PRASAD
WRIT PETITION NO. 4851 OF 2023 (IPR)
BETWEEN:

SRINIVAS S DEVATHI

AGED 45 YEARS

S/O LATE D. SATYANARAYANA

RESIDING AT NO.53, 11TH B CROSS

3RD MAIN, PRASHANTHNAGAR

BANGALORE- 550 (79,

INDIA, MOBI E (91)-965-393-2293

E-MAIL ID- PROJECTEARTHING@SRINIVASDEVATHI.COM
..PETITIONER

(BY SRI. SRINIVAS S DEVATHI PARTY IN PERSON.,)

AND:

UNION OF INDIA
| MINISTRY OF ETERNAL AFFAIRS
Digitally signed  LEGAL AND TREATIES DIVISION
o i iksHmi  ROOM MO 901, AKBAR BHAVAN

MURTETY - CHANAKYAPUR]
%OCE;Einfl: High NEW DELHJ-110 021,
e PH- 91-11-24674143.

REPRESENTED BY
MP.S. UMA SEKHARM.
ADDITIONAL SECRETARY
Al SG REPRESENTING EXTERNAL
AFFAIRS MINISTER
MR. S. JAISHANKAR.

: ...RESPONDENT

(BY SRI:ADITYA SINGH., ADVOCATE)
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THIS WRIT PETITION IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 225
AND 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING.TO I PRAY
THE HONORABLE HC TO ISSUE ORDERS TO SECTION HEADING
INDEPENDENT. VALUATION 'OF MY INVENTION SALE PPICE
GIVEN BY INDIAN GOVT AND ETC.

THIS PETITION, COMING CN FOR  PRILIMINARY

HEARING, THIS DAY, THE COURT MADE THE FOLLOWING:
ORDER
Thié writ petiticn is filed by Mr.Srinivas S Devathi,
petitioner-party in person under Article 226 of the

Constitution of India praying in all 38 prayers.

2. The case of the petitioner:

Petitioner, namely, Mr.Srinivas S Devathi, has
invented a technolfogy of Re;ﬂeatabfe Vehicle Coior Change
Technology in the quarter of the year 2007 in USA and
also got the patent in USA from United State Patent and
Trademarks Office (for short ‘USPTO’) on 16.12.2014
bearing No.US8,910,998 and also filed 17 applications in
various countries and af#o got patents about his invention.

The further case of the petitioner is that there is a breach



§o

NC: 2023:KHC:19123
WP No. 4851 of 2023

of Patent Cooperation Treaty by the foreign antity.
Therefore, hge has approached this Court to sue against

them and afs.fo seek damages as prayed in the prayers.

B Oh service of advanced copy cf the writ
petition, '-Mr,Aditya Sirsgti, learned Central Government

Counsel appeared on behalf of the respondent.

4, My Srih-ivas 3 Devathi, petitioner-party in
person has alqu c* the mat ef' at length. He has reiterated

the grounds urgcd in fhe Wi |t r)etltn:an

5. Mr A.t\cnfyla S.ngn Iearned counsel appearing for
the respoment has ralsed a prellmmary ob]ectlon with
regard to ma'ntamabzhty of writ petltlon He contended
that ou_t of-,38. p.ray.ers- so_ught-by the petitioner, none of
the ;.)ray.é::s.' alir‘é s'p:e'.r':ific and clear, Such reliefs cannot be
granted under Article 226 of the Constitution of India. He
further submitted that similar relief has been claimed by
the petitioner by filing a suit before the Trial Court and the

said suit has been dismissed. Thereafter, he has filed
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W.P.N0.21782/2022 before th}s Court and this Court hﬁr‘
disposed of the writ petition on 6.2.2023. Pursuant to the
order of this Court dated 6.2.2023 passed  in
W.P.N0.21782/2022, the request of tha petiticner has
been considered and his request hac been refused by the
Central Government bpv emaii communication dated

5.4.2023. Hence, he sought for dismiszal of this writ

petition.

6. Heaid Mr.Srinivas S Devathi, petitioner-party in

person and Mr.Aditya Singi, learned CGC for respondent.

7. In thiz writ petition, the petitioner has prayed in
ali 38 prayer::s. None of the prayers are specific and clear.
To the quest:t;on Aasked by this Court to the petitioner as to
what exactiyé is the relief he has sought for in the writ
petition the?'petitioner answered that he has got a patent
i USA on 6 12 2014 and now the Patent Cooperation
Treaty has been breached and therefore, he wants to sue

against-the foreolgn erlttty.



s

-5
© NC: 2023:KHC:19123
WP No. 4851 of 2023

8. | Lirider ..S'ect.ilcm i86_0% CPC, the petitioner has ta
take corxse-nt of-.-"_che Cep‘tr_al G_overnl'hént to sue against
any for:éig'n_éaﬁ't_f'..' Withéat 5btar"nmg the consent, he has
filed the Suits L.e., 0.5.N0.49/2022 and 0.5.No.41/2022.
The said suits have been rejected by tiie Trial Court.
Thereafter, he has filed W.P.N0.21782/2022. This Court by
order dated 6.2.2023 has disposad of the zaid writ petition
and the c;perative portion of the ordei reads as under:

7. The submission is placed on record. Since
the consiceration is underway, I deem it appropriate
to jissue a direction fo the respondent to pass
appropriate orders, with regard to the grievance fo
the petiticner, after affording an opportunity of
hearing, within six weeks from the date of receipt of
copy of the order, if nof earlier.”

9. Pursuant to the order passed by this Court in
W.P.N0.21782/2022, on request made by the petitioner
far issuance of consent letter to sue USPTO, the Central
Government by email communication dated 5.4.2023 has

rejected the request of the petitioner.
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10. Urﬁder,the circumstances, if the petitiorier has
any grievan%e agrainst the rejection of his reguest by tha
Central GO\;;'ern’ment vide email cormnmunication dated
5.4.2023, he% has to approach the appropriate legal forum.
The’ prayers.:sgough.t by the petitioner in this writ petition

cannot be granted.

11.l Accé,l'ding-f\r, the writ petition is rejected
reserviné- li betty to thP pﬂt tloner to challenge the
commumcatron of the Cent. al f‘overnment dated 5.4.2023
before the approoria te iegc:l forum if law permits.

Office is dnected to. return the certified copies of the
Annoxures w the peuuoner party sn person after retaining

the Xerox coD.@s of the sarne

Sd/-
JUDGE

DM
List No.: 1 51 No.: 40

s ot
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v | INTHE COURT OF THE XVIll ADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL JUDGE
Shest AT BANGALORE CITY

for
Judgmen

PRESENT: SRI PADMA PRASAD
B.A.(Law) LL.B.,
XVIII Additional City Civil Judge,

Dated this the 13" day of October 2022

ORIGINAL SUIT 41/2022

PLAINTIFF Srinivas S. Devathi,
Aged 44 years,
S/o0 Late D. Satyanarayana,
Residing at No.63, 11® 'B' Cross,
3" Main, Prashanthnagar,
Bangalore-560 079,
INDIA.
Mobile (91)-903-589-4251
E-mail ID:
Srinivas@Coolcartechnology. com.

[By Party in Person]
/versus/

DEFENDANTS: 1. Legal and Treaties Division,
' - Ministry of External Affairs,
Room# 901, Akbar Bhavan,
" Chanakyapuri,
New Delhi-110 021.
Ph:91-11-24674144.

Represented by Mrs. Uma Sekhar,
Additional Secretary, also

representing  External  Affairs
Minister, Prime Minister of India
PMOQO, . Finance Minister of India
and Finance Ministers Office.

2. * Society of Indian Automobile
. .Manufactures (SIAM},
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Core . 4-B, 5" Floor, India Habitat
‘Centre, Lodhi Road, New Delhi-

110 003,

" Ph:91-11-24647810,
" 91-11:24647812,

Represented by Mz, Kenichi

" Ayukawa, and Mr. Vinod Aggarwal,

~also . representing Indian

.. automotive manufacturers.

Indian Institute of Management,

Lucknow

Prabandh Nagar, IIM Road,
Lucknow-226013.

Ph: 91-522-2734101.

Represented by Mrs. Archana
Shukla, also representing their
board of governors.

Indian Institute of Management,
Indore, Prabandh Shikhar, Rau-
Pithampur Road, Indore-453556.
Madhya Pradesh, India.

Ph: 91-731-2439666.

Represenited by Mr. Himanshu
Rai, also representing their board

of governors.

Indian Institute of Management,
Calcutta, Diamond Harbour Road,
Joka, Kolkata -700 104.

West Bengal.

Ph: 91-33-24678300

Represented by Mr. Uttam Kumar
Sarkar, also representing their

board of governors.
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6.

Indian Institute of Management,
Ahmedabad, Vastrapur,
Ahmedabad -380015, Gujarat,
India.

Ph: 91-79-71523456.

Represented by Mr. Errol D’Souza,

. also representing their governming

council members,

Indian Institute of Management,
Bangalore.
Bannerghatta Road,

- Bengaluru-560 076, India.
"~ Ph: 91-80-26993000

Repreéénted by__Mr. Rishikesha

. Krishnan, also_representing their

© board members.

The Hindu Group, Kasturi & Sons

Limited,
Kasturi Buildings, 859/860,

..~ Anna Salai, Chennai -600002.
| Ph:.9 1-44-28577300.

' Represented _by Mr. Suresh
- nambath, also representing the

" owners of their media group.

