10th September 2007

Sri. Aswini Kumar, 





Hon’ble Minister of State for Industries, 

Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110011.

Kind Attn: Sri. K.A.P. Sinha

Sirs, 

The Chamber’s attention has been invited by its constituents regarding the manner of functioning of the Geographical Indications Registry, at Chennai. As the Hon’ble Minister is well aware, the Geographical Indication of Goods (Registration and Protection) Act, 1999 (Act No. 48 of 1999) was enacted by the Parliament on 30th December, 1999, to provide for registration and better protection of many plantation products amongst other goods, where a given quality, reputation or other characteristics of such goods is essentially attributable to a geographical region or place. 

This legislation is intended to benefit agricultural produce and plantation produce such as pepper, cardamom, chilly, cashew, cinnamon, cloves amongst others to secure registration of their geographical identity in India and abroad. 

Constituents of the Chamber concerned with plantation products and agricultural commodities germane to the geographical limits of Kerala have sought registration of their plantation goods during the last 3 to 4 years. Applications have been lodged for registration of various plantation products and agricultural goods. Despite best efforts to secure registration by fulfilling all the applicable legal formalities prescribed there has been serious problem faced with the Assistant Registrar in the Geographical Indications Registry that needs to be addressed emergently by the Hon’ble Minister. 

The Chamber would like to present before the Hon’ble Minister some of the serious issues faced with the Assistant Registrar of Geographical Indications Registry, at Chennai. They are as indicated below:

1. There is gross violation of principles of natural justice by the constituted Assistant Registrar who is acting against the best interests of the applicants and their agents. 

2. The meetings of the Consultative Groups are not notified in advance by giving reasonable notice in writing. 

3. The applications are not being processed in accordance with the procedure prescribed and there is red-tapism and favoritism shown to accommodate applicants out of turn by the Assistant Registrar. 

4. There is gross violation of Rule 32 of the Geographical Indication (Registration and Protection), Rules, 2003, which relates to the constitution of the Consultative Group of experts for Plantation products. Experts who have no background or expertise in plantation sector have been chosen. An expert in bio-chemistry and lead poisoning, bio-technologist, a retired lower court judge,  an activist who has gone on record against registration of Geographical Indications and a person without any background whatsoever are the Consultative Committee constituted. The GI Registry is not promptly conducting Consultative Group meetings for many applications in order of priority and is deliberately including persons with vested interests and without any expertise in the field to defeat the rights and legal interests of planters in Kerala. Not even one plantation expert from the State of Kerala has been included in the Expert Committee.

5. There is a willful attempt made by the Assistant Registrar to classify plantation goods in the general category of agricultural goods and thereby defeat the rights of the Planters in Kerala. Plantation products specifically fall within class 30 of Schedule 4 of the Geographical Indication (Registration & Protection) Act 1999.

6. There is undue insistence on gene mapping and HPLC profile for plantation goods which is not relevant to the geographical parameters or consideration of the geographical reputation of the product.   On the contrary insistence of HPLC profile or gene mapping can be detrimental to a Geographical Indication claim.

7. There is serious violation of Rule 33 of the Geographical Indication (Registration and Protection), Rules, 2003.  Minutes of the Consultative Group meetings are not faithfully recorded or communicated to the applicant for future action. Meetings are postponed at the last minute without prior intimation.  

8. The very same Registrar of GI Registry, who was considering some of the GI Applications is now sitting on Appeal on his own verdict as the head of the Intellectual Property Appellate Board. Only an independent and impartial person can do justice in any appellate proceeding which has to be transparent and open to the parties. 

The Chamber most respectfully submits that the Hon’ble Minister may look into this matter further and take emergent steps to remedy the situation. The Chamber would be happy to nominate the names of well- known experts in various fields as members of the Consultative Group, if so required










Yours sincerely,









              Satish Murti










 Vice-President

10th September 2007

Sri. Gopala Krishna Pillai, 





Secretary, 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry, 

Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110 011.

Sirs, 

The Chamber’s attention has been invited by its constituents regarding the manner of functioning of the Geographical Indications Registry, at Chennai. As the Hon’ble Commerce Secretary is well aware, the Geographical Indication of Goods (Registration and Protection) Act, 1999 (Act No. 48 of 1999) was enacted by the Parliament on 30th December, 1999, to provide for registration and better protection of many plantation products amongst other goods, where a given quality, reputation or other characteristics of such goods is essentially attributable to a geographical region or place. 

This legislation is intended to benefit agricultural produce and plantation produce such as pepper, cardamom, chilly, cashew, cinnamon, cloves amongst others to secure registration of their geographical identity in India and abroad. 

Constituents of the Chamber concerned with plantation products and agricultural commodities germane to the geographical limits of Kerala have sought registration of their plantation goods during the last 3 to 4 years. Applications have been lodged for registration of various plantation products and agricultural goods. Despite best efforts to secure registration by fulfilling all the applicable legal formalities prescribed there has been serious problem faced with the Assistant Registrar in the Geographical Indications Registry that needs to be addressed emergently by the Commerce Department. 

The Chamber would like to present before your esteemed Ministry some of the serious issues faced with the Assistant Registrar of Geographical Indications Registry, at Chennai. They are as indicated below:

1. There is gross violation of principles of natural justice by the constituted Assistant Registrar who is acting against the best interests of the applicants and their agents. 

2. The meetings of the Consultative Groups are not notified in advance by giving reasonable notice in writing. 

3. The applications are not being processed in accordance with the procedure prescribed and there is red-tapism and favoritism shown to accommodate applicants out of turn by the Assistant Registrar. 

