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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY

[PaRTIWec.1

(Department of Higher Education)

NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 2nd February, 2016
S.O. 325(E).— Whereas, Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research scholar in the University of Hyderabad
(a Central University) has died on 17th January, 2016;
And whereas, the Fact Finding Committee sent by the Ministry of Human Resource Development to inquire into
the circumstances leading to the death of the research scholar and the subsequent agitation in the campus of University of
Hyderabad has listed various incidents starting prior to August 2015;
And whereas, the facts brought out by the Fact Finding Committee required a detailed examination to identify
acts of omission and commission on the part of various persons in the University, and to suggest steps for preventing
such incidents in future;
Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 (60 of
1952), the Central Government hereby appoints a Commission of Inquiry consisting of Justice Ashok Kumar Roopanwal
(Retired) to enquire into the events at the University of Hyderabad, culminating in the death of Shri Chakravarti R
Vemula.
2.The terms of reference of the Commission shall be as follows: (i) to enquire into the facts and circumstances leading to the death of Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research
scholar of University of Hyderabad, and fix responsibility for lapses, if any;
(ii) to review the existing grievance redressal mechanism for students at the University, and to suggest
improvements.
3.The Commission shall carry out its inquiry and submit its report and recommendations to the Central Government
within three months from the date on which it is appointed.
[F. No. 7-5/2016-Desk (U)]
SUKHBIR SINGH SANDHU. Jt. Secy.

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA:EXTRAORDINARY

[PartII—Sec.3(il)]

MINISTRY OF HUMAIS RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT
(Department of Higher Education)

NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 13th May, 2016
S.O. 1756(E).—whereas, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Commission of

Inquiry Act, 1952 (60 of 1952), the Central Government vide notification of the Government of India in the
Ministry of Human Resource Development, No. SO 325(E), dated the 2nd February, 2016, published in the
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-Section (ii) dated the 2nd February, 2016, appointed a

Commission of Inquiry consisting of Justice Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retd.) to enquire into the facts and
circumstances leading to the death of Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research scholar of University of

Hyderabad; to fix the responsibility for lapses, if any; to review the existing grievance redressal mechanism
for students at the University; and to suggest improvements and to submit its report to the Central Government

within three months from the date on which it is appointed;
And whereas, the Commission held its sitting at Hyderabad and met all the stakeholders and for
examining the voluminous representations received from the large number of stakeholders, the Commission
requires three months more time for examination in depth and to draw a conclusion;
Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 (60
of 1952), the Central Government hereby extends the term of Commission of Inquiry consisting of Justice

Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retd.) for a further period of three months with effect from the 2nd day of May,
2016 to Is'day of August, 2016.

[F.No.7-5/20I6-DeskU]
SUKHBIR SINGH SANDHU, Jt. Secy.

REPORT BY THE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY REGARDING THE
DEATH OF SHRI CHAKRAVARTI R. VEMULA, A RESEARCH SCHOLAR
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HYDERABAD, HYDERABAD

Background of the incident
On 30lhJuly,. 2015, "Namaz-e-Janaza" was organised by Ambedkar Students

Association (ASA) in the campus of University of Hyderabad for a terrorist Yakub
Memon who was involved in serial bomb blasts which took place in Mumbai in March
1993. Anti-national slogans were raised and banners with 'Tom Kifne Yakub
Maaroge, Har Gbar Se Yakub Niklega" were also shown.
In response to the above activities of ASA, Shri Nandanam Susheel Kumar, an
ABVP activist posted on the face book on 3rd August, 2015 that "ASA goons are
talking about hooliganism - feeling funny". The posting of N. Susheel Kumar on
the face book was not liked by the members of the Ambedkar Students Association.
In the night between 3rd & 4th August, 2015 about 30-40 ASA students went to
Susheel Kumar and asked him to tender apology for the above post and remove the
same from the face book. Shri Susheel Kumar anyhow managed to give a call to
police informing about the threat to his life by the mob. This all happened at about