“The New Indian Express,

Express publications Madurai Pvt.
Ltd.,#1, Queens Road, Bengaluru
-560 001. Ph: 91 — 80 -22866893.

Represented by Mrs. Shatwanu

Bhattacharva also representing
the owners of their media group,
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10.

11.

12.

‘18,

The Indian Express Pvt. Ltd.,
Express building,

B1/B, Sector 10, Noida -201 301.
Ph: 91-120-6651500.

Represented by Mr. Rajkamal Jha,
also representing the owners of '
their media group.

The Economic times, Times Group
Bennet & Coleman company Ltd.,
The Times of India building, 2
floor, SMB tower, 40/1, MG Road,
Near Navratan Jewellers,
Bengaluru-560 001.

Ph: 91-80-46787878.

Represented by Mrs. Archana Rai,
also representing the owners of
their media group.

The Times of India, times Group
Bennet & Coleman company Ltd.,
The Times of India building,

2" floor, SMB tower,

40/1, MG Road, Near Navratan
Jewellers, Bengaluru-560 001.

. Ph: 91-80-46787878.

Represented by Mrs. Asha Rai,

also representing the owners of
their media group.

Deccan Herald,

Printers Mysore Pvt. Ltd.,

. #75, MG Road,

Bengaluru-560 001.
Ph: 91-80-45557333.

- Represented by Mr. Sitaraman

- Shankar, also representing the

owners of their media group.
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v 14 Jagran group, Jagran Prakashan
. .".  Ltd., Jagram Building,
# 2, Sarvodaya Nagar,
. Kanpur—~208005.
. Ph: 91-512-2216161 or 91-512-
. 2216262.

Represented by - Mr. _Jitender

" Shukla, also representing  the
- owners of their media group.

D1 - By Sri B.S., Advocate

D2 - By Sri PKB, Advocate

DS — By Sri HVS, Advocate

D6 — By Sri Nandish Chudgar,

D7 — By Sri BC, Advocate

D9 - Exparte

D11 & D12 - By Sri SSS, Advocate

ORDERS ON MAINTAINABILITY AND ORDER ON IANO.3,5TO 7

The present suit filed by the plaintiff in person

for mandatory injunction in the nature of directions to

the defendants to do technical and expert

investigation, independént valuation of the price 'of
plaintiff’s invention and other reliefs.

2. The defendant no.2 filed IA No.3 wunder
Order 7 Rule 11 (d) of CPC for rejection of plaint and
also claimed that there is no cause of action for the
suit. The said application is supported with the

affidavit of defendant no.2.



S

6 0.S._41_2022_ Orders.doc

3. The defendant no.5 filed IA No.5 under
Order 7 Rule 11 (a) of CPC to reject the plaint claiming
that there is no cause of action for the suit, that has
been supported W1th affidavit of the Administrative
Officer of the deféndant no.5.

4., The défendant no.11 and 12 also filed IA
No.6 and 7 respéc;cively under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) of
CPC. | .

5. The piaiﬁtiff fi_ied detailed objections to all
these applicét_ioﬁs., R -

6. On thé ‘lo-a-'si's" of " i‘];le' above, point for
consideration are Ials' urid:er:: c

1. Whether ':th_e ‘suit.is maintainable in
the prese.nt form'P i | |

- Whetf;e; the:i)lgint_ is liable to rejected
under Qrd‘gﬁ R{ilé. 4 .(é) el (d) of CPC?

3. 'I What .oirlc.ller?
7. Heard the plaintiff in person.
8. Perused the pleading / plaint along with

materials placed before the court. On that basis, my

findings on the above points are as under:
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Point No.1: In the negative;
Point No.2: In the affirmative;
Point No.3: As per final order;

for the following:
REASONS

9. POINT NO.1 AND 2: The plaintiff in the
plaint claimed that he has found the Repeatable
Vehicle Color Change Technology as claimed in plaint
in 0.5.2487/2021 and also obtained patents etc., The
plaintiff claims that his invention will bring more
revenue to the India as claimed in the plaint.
Accordingly, plaintiff prays to direct the defendants in
the sﬁit to value his invention and the defendants to

publish his invention etc,,

10. ‘fThle defendants filed the written statement
and also ﬁled the aforesaid [As praying to reject the
plaint under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d) of CPC

claiming that there is no cause of action for the suit.

11. At the outset, it is'relevant to note that the

entire plaint nowhere' discloses the cause of action for
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the suit. It is alsq reiel\;éht ..to -ﬂote_: that the plaintiff
has not asked any of the defendants to do the things
claimed by him 1n .tlh.e. plamt Thete is no material on
record to show tha,it any .-I'of " the news papers or
magazines havé,-rc:ﬁ"@_sgd té. publish his invenﬁons.
Admittedly theplamtlff .claifns that he has got the
patent over his invention. As such, if his patent right
has been infringed, then it is for the plaintiff to
initiate a legal action against the person who has
infringed his ﬁatent. There is no material on record to
show that the plaintiff has asked any of the
defendants to investigate the plaintiff’s invention or

value the plaintiff’s invention.

12. Any suit can be filed before the court if there
is a cause of action for the suit, and the suit is not
barred under any law, otherwise the suit is liable to be
dismissed under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d) of the

CPC that reads as -

“11. Rejection of plaint — The plaint shall

be rejected in the following cases:
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(a) Where it does not disclose a cause of

action;

(d) where the suit appears from the

statcment in the plaint to be barred by any law.”

13. I have repeatedly gone through the entire
plaint, btit tﬁe plaint nowhere discloses the cause of ,
action forg the suit. The entire plaint nowhere discloses
tlrlla.t defenc‘iants have 'refused any of the relief claimed
in the suit. In fact there is no material on record to
show that thls plalntlff has approached any of the
defendants for the needful as claimed in the plaint
prior to the ﬁlmg of the suit. Infact, there is no
material on record to show that the defendants have
refused to. eﬁter‘gaiﬁ tiie claim ‘of plaintiff. In fact, the
plaintiff appxl*o';aclhéd t};e .coﬁff without'exhausting his
rlghts as contemplated under Section 41 (h) Specific

Relief Act

14. It is well settled principle of law that a
cause of action means every fact, which if traversed, it
would be necessary for the plaintiff to prove in order

to support his right to a judgment of the court. In
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other words, it is bundle of fact which taken with the
law applicable to them gives the plaintiff a right to
relief against the defendant. It must include some act
done by the defendant. Since in the absence of such
an act, no cause of action can possibly accrue. It is
not limited to the actual infringement of the right sued
on but includes all material facts on which it is
founded. It does not comprise evidence necessary to
prove such facts but evéry fact necessary for the
plaintiff to prove to enable him to obtain a decree.
But, in the case on hand, the plaintiff has not at all
made out any case to show that any of the defendants
have denied the claim of plaintiff nor the defendants
are aware of the claim of plaintiff or the defendants
are liable to actgupo'n the (;laim of plaintiff. In the
absence of any such material before the court,
certainly it cannc;t be accepted that there is any cause

of action for the suit.

15. As the ‘entire plaint nowhere discloses the
cause of écfcion, ' Qert'éinly' this suit cannot be
entertained, and pla,iflt is liable to be rejected.
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16.  Therefore, considered from any angle, this
suit in the. pr{ésé:it form is not maintainable as the
plaintiff fejﬂéd 1o méke_ out any cause of action for the
suit, this pl'ai;'nt. is liable to be rejected under Order 7
Rule 11°(a) and:(d) of CPC. Accordingly, Point No.1 is

answered in ﬁega.tive; and Point No.2 is answered in

affirmative.

17. POINT NO.3: In view of the finding on

Points 1 and 2, I proceed to pass the following:

ORDER

» IA No.3, 5 to 7 filed by defendant no.2, 5,
11 and 12 respectively are hereby allowed.
Accordingly, the plaint is hereby rejected
under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d) of CPC.

* 4 % ’

[Dictated to the Judgment Writer directly on computer, Script
corrected, signed and then pronounced by me, in the Open
Court on this the 13™ day of October 2022.]

[PADMA PRASAD)]
XVIII Additional City Civil Judge.
BANGALORE.

Qs Loy
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i | INTHE COURT OF THE XVIll ADDITIOINAL CITY CIVIL JUDGE

AT BANGALORE CITY

PRESENT: SRI PADMA PRASAD

B.A.(Law) LL.B.,

XVIII Additional City Civil Judge.

Dailted:this the 13 day of October 2022
. ORIGINAL SUIT 42/2022

PLAINTIFF

Srinivas S, Devathi,

Aged 44 years,

S/o Late D. Satyanarayana,
Residing at No.63, 11% 'B’ Cross,
3* Main,. Prashanthnagar,
Bangalore-560 079,

INDIA.

Mobile (91)-903-589-4251

.. .E-mail ID:
i Sriniyas@CooIcartechnoIogy. com.

[By Party in Person]

“--/ve_r.sus/

DEFENDANTS: 1.

: Legal and Treaties Division,
Ministry of External Affairs,
. Room# 901, Akbar Bhavan,
-Chanakyapuri,
New Delhi-110 021.
Ph:91-11-24674144.