4. There is gross violation of Rule 32 of the Geographical Indication (Registration and Protection), Rules, 2003, which relates to the constitution of the Consultative Group of experts for Plantation products. Experts who have no background or expertise in plantation sector have been chosen. An expert in bio-chemistry and lead poisoning, bio-technologist, a retired lower court judge, an activist who has gone on record against registration of Geographical Indications and a person without any background whatsoever are the Consultative Committee constituted. The GI Registry is not promptly conducting Consultative Group meetings for many applications in order of priority and is deliberately including persons with vested interests and without any expertise in the field to defeat the rights and legal interests of planters in Kerala. Not even one plantation expert from the State of Kerala has been included in the Expert Committee.

5. There is a willful attempt made by the Assistant Registrar to classify plantation goods in the general category of agricultural goods and thereby defeat the rights of the Planters in Kerala. Plantation products specifically fall within class 30 of Schedule 4 of the Geographical Indication (Registration & Protection) Act 1999.

6. There is undue insistence on gene mapping and HPLC profile for plantation goods which is not relevant to the geographical parameters or consideration of the geographical reputation of the product.   On the contrary insistence of HPLC profile or gene mapping can be detrimental to a Geographical Indication claim.

7. There is serious violation of Rule 33 of the Geographical Indication (Registration and Protection), Rules, 2003.  Minutes of the Consultative Group meetings are not faithfully recorded or communicated to the applicant for future action. Meetings are postponed at the last minute without prior intimation.  

8. The very same Registrar of GI Registry, who was considering some of the GI Applications is now sitting on Appeal on his own verdict as the head of the Intellectual Property Appellate Board. Only an independent and impartial person can do justice in any appellate proceeding which has to be transparent and open to the parties. 

The Chamber most respectfully submits that the Hon’ble Commerce Ministry may look into this matter further and take emergent steps to remedy the situation. The Chamber would be happy to nominate the names of well-known experts in various fields as members of the Consultative Group, if so required









              Yours sincerely,










      Satish Murti










    Vice-President

10th September 2007

Sri. T.C. James,  





Director,  

Department of Industrial Policy and Promotion, 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry, 

Udyog Bhavan, 

New Delhi-110011

Sirs, 

The Chamber’s attention has been invited by its constituents regarding the manner of functioning of the Geographical Indications Registry, at Chennai. As the Hon’ble Director is well aware, the Geographical Indication of Goods (Registration and Protection) Act, 1999 (Act No. 48 of 1999) was enacted by the Parliament on 30th December, 1999, to provide for registration and better protection of many plantation products amongst other goods, where a given quality, reputation or other characteristics of such goods is essentially attributable to a geographical region or place. 

This legislation is intended to benefit agricultural produce and plantation produce such as pepper, cardamom, chilly, cashew, cinnamon, cloves amongst others to secure registration of their geographical identity in India and abroad. 

Constituents of the Chamber concerned with plantation products and agricultural commodities germane to the geographical limits of Kerala have sought registration of their plantation goods during the last 3 to 4 years. Applications have been lodged for registration of various plantation products and agricultural goods. Despite best efforts to secure registration by fulfilling all the applicable legal formalities prescribed there has been serious problem faced with the Assistant Registrar in the Geographical Indications Registry that needs to be addressed emergently by the Hon’ble Director. 

The Chamber would like to present before the Hon’ble Director some of the serious issues faced with the Assistant Registrar of Geographical Indications Registry, at Chennai. They are as indicated below:

1. There is gross violation of principles of natural justice by the constituted Assistant Registrar who is acting against the best interests of the applicants and their agents. 

2. The meetings of the Consultative Groups are not notified in advance by giving reasonable notice in writing. 

3. The applications are not being processed in accordance with the procedure prescribed and there is red-tapism and favoritism shown to accommodate applicants out of turn by the Assistant Registrar. 

4. There is gross violation of Rule 32 of the Geographical Indication (Registration and Protection), Rules, 2003, which relates to the constitution of the Consultative Group of experts for Plantation products. Experts who have no background or expertise in plantation sector have been chosen. An expert in bio-chemistry and lead poisoning, bio-technologist, a retired lower court judge, an activist who has gone on record against registration of Geographical Indications and a person without any background whatsoever are the Consultative Committee constituted. The GI Registry is not promptly conducting Consultative Group meetings for many applications in order of priority and is deliberately including persons with vested interests and without any expertise in the field to defeat the rights and legal interests of planters in Kerala. Not even one plantation expert from the State of Kerala has been included in the Expert Committee.

5. There is a willful attempt made by the Assistant Registrar to classify plantation goods in the general category of agricultural goods and thereby defeat the rights of the Planters in Kerala. Plantation products specifically fall within class 30 of Schedule 4 of the Geographical Indication (Registration & Protection) Act 1999.

6. There is undue insistence on gene mapping and HPLC profile for plantation goods which is not relevant to the geographical parameters or consideration of the geographical reputation of the product.   On the contrary insistence of HPLC profile or gene mapping can be detrimental to a Geographical Indication claim.

7. There is serious violation of Rule 33 of the Geographical Indication (Registration and Protection), Rules, 2003.  Minutes of the Consultative Group meetings are not faithfully recorded or communicated to the applicant for future action. Meetings are postponed at the last minute without prior intimation.  

8. The very same Registrar of GI Registry, who was considering some of the GI Applications is now sitting on Appeal on his own verdict as the head of the Intellectual Property Appellate Board. Only an independent and impartial person can do justice in any appellate proceeding which has to be transparent and open to the parties. 

The Chamber most respectfully submits that the Hon’ble Director may look into this matter further and take emergent steps to remedy the situation. The Chamber would be happy to nominate the names of well- known experts in various fields as members of the Consultative Group, if so required









              Yours sincerely,










      Satish Murti










    Vice-President