12.30 in the night.
Around 1.00 a.m. on 4* August, 2015, Dean Students Welfare, University of
Hyderabad got an anonymous call that a large jnumber of students have gathered crt _
the hostel premises where Susheel Kumar was staying. The Dean called the
security staff and asked them to go there and assess the situation. The security staff
Mr. Dilip Singh and Mr. Venkateswaralu went to the concerned place and found that
Mr. Susheel Kumar and a group of about 30-40 students had already gathered at the

cycle stand near the hostel. They also observed that the crowd was repeatedly
• -.- ^..^^^q) k-tim^r to write an apology letter.

It was also observed by the

The security staff tried to rescue Susheel Kumar in a security van but ASA students
stopped them and forcibly pulled out Susheel Kumar from the van. Thereafter, the
mob abused, manhandled and threatened Susheel Kumar to life and forced him to
write an apology letter. After reading the letter, ASA students were not satisfied and
they tore it out. Thereafter, the mob insisted on writing another apology letter which
was dictated by the ASA students and was written by Susheel Kumar. The security
staff, Mr. Dilip Singh was compelled by the ASA students to countersign the letter.
The security staff tried to pacify the mob but they did not. The ASA students forced
Susheel Kumar to sit in the security van with two ASA students. The van was
followed by other ASA students. The ASA students took the van to the university
main gate security office where few of the ASA students entered the security office
and asked the security staff to activate the internet. Mr. Susheel Kumar was taken
out of the security van and was forced to delete the aforementioned post from the
face book. In the meantime, they observed that the post had been liked by a large
number of persons, therefore, instead of getting the post deleted they forced Susheel
Kumar to upload the apology letter. They also threatened and abused Susheel
Kumar at this place.

After seeing that the aforesaid post has been deleted they

returned back to the main gate of the security office in search of Sushee! Kumar but

by that time he had left the campus.
After leaving the campus, Susheel Kumar was admitted to Archana Hospital,
Madinaguda in the same night, i.e. A" August, 2015 because of abdominal pain,
- • • - -' —^ ^iw ininrv. The mother of Susheel Kumar lodged an FIR of
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place in the night of 3/4 August, 2015. A counter application was also moved by
one, Ms. Rupa on 4* August, 2015 to the Vice-Chancellor for the release of the three
students, viz. Vincent, Prashanth and Ashok, all belonging to ASA who were
arrested by the police in the early hours of 4th August, 2015.
The matter was referred to the Proctorial Board for inquiry. The Proctorial Board
submitted its interim report on 12.08.2015 without examining Susheel Kumar who
was admitted in the hospital. The interim report suggested that (i) a strong warning
should be issued to Mr. Susheel Kumar for posting of such comments on face book
and (ii) strong warnings should be issued to Mr. D. Prashanth, Mr. Vincent, Mr.
Rohith Vemula, Mr. P. Vijay, Mr. Sunkanna and Mr. Seshu Chemudugunta for going
to Susheel Kumar's room and hostel and asking for apology and deleting his
comment from face book in the midnight , instead of complaining to appropriate
authorities. These warning were issued to the concerned students.
Later on, the Proctorial Board recorded the statement of Susheel Kumar and
collected other evidences and the final report was submitted on 31" August, 2015.