Represented by Mrs. Uma Sekhar,
Additional Secretary, also

representing External Affairs
Minister Mr. S. Jaishankar.
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ORDERS ON MAINTAINABILITY

The present suit filed by the plaintiff in person
for mandatory injunction in the nature of directions to
be given to the defendant to issue consent letter of
Indian Central Government certified in writing by a
Secretary to Indian Government to sue defendant no. 1
USPTO and summon defendant no.3 — International
Bureau (WIPO) and defendant no.4 Intellectual
Property of India for fact finding and verification in the
law suit, 0.5.2487/2021.

2. The case made out by the plaintiff namely
Srinivas S.Devathi is that, he has filed a suit in
0.5.No0.2487/2021 and accordingly prayed to issue
direction to thei de:fendant — Legal and Treaties
Division, Ministr& of External Affairs, New Delhi to
issue consent lettfer, as prayed in the plaint.

The ‘plajntiff filed ;chis suit without disclosing any
cause of actwn Hence thls court raised the objection
regarding the mamtamab111ty of the sult in the present

form.
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Accorql'ing:ljf__ :t.h(_%.. coﬁrt' directed the plaintiff to
advance the ,ar;gﬁinents regarding the maintainability
of the prej;‘seﬁf:su‘itl._ o

3. . l().‘n:fhé ‘basis’ of .t.he above, point for
consideratiqﬁ 1s thgt‘z ——".‘Whether tﬁe suit is
ma.mtalnable 1n fhe "pres;ent form under law or on
facts?

4.  Heard the plaintiff in person.

S.  Perused the pleading / plaint along with
materi:als placed before the court. On that basis, my
findings on the above point is in negative for the
following:

REASONS

6. The entire plaint nowhere discloses the
cause of action for the éuit. It is relevant to note thlat
this suit is filed in connection with O.S,
No0.2487/2021 and the prayer is to issue consent
letter of the Indian Central Government, certified in
writing by a Secretary to Indian Government. Such

prayer cannot be granted by this court. Any consent

letter or certificate to institute a suit against the
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foreign authorities to be obtained by the plaintiff prior
to the filing of the suit as per Section 86 of CPC.
Therefore, it is ‘Fhe bounden duty of the plaintiff to
obtain such cer‘éificate from the Central Government
and it is not th;e duty of the Court to issue such

directions.

7. - F‘urthe"r%the'entire plaint nowhere disclose
cause of action for .this suit;. Any suit can be filed
before the Qour£ if ‘.thergz:.is a cause of action for the
suit, otherW'iS'f_: the su1t is liaﬁie to be dismissed under
Order 7 Rule 11 (aj g-xid? (d) f‘)f.,the CPC that reads
as - | e |

<L Rejgcti:bzll‘..bf plaint - The plaint shall be
rejected in the folloﬁdng: CaSeé: . |

(a). 'Whefélit. does not ‘disclose a cause of

actiqn;'_"‘.”l.. | i

((d) Where tfne suit appears from the

statement in the plaint to be barred by any law.”

8. I have repeatedly gone through the entire
plaint, but that nowhere discloses the cause of action

for the suit. The entire plaint nowhere discloses that
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trade mark or patent obtained by the plaintiff has
been infringed or any other person has obtained the
trade mark on the patent obtained by the plaintiff. If
at all, anybody has thained similar patent, tlhe
plaintiff has to file a specific suit against that
particular person or the authoﬁty that has been
issued the patent. Infact, there is no material on
record to show that the defendants have refused to
entertain the claim of plaintiff. In fact, the plaintiff
approached the court without exhausting his rights as

contemplated under Section 41 (h) Specific Relief Act.

9. It is also relevant to note that there is no
material on record to show that the plaintiff has
approachéd the defendant for issuance of written
consent or -Iﬁer1nission to prosecute the suit in
O.S.2487220'21 and the defendant has refused to give
any such'; writtgn consent or permission. When there
is no .me;térial before the court to show that the
plaiﬁtiff h:as approacﬁed the defendant for issuance of

written permission/ consent to prosecute the
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defendants in O.S.N'o.‘24.'8_7 /'20‘2.-1,' certainly this suit

1
is not maintainable:

10. It is vs:rel'l'.l:se£ti¢'d",prh1_cip1¢ of law that a
cause of action means léx}er'y fact, whicﬁ if traversed, it
would be ne,(ze.ss?;yjfl()r-. the plaintiff to prove in order
to support his 11ght to a judgméﬁt of the court. In
other words, it is bundlel: of fact which taken with the
law applicable to them gives the plaintiff a right to
relief against the defendant. It must include some act
done by the defendant. Since in the absence of such
an act, no cause of action can possibly accrue. It is
not limited to the actual infringement of the right sued
on but includes all material facts on which it is
founded. It does not comprise evidence necessary to
prove such facts but every fact necessary for the
plaintiff to prove to enable him to obtain a decree.
But, in the case on hand, the plaintiff has not at all
made out any case to show that any of the defendants
have denied the claim of plaintiff nor the defendants
are aware of the claim of plaintiff or the defendants

are liable to act upon the claim of plaintiff. In the
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absence of any such material before the court,
certainly it cannot be accepted that there is any cause

of action for the suit.

11. : As the entire plaint nowhere discloses the
cause of action, Ccertainly this suit cannot be

entertainéd, and plaint is liable to be rejected.

12, E’Phere.fore, qonsidered from any angle, this
suitﬁ m tﬁe present form is not maintainable as the
plaintiff fajl;ed to make out any cause of action for the
suit'é'_s. v;rell .é's not obtained any written permission

from the Ceht_r"al GoVer.nH'lent, this plaint is liable to
| 2oy C

be rejected _ﬁnd'er_- Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d) of CPC.
Accordingly, this point is answered in negative. In
the result, following: - & o
. ORDER
. P'Thé_ suit is hereby dismissed as not
. maintainable, and consequently plaint is

rejected under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d)
of CPC.

* kK%

[Dictated to the Judgment Writer directly on computer, Script corrected, signed and then
pronounced by me, in the Open Court on this the 13% day of October 2022.]

[PADMA PRASAD]
XVIII Additional City Civil Judge.
BANGALORE.

M
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< | INTHE COURT OF THE XVIII ADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL JUDGE

Title
Sheet
for
Judgmen

AT BANGALORE CITY

PRESENT: SRI PADMA PRASAD

B.A.(Law) LL.B.,

XVIII Additional City Civil Judge.

Dated this the 13 day of October 2022
ORIGINAL SUIT NO.2486/2021

PLAINTIFF

DEFENDANTS:

1.

Srinivas S. Devathi,

Aged 44 years,

S/o Late D. Satyanarayana,
Residing at No.63, 11% 'B' Cross,
3" Main, Prashanthnagar,

- Bangalore-560 079,

INDIA.

Mobile (91)-903-589-4251

E-mail ID:
Srinivas@Coolcartechnology. com.

[By Party in Person]
/[versus/

Capgemini US/LIC,

79, fifth Ave, Suite 300, New York,

NY-10003, USA.

Tel: 001-212-314-8000.

Attention: CEO Mr. Aiman Ezzat,
" Mr. Paul Hermelin, Mr.Jean -

Philippe Bol, Mr. William (Bill)

Schreiner, and Mr.Roy Stansbury.

HSBC Bank USA.,
452, Fifth Avenue, New York City,

. NY-10018, USA

. Tel: 001-212-525-5000 or
001-212-525-4955,
Attention: CEO Mr. Michael
Roberts, Ms. Heidi Pote,

. Ms. Chrys Anetz, and

~ Mr. Ken Harvey,
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3. "Johnson & Johnson USA (Janssen
. .Pharmaceuticals USA)
.. 1125, Trenton — Harbourton Road,
' Tltusvﬂle NJ-08560, USA.
- Tel; 001- 908-722-5393
: 'Attentmn J &J ‘CEO Mr. Alex
. Gorsky, Mr. Joaquin Duato,
+ Janssen CEQO: Mr. Tom Heyman,
.. 'Mr. " Randy, McDaniels, and
. Director Mr. Mike Comprelli.

4. Exxon Mobil Corporation
5959 Las Colinas Blvd Irving
Tx 75039-2298, USA,
Tel -001 (972) 940 -6000,
Attention: CEO Mr. Darren Woods.

5.  Tesla Motors Inc.,
3500 Deer Creek Rd, Palo Alto,
CA-94304, USA.
Tel-001-(650) 681-5000.
Attention: CEO Mr. Elon Musk.

6. United Nations - International
Court of Justice
Peace Palace,
Carnegieplein 2
2517 KJ The Hague
The Netherlands
Tel: +31 70 302 23 23.
Attention : President Judge
Mr. Peter Tomka,
Registrar Mr. Philippe Gautier, and
entire panel of Judges.

7.  Office of the President, Harvard
University, Massachusetts Hall, 1,
Oxford St, Cambridge,

MA 02138, USA.
Tel: 001-617-495-1502.
Attention: Mr. Lawrence S. Bacow.
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8. Facebook Inc.,
1601 Willow Rd, Menlo Park,
CA 94025, USA,
Tel: 001-650-308-7300 or
001-650-543-4800.

Attention: CEO Mr. Mark

Zuckerberg.

9. McDonald's Corporation,
110 North Carpenter Street,
Chicago, II -60607, USA
Tel:001-800-244-6227

Attention: CEO Mr. Chris

Kempczinski.

~ ‘ORDERS ON MAINTAINABILITY

’Ihe p,r'e'ge'n.t sui’.t.filed by the plaintiff in person

for mandatory injur}btio;i .in the nature of directions to

the defendiahts“, and allsé) prayed to question and

challenge the defendants about the various questions

staved i Slatnt para j;'u').' ] 18 .’.ccl) 150 and to direct the

defendaﬁt no.l‘(.:} / Unjéegl Nations - International Court

of Jusﬁceto pass thé'-_ofdefs stated in para no.117(a)
to (qj."

