18/03/2016
To, /

The Chief Proctor,

Office of the Chief Proctor,
Jawaharlal Nehru University,
New Delhi — 110 067

Refn.: “High Level Enquiry Committee”
Sub.: “Show-Cause Notice, Dated 14/03/2016.”

Dear Sir,

[ am 1n receipt of a “Show-Cause Notice, Dated 14" March 2016”7, and
recelved by me on 15" March 2016, requiring me to explain why disciplinary action
should not be initiated against me, by 16t March, 2016, 1700 hrs. I have thereafter
received a notice that my reply to the show-cause must be submitted by 18 March
2016, 5.00 p.m. As is evident, I have been given Just a little over two days to

respond to the notice issued by vou.

Paragraph 1 of the show cause notice records the fact that a High Level
Enquiry Committee (HLEC) has found me “guilty” under Clause 3, Category 11,

(xxv), of the Rules of Discipline and Proper Conduct of students of JNU. which
reads “Any other act which may be considered by the VC or any other competent

authority to be an act of violation of discipline and conduct”.
The notice suffers absence of the following specifics:

(a) What I am guilty of;
(b)  What is the “act of violation of discipline and conduct” that is “other”
than any of the ones enumerated in Clause-3, Category-11; of which 1
am admittedly not guilty.
(c) How and in what manner, such findings of guilt have been arrived at
by the HLEC.
[t is pertinent to mention here that an incomplete HLEC document was
supplied to me post 5:00 pm on 15/03/2016.
The last page that purportedly sets out the recommendations of the HLEC 1s

missing; list of witnesses and their deposition that should form part of any report

have also not been provided to us.

The circumstances of setting-up and the alleged proceedings before HLEC

Zolate the rules as set out in Statute 32 (5) of the University, whereby it is
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imperative that the accused participate in the Enquiry and enquiry is to be held by
Proctorial Committee, and that constitutes members who seem to serve the;j
interests.

The composition of the committee itsell has been questioned by both
INUTA and JINUSU, tor lwing n()nwn'pr('smlt:\tivo and biased. Dospite the
nelusion of two additional members at a later stage, there are no SC/ST
representatives on the committee.

This is apart from the fact that the unseemly haste and total disregard of
any rules of natural justice, that vitiate the constitution of the HLEC, its
proceedings and its “report”.

It is strange how details of depositions, findings and recommended
punishments are reported by the media, although | had no access to the same. It
also remains unexplained, as to why an HLEC was set up In the first place,

superseding the Proctor’s committee.

1 am deeply disturbed by such a non-specific, vague and general show cause

notice that seems to have been issued for no reason other than a plan to rope me

along with other students into an orchestrated controversy to deter us from taking
vocal positions on any 1ssues that arise in the university.
In view of the above, I request you to first make available to me:
1. Copy of the Complaint.
2. Details of the witnesses and their deposition.

S —

3. List of document.
4. Proof/Evidence/Findings if any relied on.
5. All documents, statements, and material, if any, relied upon by you,
during the course of the so-called enquiry.
Pursuant to your making available the documents as specified above, 1

should be given sufficient time to make an effective response to your findings, as

.

well as the “Show-Cause Notice’.

[ state that in any case all the allegations made against me are wrong and 1
have not done any act which is in violation with the aims and objects of the

Institute (JNU).

Needless to state, that I will offer my fullest co-operation with the due

rocess, once my concerns are addressed fairly and openly, and the documents, as
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