The decisions of the Proctorial Board were:
(i)

Complete suspension of Mr.Dontha Prashanh Mr. Rohith Vemu^^ _Mr. P^_ _
Vijay and Mr. Seshu Chemudugunta from the classes or courses, hostels
and other relevant/connected things a student gets from the university,
with immediate effect for the ongoing/current semester on account of
leading a group of 30 persons to Susheel Kumar's room, abusing and

(ii)

hitting him.
Mr. Velpula Sunkanna who also took an active part in the incident which
occurred in the night of 3/4 August, 2015 was found to be out of the
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jurisdiction of the Proctorial Board. Hence an appropriate and strong
action against him was recommended to the Vice-Chancellor.
(iii)

The Proctorial Board suggested the Vice-Chancellor to issue strong
warning to all students, political groups for not indulging in any sort of

indiscipline.
The decisions of the Proctorial Board dated 31.08.2015 were approved by the
Executive Council (EC) of the University of Hyderabad.
Being aggrieved by the decisions of the University, ASA students did not allow the
university administration to function for two days forcing the then in charge ViceChancellor Prof. R.P. Sharma to withdraw the order with a condition that the matter
will be looked into afresh by a Committee.
A Committee was constituted by Prof. Sharma but the Committee replied back, after
Prof. Appa Rao took charge as Vice-Chancellor in the end of September, 2015,
indicating that the recommendations of the statutory bodies like Proctorial Board and
the Executive Council cannot be reviewed by such committee.
IIn the meantime, the mother of Mr. Susheel Kumar filed a case in the High Court at
tHyderabad-andrtheCourt asked theUniversitytoinform as to-what action wasrtakem
on the recommendations of the Proctorial Board. The university delayed the
submission of report to the High Court, in the middle of November, 2015 the High
Court strongly ordered the university to submit the action taken report within a
deadline fixed by the court. Then the university authorities convened the meeting of
Deans and administrative officers of the university in which Controller of
Examination, Chief Warden and Dean of Student Welfare were also called. It was

decided in the meeting that an Executive Council Sub Committee headed by a senior
nV^• |Page
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most Professor as chairperson will examine the matter and submit the
recommendations. As there was no member from the dalit community in the
Executive Council it was requested that Dean of Students Welfare (Prof. P. Prakash
Babu) be made part of the Committee to join the EC sub committee. He was also a

statutory officer of the university
The EC sub committee after fairly long deliberations and after consulting the
university security and local officers upheld the recommendations of the Proctorial
Board and recommended to the Executive Council that the said five students be
awarded punishment as recommended earlier. In the full Executive Council meeting
that was held on one day before the deadline given by the court for the submission
of action taken report, the Vce-Chancellor proposed to the Executive Council to be a
bit lenient because the recommended punishment will deprive the students of the
scholarships to continue their Ph.D. programmes after the semester expulsion
recommended by the Proctorial Board. The full Executive Council agreed to the
VC's proposal but it was indicated that the punished students will be permitted only
in the respective departments, library, and academic meetings and not in the hostel,
1administration and other public places in the campus. The decision of the Executive
-tGouncil- was- eommunieated- to- the-students- by the- Chief -Warden -around -20-

December, 2015 and they were asked to vacate the hostels. The compliance was
reported by the Chief Warden to the university. A group of students was not satisfied
with the decision taken by the EC. The group met the Vce-Chancellor and
demanded the revocation of hostel suspension as they were feeling that it was a
"social boycott". They also linked the punishment imposed by the EC to the letter
allegedly written by Shri Bandaru Dattatreya, Minister of State (Independent
Charge), Labour & Employment, Government of India, New Delhi to HRD Minister,
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Smt. Smiriti Zubin Irani which was forwarded by the MHRD to the University of
Hyderabad. The university properly explained the students that the above letters
had no connection whatsoever with the decision taken by the EC and the letters did
not have any influence on it, i.e. Executive Council.

The five students who were expelled from the hostel moved the High Court of
Hyderabad for staying the suspension from hostels. The High Court ordered that
their petition shall be heard along with the petition already filed by the mother of Mr.
Susheel Kumar and the matter was listed for hearing on 19* January, 2016.