2. The case made out by the plaintiff namely

Srinivas S.Devathi is that, he has invented a

technology of Repeatable Vehicle Color Change
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Technology in the quarter of the year 2007 in USA
and also got the patent in USA from United States
patent and trade marks office (USPTO) on
16/12/2014 bearing no.US8,910,998 and also filed
17 applications in various Couﬁtries etc., and also got
patents about his invention. On that basis, the
plaintiff claims for issuance of various directions
claimed in the suit. The plaintiff in paragraph 117(a)
to (q) sought various directions from the International
Court of Justice through this Court against the
defendants in the suit. Apart from that, the plaintiff in
the plaint after para no.117 requested the court to
question and challenge the defendants with several
questions that has been numbered as paragraph
no.118 to 150, an:;,d also prayed 19 reliefs in a suit.

The prayer (:;lajined by the plaintiffs is to restrain
the defendants from blocking the wealth of 93 trillion
earth—]inkg (or d(%llar) from coming into India through
his inventions, rf;s;train the defendants from blocking
the economic gi*(')v;rt.h, ?‘rocess and - development of

India and propriety of Hindus living in India, refrain
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the dllefendai;t.s_' from .‘ blocking the visionary goal
defined by 'hinll.». for’ India goal year 2050, blocking the
economic growth | of India and entertaining the
aplnlicatioﬁs | :f'i-l_e;_c.i’,b:e.:fofe“ the USPTO against his
inventions eté., - | |

’I‘he pla_1nt1ff fﬂe:d tﬁis suit without disclosing any
caluse‘- of z’ic.'fio'n‘ a:nd all the defendants are the foreign
state authorities. Hence, this court raised the
objection regarding the maintainability of the suit in
the prgsent form.

Accordingly the court directed the plaintiff to
advance the arguments regarding the maintainability
of the present suit.

3. On the basis of the above, point for
consideration is that - ‘Whether the suit is
maintainable in the present form under law or on
facts?

4,  Heard the plaintiff in person on 16/9/2022
and also filed a memo on that day he will drop the
suit against defendant 10.6 i.e., United Nations

International Court of Justice.
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5.  Perused the pleading / plaint along with
materials placed before the court. On that basis, my
findings on the above point is in negative for the
following: .

- REASONS

6. At the outset, it is relevant to note that the
present suit is fiied against the defendants who are all
foreign authori.tiees'. - The .‘ entire plaint nowhere
discloses the lcaﬁlse' of ac;‘j;ion for the suit. Any suit can
be filed befo-r-e the .c:’ou'ft‘lif thyézfe is é cause of action for
the suit, and there '.shq‘u_ld- xlof'be ‘any bar under law
to entertain the sg'it, étliefmﬁsé .t.l‘le suit is liable to he
dismissed under .‘O..If.dér‘;z Rule 11 (a) and (d) of the
CPC that reads as,-':" | R

*T1. Rejcéﬁon of plaint - ’I‘ﬁe plaint shall
be rejec.“ce('i'l m 'the f?)llc')wilrllg cases:

(a)'. Where :iiﬁ'does not disclose a cause of
action;

(d) where the suit appears from the

statement in the plaint to be barred by any law.”
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7. 1 have repeatedly gone through the plaint
that runs for 56 pages from paragraph 1 to 150 along
with prayer found in page no. 51 to 55. The entire
pleading nowhere discloses the cause of action for the
suit. The entire plaint -nowhere discloses that trellde
mark or patent obtained by the plaintiff has been
infringed or any other person has obtained the trade
mark on the patent obtained by the plaintiff. If at all,
anybody has obtained similar patent, the plaintiff has
to file a specific suit against that particular person or
the authority that has been issued the patent. Infact,
there is no material on record to show that the
defendants have refused to entertain the claim of
plaintiff. _In fact, the plaintiff approached the court

without e:Xhausting his rights as contemplated under

Section 41 (h) Specific Relief Act.

8. It is well settled principle of law that a
cause of eicétion means every fact, which if traversed, it
would be ‘necessary ft.u* the plaintiff to prove in order
to suppo.rt his r;lé,ht to a judgment of the court. In

other ',Wofds, 1t is bundle of fact which taken with the
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law applicabi;e to them gives ‘the plaintiff a right to
relief against the deféﬁdéﬂt; 'It.'rrll'ust include some act
done by the defeﬁdlélnt.':slinc.e'in the absence of such
an act, no ca‘use'. Qf :E-llC_tli_i:bll‘_l (_?Ian.p(‘).és'ibly accrue. It is
not limited to the actual inflji'hg;emtlen‘t of ‘the right sued
on but mcludesall .rgl_atelii’al"facts on which it is
founded. .It c"lolel':s."ﬁ.of :c'.f')mprise evidence necessary to
prove such facts but every fact necessary for the
plaintiff to prove to enable him to obtain a decree.
But, in the case on hand, the plaintiff has not at all
made out any case to show that any of the defendants
have denied the claim of plaintiff nor the defendants
are aware of the claim of plaintiff or the defendants
are liable to act upon the claim of plaintiff. In the
absence of any such material before the court,
certainly it cannot be accepted that there is any cause

of action for the suit.

9. As the entire plaint nowhere discloses the
cause of action, certainly this suit cannot be

entertained, and plaint is liable to be rejected.
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10. Apart from that, as the defendants are all
foreign authorities or envoys, the plaintiff has to file
the suit by following Section 86 of the Civil Procedure
Code. Se(_:tion 86 of the Civil Procedure Code speaks
about the;_ sui:ts against foreign Rulers, Ambassadors

or Envoyé. Section 86 (1) and (2) reads as under;

“86. Suits against foreign Rulers,
Amﬁ&ssadors and Envoys- (1) No [****] foreign
" State may be ‘sued in any Court otherwise
Coniﬁetent to try the suit except with the consent

) of ‘éhe Centfél Government certified in writing by

a.Secretary to that Government:

Plrovid'ed.'th‘at a.person may, as a tenant of
immqvéblé property, sue without such consent
as af('),r.ésaid‘_' [a foreign State] from whom he

hoelds or clal:l.'n-s to hold the property.

(2)"', Such Consént may ;be given with
respect té'a spéc;ifi’ed lsluit or to several specified
's@ifs-é_r wi‘t"h'fespect to all suits of any specified
ilass or éiééses, and may specify, in the case of
any suit or class of suits, the Court in which [the
foreign State] may be sued, but it shall not be
given, unless it appears to the Central

Government that [the foreign State]-
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(a) has instituted a suit in the Court

against the person desiring to sue [it], or

(b) by [itself] or another, trades within the

local limits of the jurisdiction o the Court; or

(c) isin possession of immovable property
situated within those limits and is to be sued
with rgference to such property or for money

charged thereon, or
(d) has expressly or impliedly waived the
privilege accorded to [it] by this section.”

11. As per Section 86, the suits against foreign
Rulers, Ambassadors and Envoys, no one can sue
without the express consent of the Central
Government certified in writing by a Secretary to the
Government. In the case on hand, the plaintiff has not
produced any. mjaterigl before the court to show that
he has obtained any éuch written permission from the
Central vaernr%lerit to initiate the suits against
defendant no.1 t';) 9 in the suit. As the plaintiff has
failed to - obltaiﬁg any person from the Central
Government to ill’liti‘atle the sﬁit, certainly this suit is

barred by Iau}._‘ "I“he‘refore,'l considered from any angle,
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this éﬁit mthe .preéerit, form is not maintainable as
the plaintiff _faﬂ,ed_‘éo-méké out any cause of action for
the suit .' :as'._ well as not obtained any written
permi.ssioﬁ ffomll'thée‘ Central Government, this plaint
is liable to blé':rejlectea U-Lndé.r‘ Order 7 ‘Rulg 11 (a) and
(d) of CPC ACCordmgly, tinis point is answered in
négafix'ré. In the .resuit, following:

ORDER

» The suit is hereby dismissed as not
maintainable in view of the non-obtaining
of permission in writing from the Central
Government to institute the suit against
the defendants as per Section 86 (1) and (2)
of CPC, and consequently plaint is rejected
under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d) of CPC.

* & &

[Dictated to the Judgment Writer directly on computer, Script
corrected, signed and then pronounced by me, in the Open
Court on this the 13™ day of October 2022.]

[PADMA PRASAD)]
XVIII Additional City Civil Judge.
BANGALORE.

Moty
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@:}.’E’ IN THE COURT OF THE XVIIl ADDITIONAL CITY CIVIL JUDGE
S?eet AT BANGALORE CITY
e | PRESENT: SRI PADMA PRASAD
B.A.(Law) LL.B.,
XVIII Additional City Civil Judge.
Dated th1s the 13" day of October 2022
. ORIGINAL SUIT 248772021
PLAINTIFF | Srinivas S. Devathi,

Aged 44 years,

S/o Late D. Satyanarayana,
Residing at No.63, 11™ 'B' Cross,
3'* Main, Prashanthnagar,
Bangalore 560 079,

INDIA.

Mobile (91)-903-589-4251

E-mail ID:
Srinivas@Coolcartechnology. com.

