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Statement from WPP 
 

On 25 August, NDTV released a six-point statement containing inaccurate and 
misleading information.  

Following is WPP’s response:  

Point 1:  

The possibility of settlement meetings was raised by NDTV and no such meeting has 
been agreed, given NDTV's conduct. 

Vikram Chandra wrote to Eric Salama on 27 July 2012 to say: "As you may know, our 
lawyers wrote to your representatives on June 4, 2012 proposing we meet in relation to 
disputes personally known to you since at least January 2012. ....Accordingly, our 
lawyers have now filed a Complaint, attached hereto. If we are compelled to litigate, 
each of our companies will spend tens of millions of dollars in legal fees.   Before we 
proceed with costly litigation, I write to ask if you would like to meet so we can attempt 
in good faith to resolve our differences. We can meet in India, London or the US, along 
with our lawyers. On 21 August his lawyers they said they had "put service on hold 
since Eric had told Vikram that there might be a meeting to try to resolve the case."   

In fact Mr. Salama's reply was:  

"I am not copying anyone else on this note and it goes without saying that we will 
contest any papers which are served on us as we think that the allegations are without 
merit and we do not accept the damage which you allege. 

As we discussed in Delhi when we met,  we have examined the evidence, investigated 
further and have proceeded to address the issue in the way we discussed.  If you are 
prepared to call a halt to the proceedings, a meeting may be possible. If not, then at the 
moment I cannot see how a meeting will assist us. Let me know if you want to approach 
this issue pragmatically and draw a line under the litigation now, rather than spending 
money on lawyers to fight a long and costly forum dispute." 

 

Point 2:  

This will be dealt with, presumably by Nielsen, in the proceedings.  We are not going to 
engage in a trial by media, as we have repeatedly said.  We are more than happy for 



this to be dealt with in the proper courts - in India  - at which the evidence can be heard 
properly. 

 

Point 3:  

It is hypothetical in that it may have been issued but there has no meaningful attempt to 
serve the lawsuit. Our view remains that this is an inappropriate "lawsuit" to issue. Its 
purpose is to provoke a settlement, not a real airing of the facts, as can be seen above .  
Our dismissal application, as NDTV and their lawyers know, is based not solely on 
jurisdiction but on a lack of a proper claim.  To the extent there is a claim we will be 
delighted to have it dealt with by the proper court.   

We don't understand the aside, in any respect.  We do not see how Sir Martin's 
statements on this case, which were not, for clarity, made from within the United States, 
confer any jurisdiction on the New York courts.   

 

Point 4:  

We do not understand how any comment about NDTV’s lawyers is defamatory or 
malicious.  We will be happy to deal with this in due course. 

 

Point 5:  

We do not think it is right, or fair, for NDTV to blame its poor financial performance on 
TAM data.  Again, we will be happy to deal with this, at the appropriate time, in the 
correct forum.  

 

Point 6:  

As NDTV know, very well, there has been a continuous process of improvements and 
investments by TAM,  in the TAM process.  It is not at all true to say"nothing was done". 

 

Background on WPP in India  

India is one of WPP's fastest growth markets, with revenues of approximately $500 
million including associates. The Group collectively employs around 12,000 people. 
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