On January 3, 2016 the students decided to protest as "sleep in open" at the
shopping complex of the university. They erected a small tent and started sleeping
there. The Dean of Students Welfare was regularly in touch with the students and
counselling them to wait for the decision of the Court.
On 13* January, 2016 when the regular VC was away, the members of the Joint
Action Committee (JAC) of the students closed down the administrative building and
did not allow the employees to their work. They demanded that the regular VC
should come, revoke suspension and only then they will allow the university to
.jujictjpn^J'hejyCcanie on 13* ^jght and _ca[ted^ the meeting of the local EC
members, senior Deans and Dean of Students Welfare on 14* January in the
morning regarding the course of action to be taken. It was decided in the meeting
that an oral appeal be made to the students along with a written one to allow the
administration to function and if the students do not listen the police help be taken to
allow the university to function. On the morning of 14* January the students allowed
the employees to enter into the university. The VC continued to interact with the
students and asked them to wait till the decision of the court comes as the matter
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was stated to be subjudice by the university but the appeal of the VC did not work
and the students continued their strike.
All of a sudden at 7.00 p.m. on 17th January, 2016 the sad news of the suicide of Mr.

Rohith Vemula broke out.
The whole matter was regularly reported by the electronic media on 18"1 and 19"1

January.

The HRD Ministry sent its two members committee to the university to interact with
the stakeholders and report it back to the Ministry. The Committee submitted its

report on 22.01.2016.
Later on Central Government appointed a Commission of Inquiry under Section 3 of
the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 (60) of 1952 and I was appointed to conduct the
inquiry vide Notification No. S.O. 325(E) dated 2nd February, 2016. The following
were the terms of reference of the Commission:
(i)

To enquire into the facts and circumstances leading to the death of Shri
Chakravorty R. Vemula, a research scholar of University of Hyderabad
and fix responsibilities for lapses, if any

(ii)

To review the existing grievance mechanism for students at the University
and suggest improvements.

Place and dates of inquiry
In connection with the inquiry, I visited Hyderabad from 23rd February to 25th
February, 2016 and conducted the inquiry. The following stakeholders appeared
before the Commission and made submission on 23.02.2016:

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY
1.Mr. Lakkakula Ayya S/o Jagadeshwar, State Secretary of Akila Bharatiya

Vidyarthi Parishad, Telangna
2.Mr. P. Thukaram, President, Mr. B. Srinivas, General Secretary and Mr.

Ashish Jacob Thomas, Member, Officers' Association, University of

Hyderabad
3.Dr. Sudhakar Babu, , Dr. G. Sridevi and Dr. C.B. Ishwara Rao, conveners,

SC/ST Faculty Forum, Hyderabad Central University
4.Mr. M. Balakrishna, Advisor and Mr. D. Shivaiah, General Secretary,

University of Hyderabad Staff Union
5.Mr. R. Gangaraju, President and Mr. J. Niranjan Rddy, General Secretary,

Non-teaching Employees Association, University of Hyderabad
6.Mr. T. Narayana, President and Mr. M. Muniya Naik, General Secretary,

SC/ST Employees Welfare Association, University of Hyderabad
7.Mr. P. Raghuram, President, Mr. D. Ashok Babu, Vice-President & Others,

University of Hyderabad Scheduled Tribes Employees Welfare Association
1. In the affidavit given by Lokakula Ayappa s/o Jagadeshwar it was said that the
death of Mr. Rohith Vemula has been used by multiple entities for their own
agenda and ABVP has been blamed and dragged into this unfortunate issue.
It was also mentioned in the affidavit that before the suicide of Rohith Vemula
about 11 students had already committed suicides in the University of
Hyderabad, the reference of which has been given in para 7 of the affidavit.
In para 9 of the affidavit it has been submitted that the leaders of AIMIM (All
India Majlis-e-lthehadul-Muslimeen) are frequently visiting the university and
conducting meetings with the students belonging to AmbedKar Students
Association (ASA) instigating them into anti-nationalism/dubious activities

i- I >' s E ^
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which challenge the sovereignty, unity and integrity of the nation.