- [By Party in Person]

. [versus/

DEFENDANTS: ‘1.  Office of general council,

. United States Patent & Trademark
~ Office, Madison Building East,
- Room 10B20, 600, Dulany St,

~ Alexandria, VA22314, USA.

. Ph:001-571-272-7000 or (general
'line.001-581-272-1000).
‘Represented by Mr. Drew

Hirshfeld, Director of USPTO.

2.  Hulsey P.C. (Law firm)
3300, North 1-35, Suite 700,
Austin, TX-78705, USA
Ph.No. 001-512-478-9190
Represented by Mr. Bill Hulsev.
Senior Counsel at Hulsey PC.
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3. World Intellectual Property
Organization (WIPO)
International Bureau,
34, chemin des Colombettes
CH-1211 Geneva 20, Switzerland
Tel:+41 22 338 8338 or +41 22
338 9111.
Represented by Mr. Daren Tang. '
Director General at WIPQ.,

4, Office of the Controller General of
Patents, Designs and Trade Marks,
Intellectual Property India,
Boudhik Sampada Bhavan,

Antop Hill, S.M.Road,
Mumbai-400037

Tel:+ 022-24132735 or 022-
24141026.

Represented by Mr. O.P.Gupta.
Controller General of Patents,

Designs & Trade Marks.

ORDERS ON MAINTAINABILITY

The present suit filed by the plaintiff in person
for mandatory iﬁju.n-ction to revoke the fabricated
prior art patents as claimed iﬁ the plaint,

2., The cafse made out by the plaintiff namely
Srinivas -S.Deva:ﬂ}i ié that, he has invented a
technology of Repeatable "Vehicle Color Change

Technology in the ‘:quarter of the yé;'ir 2007 in USA
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and ;eiiso got the‘pe;ttentlin USA from United States
patent and trade "rriarks office (USPTO) on
16/12/2014 bearlng no.US8,910,998 and also filed
17 apphcatlons n Va_uous countrles etc., and also got
patents- abql;lit his ‘1nventl1on. .On ‘rhap basis, the
plainﬁff clalms fo_r,tﬁe ‘f'eli.éfs claimed in the suit. The
pl'ainfiff"éiso .'(‘:iéimed .that there is a fraud etc., and
claimed that there is some fabrication. Further, he
states that his invention brings lots of income to the
Indian Government etc.,

Tﬁe prayer claimed by the plaintiff is to revoke
and withdraw prior art patent price etc., as claimed
in the plaint. The plaintiff filed this suit without
disclosing any cause of action and the defendants 1 to
3 are the foreign state guthorities and defendant no.4
is the Office of the Controller General of Patents,
Designs and Trade marks, Intellecltual property, India.
Hence, this court raised the objection regarding the

maintainability of the suit in the present form.
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Accordingly the court directed the plaintiff to
advance the arguments regarding the maintainability
of the present suit.

28 On .the basis of the above, point for
consideration 1s that - ‘Whether the suit is
maintainable m the preseﬁt form under law or on
facts? |

4, .I—Ieardit]?:le plaintiff in person.

B P’erhsed the pleaﬁing / plaint along with
materials pl'ac:e.d. Ibéfore.tl_he court. On that basis, my
findings on’ ‘.r,he'a.b'd\lre' .point” is in negative for the

following:

REASONS

6.. At the nutset 1t is relevant to note that the
present suit is tﬂed agamst the detendants 1ta3 who
are all foreign authontles The ent1re plaint nowhere
discloses the (:lause of action for the suit. Any suit can
be filed before the court if there is a cause of action for
the suit, and there should not be any bar under law to

entertain the suit, otherwise the suit is liable to be
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dismissed under Order 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d) of the

CPC that reads as -

“11. Rejection of plaint — The plaint shall

be rejected in the following cases:

(a) Where it does not disclose a cause of

action;

(d) where the suit appears from the

statement in the plaint to be barred by any law.”

7. 1 have repeatedly gone through the plaint
that runs for 44 pages from paragraph 1 to 93 along
with prayer found in page no. 42. The entire pleading
nowhere discloses the cause of action for the suit. The
entire plaint nowhere discloses that trade mark or
patent obtained by the plaintiff has been infringed or
any orher:-;person has obtained the trade mark on the
patent ob‘éainéd by the plaintiff. If at all, anybody has
obtained ésirriilar patent, the plaintiff has to file a
specific S;Llit against that particular person or the
authority :that has been issued the patent. Infact,
theré i.s ;10 'rhate;riall on record to show that the

defendants ‘.hav.e,-' "refug;ed to entertain the claim of
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plaintiff. In fact, the plajhtiff approached the court
without exhausting his. rights ds contemplated under

Section 41 (h) of :Spe_c;if.fc‘Relief Act.

8. It is ;xvell se£ﬂed plmlmple of law that a
cause of action mecms every fact Wthh 1t traversed it
would be necessary for the plamtlff to prove in order
to support h1s r1ght fo a judgment of the court. In
other words, it is bundle of fact which taken with the
law applicable to them gives the plaintiff a right to
relief against ,.the defendant. It must include some act
done by the defendant. Since in the absence of such
an act, no cause of action can possibly accrue. It is
not limited to the actual infringement of the right sued
on but includes all material facts on which it is
founded. It does not comprise evidence necessary to
prove such facts but every fact necessary for the
plaintiff to prove to enable him to obtain a decree.
But, in the case on hand, the plaintiff has not at all
made out any case to show that any of the defendants
have denied the claim of plaintiff nor the defendants

are aware of the claim of plaintiff or the defendants
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are liable to act upon the claim of plaintiff. In the
absence of any such material before the court,
certainly it cannot be accepted that there is any cause

of action for the suit.

9, As the ent1re plaint nowhere discloses the
cause of action, certainly this suit cannot be

entertaix;’ed, and plaint is liable to be rejected.

10, EApart from that, as the defendants 1to3
are foreign authorities Or envoys, the plaintiff has to
file 'the' suit by following Section 86 of the Civil
Procedure Code Sec“uon 86 of the Civil Procedure
Code speaks about the smts against foreign Rulers,
Ambassadors or.:Envoys. Section 86 (1) and (2)
reads as under: ..

' “86 Su1ts agmnst foreign Rulers,
Ambassadors and Envoys- (1) No foreign State
mdy be sued in any Court otherwise competent
to try the sun except with the consent of the

Central Government certified in writing by a

Secretary to that Government:
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Provided that a person may, as a tenant of
immovable property, sue without such consent
as aforesaid [a foreign State] from whom he

holds or claims to hold the property.

(2) Such consent may be given with
respect to a specified suit or to several specified
suits or with respect to all suits of any specified
class or classes, and may specify, iﬁ the case of
any suit or class of suits, the Court in which [the
foreign State] may be sued, but it shall not be
given, unless it appears to the Central

Government that [the foreign State]-

(a) has instituted a suit in the Court

against the person desiring to sue [it], or

(b) by [itself] or another, trades within the

local limits of the jurisdiction o the Court; or

(c) isin possession of immovable property
situated within those limits and is to be sued
with refereﬁce. to such property or for money

charged thereon, or

(d) h;as expressly or impliedly waived the

privilege acéo_rded to [it] by this section.”
11. As i)er" Section 86, the suits against foreign

Rulers, Ambassadérs and Envoys, no one can sue
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With'o.ilit t'hé ] expréssl consent of the Central
Governmen[t‘ cérfi.f:iéd..‘in.\ﬁ.friting by a Secretary to the
Governme-r:lt:, In fli’é case on hand, the plaintiff has not
produced anymaterlal before. the court to show that
he has thai.nléd: any such Writtt—;-p permission from the
Central - IG'QV_.B%TII.IIIGH‘t. to igitiate the suits against
defeﬁ.‘d‘aﬁti‘lo:_i: t09 i thé suit. As the defendant has
failed to obtain any express consent/ permission from
the Central Government to initiate the suit, certainly

this suit is barred by law.

12. The defendant no.4 is the Office of Indian
Government. Hence, notice under Section 80 CPC to
the defendant no.4 is mandatory prior to institution of
the suit against defendant no.4. lThe plaintiff has not
caused any such notice to defendant no.4 prior to tllle
filing of the suit. Therefore, considered from any
angle, this suit in the pre.sent form is not
maintainable as the plaintiff failed to make out any
cause of action for the suit as well as not obtained any
written permission from the Central Government, this

plaint is liable to be rejected under Order 7 Rule 11 (a)
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and (d) of CPC. Accordingly, this point is answered in

negative. In the result, following;

ORDER

» The suit is hereby dismissed as not
maintéinable in view of the non-obtaining
of perfnis‘sion in writing from the Central
Goverﬁment to institute the suit against
the de:i:"endants as per Section 86 (1) and (2)
of CPC, and consequently plaint is rejected

| gnder drder 7 Rule 11 (a) and (d) of CPC.

* % &

[Dictated to the J’udgfnent Writer directly on computer, Script
corrected, signed and then pronounced by me, in the Open
Court on this the 13™ day of October 2022.]

. "~ . [PADMA PRASAD]

. XVIII-Additional City Civil Judge.
* B : BANGALORE.

o
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IN THE COURT OF XVIII ADDL.CITY CIVIL JUDGE,
AT BENGALURU CITY [CCH.NO.10]

Dated this day the 28" May 2020 ‘

PRESENT

Smt.M.PANCHAKSHARI, M.Corm.. LL.E.
XVIII AddL. City Civil Judge.

.S.N0.4961 1

Plaintiff Srinivas Devathi
S/o LateD.Satyanarayana,
Aged about 41 years,
R/at No.63, 11" B Cross,
3" Main, Prashanthnagar,
Bangalore — 79.

[IN PERSON]

/VS/

Defendants: . 1.Janssen Pharmaceuticals, Inc
; . A Johnson & Johnson Company
1125, Trenton- Harbourton Road,
Tirusville, NJ-08560, USA.
Reptd.by its J & J CEQ,
Mr.Alex Gorsky, Mr.Joaquin Duato
Janssen CEO: Mr.Tom Heyman &
" Director Mr.Mike Comprelli

0. HSBC Bank, USA (Formerly
Household)
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-, 452, Fifth Avenue, New York City,
NY- 10018, USA,
. Reptd. By its USA CEO: Mr.Patric
. Burke Director'Ms. Heidi Pote

.- 3. Capgemini 'US LLC (Formerly
- Kanbay)
79, fifth Ave, Suite 300, New York,
- 'NY-10003, USA
Reptd. By its CEO : Mr.Paul
Kermelin,
Mr.Thiery Delaporte, Mr. Aiman Ezzat
And Mr. William (Bill) Schreiner.

4. Hulsey Hunt & Parks P.C.
919, Congress Ave, Suite 919,
Austin, TX - 78701, USA
Reptd by rMr. Bill Hulsey

[By SriA.C., Adv., for DI,
Sri.SRS., Adv., for D3. D2 & 4 are
Exparte]

ORDERS ON 1.LA.NO.3 & 4

I.A.No.3 filed under order 7 rule 11 r/w Sec.17 toI
21 & 151 of CPC on behalf of the defendant No.l for
rejection of plaint.

2.  The above application is enclosed with affidavit
of authorised signatory & Assistant Secretary of

defendant No.l wherein it is contended that it is a
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company well known pharmaceutical company engaged
into pharmaceutical business of research, manufacture
and marketing' medicines as well as medical services and
support that icontribute to healthy outcome of vast
populations. fThey also focus on research and
development for the most devastating diseases such as
Cardiovascularﬁ disease and problems pertaining to
metabolism, :inlmunologgf, infectious diseases and
vaccines,. ‘-nenlioscience, _ oncology and pulmonary
hypertension. Théyl are not connected to any kind of
automobile’ manufacturmg or colour changing/ painting
industry. They are in the buslness of “Life Saving Drugs”
in the sector of “Life. _.Sc1ences” / “Pharmaceuticals
Industry” and has ob;cained reduisite approvals from the
statutory authontles 111 the rebpe(,tlve countries for the
research, manufacture and marketlng of the same. It is
further contended that in - the present suit plaintiff has
not established Ay overlap in the business of plaintiff
and 1* defendant Wthh are- in two different fields
namely plamnffs vehlele colour change technology and
1* defendant ‘company is Pharmaceuticals and life
science. There is no similarity or any overlap with

respect to the patent or also technology. Plaintiff has
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failed to establish the nexus or reason or cause of action
as to how 1% defendant has distressed the plaintiff's
alleged patent. It is further contended that the specific
relief sought by the plaintiff only against the United
States Patent and Trademark Office(USPTO) which is an
Authority granting trademarks and Iiatents under the
government and under the laws of the USA. Plaintiff
failed to array USPTO as a necessary and proper party as
required under law. Plaintiff has not pleaded on single
concrete statement about the grievance suffered by him
in personam or in rem due to the actions of 1% defendant.
It is further contended that plaintiff has not disclosed
any particulars such as cause of action and the details
thereof, jurisdiction, limitation, statement of value of th
subject matter. This court has no jurisdiction to grant
the prayers as prayed by the plaintiff. On the above
grounds prayed to allow the application.

3. I.A.N_:o.4 filed under order 7 rule 11 of CPC on
behalf of the d{efehdant No.3 to reject the plaint filed in

the suit.

4. The above application is enclosed with the

affidavit of powér of attorney of 3™ defendant wherein it
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is contendgd:ﬂ'lét plamt does not disclose any cause of
action againéf them fiot this court have jurisdiction to
entertain and try the suit. The subject matter of the
alleged dispute / alleged cause of action falls within the
jurisdiction of a foreign court and the relief claimed in
the plaint are against a foreign government adjudicating
authority and not against the defendants. It is further
contended that the National Patent Application and the
said PCT application have been applied by the plaintiff
independently in his name and is processed by USPTO
which is an independent adjudicating authority for grant
of Patent in US. When the said applications were made,
plaintiff was not within the employment of defendant
No.3 and 3™ defendant was never connected to the
subject patent application. There is nothing in the plaint
which shows the role of 3™ defendant in the alleged
dispute in relation to the alleged invention / patent.
Entire proceeding is nothing but an abuse of process of
law and the plaintiff has initiated the same to extort
money and to cause harassment/ injury/ harm to them.
None of the statements in the plaint are substantiated
with any evidence to even remotely attribute the role of

3" defendant in the subject matter in dispute. There is



U3

6 .N0.4961 /2018

no cause of aictibn against them. Suit is manifestly
vexatious and ffdoes not disclose or bring out a clear right
to sue the défg:ndahts within the jurisdiction of this
court. The relief :claizned in the plaint are against USPTO
and not against tﬁe defendants. The nature of the suit is
such that ﬁe‘ithe._r th.("}. reliefs claimed in the suit can be
granted b'y'.'lthi.s cdj;-rt nor ‘the defendants in the suit can
be directed by the court in.aﬁy way to redress the alleged
claims by the [plla'i'.nt-iff'. , Défendant no.3 carries on
business in USA, no (':_:éuse of action or part of cause of
action arose mthmthc ';iurisdicti_on of this court, and the
relief ‘claimed ih the pléi,ni;. caJln'no.t be granted. There is
no credible evidence to. eveﬁ rén16té1y attribiite the role of
F defendant -ip the;_..s_ubjeict matter of dispute and suit is
premised - on false, ‘baseless and conflicting /
conﬂadictoi& stateménts of facts. On the above grounds

prays for dismissal of the suit.

5.  Plaintiff has filed objection to the applications
and contended that plaintiff was employed by 3™
defendant l'and 1%t defendant were his clients from
November 2006 until Jan.2010. Plaintiff worked at their
NJ, USA offices physically during that time. He worked
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out of Ortho biotech office facility .and mostly from
Janssen Pharmaceuticals USA facility in Titusville, NJ,
USA. Later he had enough of their planned attacks and
targetting and finally decided to quit his employment
with 3" defendant. He had invented 'Vehicle color
change technology' upon the purchase of his 3™ used
silver car. He made a note of this invention in the laptop
issued by 3™ defendant in an excel sheet and did not
realise that they were routinely scanned and subjected to
automatic back-ups into 3™ defendant services. The 1%
defendant and its parent company have relationship
with USPTO si—nce 1886. They have regular day to day
discussions, ongoing conversations with USPTO director
and their criﬁcz"ﬂ role in collusion of defendants.
Defendant No.2 &;‘3 do not have regular daily business or
interactions w1th USPTO. They do not file for patent
applications. Wnﬂe 3" defendant was plaintiff's employer
during the stay :in USA 2% defendant was the financial
muscle to fund the collusion and their activities in the
fraud. It is fuxther contended that the fraud committed
impacts 61 Non USA country [P rights including India.
Further contended thdt.lndms economy and total of 61

other (non-USA) .coUntries,ec-onornies are linked to the



. 0o

.8 08.N0.4961/2018

fabulous invention- of the. plaintiff. Defendants have
blocked ali .6‘1 : éoﬁﬁﬁ*ies from progressing, developing,
energizing their economies, business and corporate
worlds. It is further contended that he is an Indian
Citizen, born and raised in Bangalore, his inventions /
intellectual . property as per Patent co-operation treaty
(signed by India) is very much enforceable in all PCT
Nations of the world. On these and grounds prays for
dismissal of the application.

6. The points that arise for my consideration are

as follows:

(1) Whether the defendant No.1 & 3 '
prove that the plaint is liable to be
rejected as prayed?

(2) What order?

7. My answer to the above points are as follows:

Point No.1 . In the affirmative
Point No.2 : As per final order,
For the following:

REASONS

8. Point No.1 :- Plaintiff being party in person having

filed this suit had sought the relief to remove the
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sabotaging ISI:Q from his PCT application and issue a
correct ISR a.nd communicate the same to WIPO and all
designated sta;ceis(PT_Os), to provide the inventor with the
invention enfo:_r(;eability rights as per Patent operation
Treaty across.all 'P‘CT'.countries, so that he could earn
royalty . and fo issue a grant on USPTO patent
application 'No'. 1,4 / .'535,867_.. |

9. These applications héying’.‘ﬁled by defendants 1 & 3,
1** defendant beiﬁg:a.‘pharmaceﬁtical situated at USA
had prayed for .r'ej‘éc'tiorxi of the plaint on the ground that
there . is 1o cléim"ggémét.it .and also suit does not
disclose any c_aus'e..'of' écﬁqh in the plaint and no relief is
sought against it. It is also contend;sd thE;lt only relief
claimed by the plaintiff arée against USPTO who are not
arrayed as ‘p'r(.)'_p'er‘ and nécessary parties in the suit.
There being no absolute and specific relief against 1°f
defendant, they have sought for the rejection of the
plaint.