On

30.07.2015, the students from Ambedkar Students Association staged a
protest against the Government for hanging terrorist Yakub Memon and made
pro-terrorist slogans: Against this, ABVP planned a peaceful protest meeting
on 04.08.2015. In the evening of 03.08.2015, Shri Nandnam Susheel Kumar
posted a cryptic comment on his facebook on this issue which was not liked
by ASA. In the night of 03.08.2015, due to the comments he was mercilessly
beaten by the ASA students and was forced to give an apology in writing.
Later on, the Proctorial Board took a decision to take action against some
students belonging to ASA. Rohith was also amongst them. Rohith later on
committed suicide. In his letter written before suicide he did not name
anybody but even then the friends of Rohith and Joint Action Committee were
eager to link his death with the disciplinary action taken by the University. It
has also been said by Lakakula Ayappa that Rohith was disillusioned with
ASA and SFI which is clear from his suicide note. Mr. Ayappa also stated that
Rohith was opposing the ASA agitation against the university authorities on
caste basis and, therefore, his fellow students who were suspended
_ blackmailed him that his fake caste certificate will be exposed and, therefore,
it is possible that Rohith might have committed suicide due to this fact.
2.

In the memorandum given by the Officers' Association of University of
Hyderabad strongly said that nobody including the Vice-Chancellor is
responsible for the suicide of Rohith Vemula. From his suicide note it

appears that he had intention of stating something about some organisations
who might have actually bothered him and brought him to the state of mind of
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committing suicide. Some ways have also been suggested for improving the
atmosphere of the university.
3.

The memorandum submitted by Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes
Faculty Forum, University of Hyderabad did not support the action of the
university regarding the punishment awarded to five students in connection
with the incident of 3/4 August, 2015. It was said in the memorandum that
high ranked BJP leaders trespassed into the university and staged a dharna
demanding the university to take action on five SC students, it was said that
Mr. Ramachandra Rao, MLC from BJP forcibly entered into VC office
demanding the suspension of five SC students. The memorandum raised
fingers upon the validity of the punishment awarded by the Executive Council
of the University.
Some measures for improving the atmosphere of the university have also
been suggested by the Forum.

4.The memorandum given by the Staff Union of University of Hyderabad state
that neither the VC nor any official was responsible for this incident. They
stated that the decision for suspension of five students was taken by the
universities authorities after thorough deliberations in the EC of the
university.

They have also suggested certain ways for improvement in

university atmosphere.
5.Non-teaching Employees Association, University of Hyderabad also gave a
memorandum in which they did not blame the university on any point.

However, they suggested that Students' Grievance Committees and
Counselling Centres be made more active in order to restrict any kind of
frustration reaping up in some of the students.
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6.

In the memorandum given by SC/ST Employees Welfare Association of

University of Hyderabad it has been said that thorough inquiry should be
made as to why the dalit students are committing suicide in the university. It
was also said in the memorandum that the inquiry committees appointed
earlier suicides gave recommendations but those were not acted upon and
hence it requires probe, it was also suggested that the representatives of
SC/ST communities must be in all committees including Executive Council of
University of Hyderabad.
7.

The representation given by University of Hyderabad Scheduled Tribes
Employees Welfare Association did not comment on the actual facts and
circumstances which led to the death of Mr. Rohith Vemula. However, they
emphasised that there should be no discrimination on caste basis and all
students must be treated equally, it was also suggested that the university
should keep continuous dialogue with the students irrespective of their caste
and there should be counselling centres bringing he students at one platform
that no untoward incident occurs in the university. They also suggested that
there should be no political interference in day-to-day working of the
umversfty. Itwas also said that the students should be counselled and the
employees of the university be allowed to work freely and should not be
pressurised in any way. It was also their opinion that the prompt actions
should be taken at all levels by the university authorities.