10. On the other hand, defendant no.3 having also
sought for the rejection of the plaint with exemplary cost

on the very same ground that it does not disclose any
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cause of action against 3™ defendant and parties does

not come within the jurisdiction of this court.

11. Plaintiff claims himself tobe the inventor of “Vehicle
Surface Color Change Technology”. Plaintiff also claims
that 1% defendant were inventor's client (while being
employed with defendant No.3) from January 2006 to
January 2010. So plaintiff who claims himself to be
inventor is said to have worked on site at 1°" Defendant's
office in NJ USA. He also claims that he had worked at
27 defendant's office from October 2000 to June 2006.
He also contended that 3™ defendant was his employer
from October 2000. to January 2010. Defendant No.4 is
IP Law firm wﬁo-facilitate;s for filing global application
before whom ﬁe claims that he had filed an application
for his inven-ﬁon to “Vehicle surface color change
technology”. It 1s alsp his contention that this technology
s extrérhely U:aﬁnsformativ.e concept/ technology to the
world and it would attract large amount of wealth as

royalty from aéross the '_globe.

12. It is the contention of the plaintiff that defendants 1

to 3 had previously : térgéttéd' him when he invented
AR o
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another cdnéépt cailéd “Hands Free Shopping R in the
year 2004. They have targetted and blocked him from
launching this business in USA. He also claim that in the
year 2007 when he invented “Vehicle Surface Color
Change Technology” they continued to target his IP filing
relating to his technology. Defendant No.1 to 4 came
together and decided to sabotage and destroy the
prospects of Inventor's IP rights across the PCT
Countries. He also contended that this is due to hatred
towards Indian Citizen living in India and not to allow
them to become rich and earn royalty from across the
world. Defendants 1 to 3 instructed USPTO to issue a
patent grant on the inventions as it truly desired patent
right. Now defendants 1 to 3 along with defendant No.4
had managed not to deliver sabotaging ISR (International
Search Report) on time. This is on account of their
malicious intention. So main contention of the plaintiff
is that on account of the act of defendants they have
potentially stolen trillions of dollars from the inventors
plaintiff or reduced his prospectus of procuring patent on
his inventions in 155 plus other PCT countries in the
world. So on the above grounds he claims to issue grant

of USPTO his patent application 14/535,867 and also to
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provide him enforeibility right as per patent operation
treaty across all PTC countries so that he could earn

royalty,

13. If the conte__ntio'n of the 1% defendant is taken into
consideration Wﬁereby it is"pharmaceutical company said
to have been engéged'in to pharmaceutical business of
research, manufdcture -and marketing medicines as well
as medical séwic’eé .and' ‘support that contribute to
healthy outcome of vast populanons [t is also contended
that plaintiff had faﬂed to estabhsh nexus or reason or
cause of action as -how e defendant company has
distressed pla.mtn"fs alleged patent. There is no material
facts pleaded by the, plamtlﬁ te cleum any relief against
the 1 defendant company "The rehef clanned is only
against USPTQ wh1ch is an authonty granting trademark
and patent under laWs of USA But plaintiff had failed to
make USPTO.as neCeSbaIy and proper party in the suit.

14. On the other hand, defendant No.3 had also
taken the contention that the plaint does not disclose the
cause of action against it and this court has no
jurisdiction to entertain the suit. The subject matter as

allegedly filed within the jurisdiction of foreign country
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and relief claimed is against a foreign government
adjudicating authority and not against defendants. It had
also contended that National Patent Aﬁplication and PTC
application have been applied by the plaintiff
independently in his name and ot is processed by USPTO
which is an mmdependent adjudicating authority for grant
of patent in USA. That application were made by plaintiff
when he was not within the employment of 3™ defendant
and 3™ defendant was never communicated to the
subject patent application. USPTO has its own set of
examiners who are qualified in the respective field of
invention who throughly examine an application and
issue an ISR. Further 3™ defendant also contended that
if plaintiff is aggrieved by ISR he has option to amend his
claims, providef_ his. written submissions and contest his
claims before the Patent Office of the designated country
for grant of Paﬁenf in relation to its PCT application. The
subject matter-i of dispute alleged by the plaintiff being
sabotaging ISR:‘ by USPTO is located in USA and it is an
independent goviernment adjudicating authority in USA.
So the relief clai;ried by the plaintiff against USPTO and

not against the défend_}ants.
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15. Taking ']'1.1'1:0: éoﬁsiderati’on the plaint averments
and also affidavit contents of the plaiﬁtiff as; his reply to
the IA.NO,3.8 4 filed on behalf of the defendants 1 & 3
respectively}, ‘it '(::IEaﬂ}r'- makés out claim of the plaintiff is
against USPTO. In para 27 of the plaint, plaintiff had also
stated that he is open for arbitration proceedings related
to this matter, however insists that such an arbitration
only be held within India. He claims to be inventor of
Vehicle Surface Color Change Technology. His main
contention is that this would earn trillians of dollar to
India and on account of manupulation between the
defendants 1 to 3 with defendant No.4, defendant No.4
did not communicate issue of ISR to the plaintiff.
Defendants 1 to 4 are different companies. As contended
by the defendant No.3 that it is rightly impossible to
assume that 3™ defendant can issue order or direct to
manupulate something which is subject matter of the
adjudication before an independent Government
Authority. As rightly contended by the 3™ defendant in
the PTC process if plaintiff is aggrieved by ISR he always
has an option to amend his claim and contest his claim
before patent office of designated country for grant of

patent in relation to his PTC application. If the relief
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claim by the plaintiff is taken into consideration they are
nothing to do with the alleged relief. It is only the
concerned authority which has to look into the issue of
grant of patent. If at all plaintiff substantiates his
contention, n0:.5 sunh relief 'as sought be granted against
the defendantss, és they cannot execute the relief as
sought. The mam relief sought by the plaintiff is to issue
a grant on USPTO patent application No.14/535,867 and
this USPTO is not a party in this suit.

16. Here in the present cas'é,. there is neither any
contract based aéﬁoi1; frand, or any such act which can
be put into'. action.agai_n‘st. the defendants herein. The
fact pleaded by the plamtlff -mnst disclose the cause of
action to seek relief égéjnst the d.efendants In this suit,
plaintiff does not dlsclose any cause of action against the
defendants 1 to 4 herem Defendant No.2 & 4 are placed
exparte. It is the conten‘uon of p1a1nt1ff that on account of
malicious intention, of the defendants he Could ot get his
patent 11ght The documents referred by the plaintiff is
dtd.4.11.2014 and . ISR had two months deadline to
respond back to USPTO which was not communicated to

the plaintiff and it was delivered to him after he asked for
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it several months .-la“tei*...'I‘-I._e. lost two months window to
respond back to 'USPTO on -the:sabotaging ISR due to
delay by defgndan;[_:. No.4.:.p1ai11tiff himself has pleaded
that he is.;'. th‘é_vef '- flllng ~.a1.r'1endment in each PTO to
ensure ‘grax"zt.td.lprdc';;u;e at each National Stage Level. So
his anticipation is that if a rejection is met within any
national territory, the defendants become responsible
and liable for the losses incurred by him and India. The
remedy is much available for the plaintiff before
appropriate authority ie., USPTO and put forward his
claim before the Patent Office of the designated country
for the grant of Patent in relation to his PTC application.
In the circumstances, it is very much clear that plaintiff
had failed to make out cause of action against the
defendants in connection to the relief claimed. Hence I

hold the above point in the affirmative.

17. Point No.2 : In the result I proceed to pass the

following:
ORDER

I.LA.No.3 filed under order 7 rule 11 r/w
Sec.17 to 21 & 151 of CPC on behalf of the
defendant No.1 and 1.A.No.4 filed under order
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7 rule 11 of CPC on behalf of the defendant
No.3 are ﬁereby allowed.
Plairit is hereby rejected.

[Dictated to the :fJudgment writer, computerised, and print out
taken by him, corrected and then pronounced by me through
video conference on this day the 28™ May 2020].

(M.PANCHAKSHARI)
. XVIII Addl.City Civil Judge,
' Bengaluru.
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ORDER ON'MAINTAINABILITY OF THE SUIT:

Tleard plaintiff, who is Party in person on the

maintainability of tie present suit.

On perusal of the entire plaint and documents, it
discloses that the plaintff had approached Defendant
No.2 Law firm M/s Hulsey Calboun, Texas in
connection with his invention of vehicular colour
change technology and the Defendant No.2 had issued
a report dated 25.02.2014 stating that his invention is
still available for repistration and the report had
disclosed only 7 citatons of Prior Art Search.
Subsequently, he has applied for Patent before the L
Defendant USPTG through 2 Defendant on oM
4 Pavioaidy |

March 2014 (USA National Sfagﬁ-App'htgatmn) was
filed with USPTO. e

That on 05.08.2015 to his shock and surprise, he
received in email from 2" defendant. In the said email
the report showed Cabb Patent No. US7516764B1
dared 04.04.2009 Price Patent No563669 dated
10.06.1997, which did not contain in the search result
of the Defendant No.2 dated 25.02.2014.

“Plaintiff contends that the Defendant No.l and 2

colluded together 1o get the Patent No. US7516764B1
dated 04.04.200¢ Price Patent No563669 dated
10.06.1097 to discard the legitimate claim of the
Plaintft. '

The following provisions are relevant (o decide the
maintainability of the present suit befove this court.

( % -
// N
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Section 104 of Patent Act Act,1870 provides as
follows:

Jurisdiction:

“No suit for a declaration under Section 105 or for any
relief under Section 108 or for infringement of a patent
shall be instituted in any court inferior to a District
Court having jurisdiction to ty the suit”

Section 20 of Civil Procedure Code Provides as
follows:

Other suits to be instituted where defendants reside ar
Canse of Action arises. — Subject to the limitations
aforesaid, every suit shall be instituted In a Court
within tie local limits of whose jurisdiction —

(a) the defendant, or each of the defenidants where
there are more than one, at the time of the
commencement of the suit, actually and voluntarily
resides, or carries on business, or personally works for
gain; or

(b) an}‘r of thé defendants, where there are more than

.one, at the tme of the commencement of the suit,

actually and voluntarily resides, or carries on business,
or pEISOIldHY works for gain, previded that in such
case dither the leave of the Court is glven, or the
r;le_fend_ants who do not reside, or carry on business, or
persenally works for gain, as aforesaid, acquiesce in
such i'i_:\stitution;.or

(¢) The ¢ause of action, wholly or in part, arises.

‘[Explanation].—A corporation shall be deemed to

carry on business.at its sole or principal office in
[Ind.la] or, in respect of any cause of action arising at
any placé where it has also a subordinate office, at
such place.

"()n perusal of the entire plaint averments and

documents, it shows that his gnevance is with respect
to the act of Defendant No.1 and Defendant No.2 who
are situated in the Uhiced States pf America and they
are not M_thin 'ﬂm'.jurisdicﬂoh' of this court and the
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cause ','of _action has also not arose within the
"jurisdiction of this ¢ourt.

The suit is also not one for Declaration under Sec,105 ¥ ™~
or any relief under sec.106 or for infringement of
patent as contained in section 104 of Patents Act 1970.

Though Cause of Action and applicability of law are
different, the present suit is not maintainable for want
of Cause of Action and for non-applicability Indian
Law. Every process of Court has got legal sanctity.
Summons cannot be biindly issued just because some
suit is filed. The cowrt cannot simply assume
jurisdiction in this case and proceed. The same would
amounts to coram-non-judice. 1 also rely on the
Honble Apex Court three bench decision in Auto
Engineering Works vs. Bansal Trading Company &
others reported in 2001 (10) SCC 630, wherein it was
held that once the court finds that there is no territarial
jurisdiction, the court is bound to return the plaint.

As it can be perused, United States Patent and
Trademark Office is a Government Branch of United
States and there is a bar contained under Sec.86 of
Civil Procedure Code that “No foreign state may be
sued in any court otherwise competent to try the suif
except with the consent of the Central Government
certified in writing by a secretary to that Government”.
Therefore, it would be proper to veturn the plaint to
present it before the Jurisdictional Foreign Court if the
foreign law permits. Hence, the following:

ORDER

Office is directed to return the plaint t0 present

it befare the proper forum/court.
Apu\e

\ XV Addl. Clty Civil &
/D d Sessions Judge, Bengaluru,
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,THE FABRICATED ISR ISSUED ON THE PCT.APPLICATION NUMBER' PCT/US2014/046619
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ORDER ON MAII}ITAIN&BILITY oF THE SUTT:

Heard plaintirr on the maintainabiﬁty of the present
suit.  The present sujt g filed for declaration
seeking the further order directing the defendant
No.1 USPTO, USA, to withdraw snq delete the
fabricated Prior art (Cobb, Price, Saenger ang Hale)
and go on to Withdraw ang delete the fabricateq
ISR issued on the por application No.PCT/Us-
2014 /046619 with g fabricated date and direct the
defendant No.1 to issye a correct, new, clean ISR,
to the pCT application No.PCT/US—2014/O46619;
which is consistant with the patent grant US g,
910, g9s. that would he correct ISR to the replica
BCT Application N’o.PCT/US-2014/O46619 and
direct the defendant No.1 g send out Correction
Communication g WIPO and 4 other 153 pep
contracting states in the World; to their respective
PTQs, issuing the corrected new ISR replacing the
fabricating the ISR; furthey to order defendant No 1
to  {Ssue grant on  hig continuation patent
application in Usa, application No.14/535, 867
~and the bresent suit ig valued for Rs.l,OOO/- and
“Court fee of Rs, 160/~ ig baid u/s.26(c) of KCF & sv
Act. Tt is alsg mentioned in the valuation slip that
his invention is valued at 93 trillion dollass,

On  perusal of the entire  plaing and
documcrnts, it discloses that the plaintiff |44
approached Defendant Nu.2 Law firg M/s Hulsey
Calhoun, Texas in connection with his invention of
vehicular colour change technology and  the
Defendant No.2 had issued g report  dated
25.02.2014 Stating that g mmvention g still
available for registration ang the report had
disclosed only 7 citations of Prior Apt Search,
SLIbSEQIHT’/I}L‘l%,ﬁl:- Aths applied io; Patent before the

PRI S
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1 DefendanthSPT O through om Defendant on 27
March 2014 ¢ (Usa National Priority Application)
was filed with":USPTOI ‘

‘ That on 505.08.2()15 tor~his  shock and
surprise, he received an email from o= defenciant,
In the said email the réport showed Cobb Patent
NG US7516764B1 dated 04.04.2009 Price Patent
NoS63669 dated 10.06. 1997, which did not contain
in the search resunlt of the Defendant No.2 dated

2:5.02.2014. .
Plaintfff™ conte'nd,s that’ the bgfendant No.1

and 2 colluded together to get the Patent No.
USTS16764B1  dated . 04,04 9000 Price  Patent
No.563669 dateq 10.06.1997 to discarq the
legitimate claim of the Plaintifr,

In order te* decide tlig_maintajnability of the
Present suit, it i relevant, to.refer to the following
provisions of Jaw. S o '

Section 104 of Patent Act ACt, 1970 provides
as follows: . - . i S
Jurisdiction; . _
“No suit for'g d'ec'laratiom .'u'nder Section 105 or for
any reiief under ‘Séction 106 or tor infringement of

a patent shal] berinstituted in any court inferior to

a District Court having jurisdiction to try the suit”
Section 20 of Civil Procedure Code Provides
as follows:

Other suits to be instituted where  defendants
reside or Cause of Action arises, — Subject to the
limitations aforesaid, EVery suit shall be instituted
in a Court within the Joea] limits of whoge
Jurisdiction —

fa) the defendant, or each of the defendants where
there are more than one, at the time of the
commencement of the suit, actually and voluntarily
resides, or carries on business, or personally works

TSI (e




for gain; or

(b) any of the defendants, where there are more
than one, ‘at the time of the commencement of the
suit, actually and voluntarily resides, or carries on
bussiness_.,wor bersonally works for gain, provided
that in 'such case either the leave of the Court is
given, or the defendants who do not reside, or carry
on business, or personally works for gain, as
aforesaid, acquicsce in such institution; or

(c] The cause of action, wholly or in part, ariges.
{Exp].anation}.;r{-\_ corporation shall be deemed 1o
CAITY on busiffess at its sole or principal office in
[India) or, in Tespect of any cause of action arising
at any place where it has also a subordinare off; ice,
at such place.

On perusal of the entire plaint averments and
documents, it shows that his grievance is with
Fespect to the act of Defendant No.1 and Defendant
No.2 who are situated in the United States of
America and they are not within the jurisdiction of
this court and the cayse of action has also not
arose within the jurisdiction of this court,

r

Though the 'plai:iti_ff has argued that he js
citizen of India afnd India has signed a Patent
Cooperation treafy on 7.12.1998, therefore, the
plaintiff being a cig_.zenship of India can maintain a
Suit against the defendants before this court, the
plaintiff has not fled any materials to show that
he can file '3 éuit:witb respect to his grievance
alleged against the defendants in India. The entire
plaint does not disclose the cause of action that
arose in India. Even the'suit is not one for
Declaration under’ Sec.105 or any relief under
sec.106 or for ifri gement of patent as contained
In section 104 of Patents 'ACL; 1970: ' '

Though Causc of, Action .and_applicability of
law  are different, the present suit is not




IR (2 D ©8-532 200

s e

maintainable for want of Cause of Action and for
noh—app_‘ﬁcabﬂity Indian Law. Every process of
Court has got legal sanctity. Summons cannot be
blindly issued just because somie suit is filed. The

. court cannot simply assume jurisdiction in this

o

case and proceed further. The same would
amounts to coram-non-judice. 1 also rely on the
Hon'ble Apex Court three bench decision in Auto
Engineering Works vs. Bansal T rading Company &
others reported in 2001 (10) 8CC 630, wherein it
was held that once the court finds that there is no
territorial jurisdiction, the sourt is bound to return
the plaint.

As it can be perused, United States Patent
and Trademark Office is & Government Branch of
United States and there is a bar contained under
Sec.86 of Civil Procedure Code that “No foreign
state may be sued in any court otherwise
competent to try the suit except with the consent of
the Central Government certified i writing by a
secretary to that Government”. Therefore, it would
be proper to retur:xj the plaint to present it before
the Jurisdictional Foreign Court if the foreign law
permits. Hence, the following:

ORDER

Office is directed to return the plaint 1o
present it before the proper forum /court.

[Dictated to the judgment writer, computarised and

print out taken by him, corrected and then pronounced
in the open court on this day the 17* Fehruary 2021

/4/{),-\ -

(SADANANDA NAGAPPA NAIK)
XV Addl.City Civil Judge,

Benga-l*%fﬁ} i
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