The following stakeholders appeared before the Commission and made submission
on 24.02.2016:

1. Dr. Aiok Pandey, Chief Proctor, University of Hyderabad

If
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2.Dr. Sripati Ramudu, Associate Professor & Head, Centre for Study of Social
Exclusion & Inclusive Policy, Social of Social Sciences, University of

Hyderabad
3.Dr. Debashis Acharya, Chief Warden, University of Hyderabad
4.Prof. P. Prakash Babu, Dean of the Students Welfare, University of

Hyderabad
5.Officers of the Students Grievance Cell and Anti Ragging Cell, University of

Hyderabad
6.Shri P. Ajay Babu, Assistant Registrar (Reservation), University of Hyderabad
7.Group of Empowered Committee for Differently Abled Persons, University of
Hyderabad
8.Prof. V. Krishna, Controller of Examination and Mr. Devesh Nigam, Joint
Registrar, University of Hyderabad
9.Prof. Vipin Srivastava, Professor of Physios and former Vice Chancellor (In

charge)
10.Dr. C. Raghava Reddy, Head, Centre for Knowledge Culture and Innovation
Studies (CKCIS), School of Social Sciences, University of Hyderabad
11.Mr. N. Susheel Kumar S/o Shri N. Karunakar, R/o HUDA Colony, Chanda
Nagar, Hyderabad
1. Dr. Alok Pandey, Chief Proctor, University of Hyderabad appeared before the
Commission and submitted three files regarding the whole incident along with
audio-video clippings and photographs. In the first file given by Dr. Alok Pandy it

was said that it is not true that Scheduled Caste candidates of faculty members
are being victimised. According to him, on all the major posts, viz. Chief
Warden, Dean, Students Welfare, Controller of Examination, IQAC, SC
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candidates are appointed. It was also said by him that the Scheduled Caste
candidates have a major stake in students associations and teachers

associations since a long time.
2. Dr. Sreepati Ramudu, Associate Professor and Head, Centre for Study of Social
Exclusion and Inclusive Policy, University of Hyderabad appeared before the
Commission and submitted a memorandum mentioning therein the
circumstances which led to the suicide of Mr. Rohith Vemula. He said that the
present Vice-Chancellor, Prof. Appa Rao was having a different attitude against
the Scheduled Caste students. Prof. Rao amended the punishment given to the
students by the Proctorial Board. The Proctorial Board recommended for
suspension of one semester only while Prof. Appa Rao expelled the students

from the hostel for all time to come.
3. Mr. Debashis Acharya, Chief Warden appeared in person before the
Commission and orally said that he does not know the exact circumstances
which led to the suicide by Mr. Rohith Vemula. He also said that his expulsion
from the hostel may be one of the reasons for the suicide. He also suggested
that there should be regular interaction between the research scholars, guide
and faculty members and the regular counselling of the students is also needed.
4.Prof. P. Prakash Babu, Dean Students Welfare, University of Hyderabad
appeared and submitted in writing about the incident which took place on
04.08.2015 and the subsequent thereto.
5.Dean, Students Welfare of University of Hyderabad gave a written memorandum

and said that in the current academic year there was no complaint with regard to
ragging in university campus.

i. I P a B e

6.Shri P. Ajay Babu Assistant Registrar (Reservation), University of Hyderabad
appeared on behalf of Equal Opportunity Cell and SC/ST Cell and submitted a
memorandum. He said that the Equal Opportunity Cell and Advisory Committee
have been set up in the university for the redressal of grievance of SC/ST
students.
7.A group of Empowered Committee for Differently Abled Persons, University of

Hyderabad appeared before the Commission and deposed in writing through a
memorandum. It was said by this Group that Mr. Rohith Vemula was not a
Scheduled Caste candidate and was an OBC which can be gathered from the
interview given by his father on TV. It was also said that Mr. Rohith Vemula was
a meritorious and cheerful person.

The group praised the present Vice-

Chancellor, Prof. Appa Rao and said that in order to dislodge him the whole
episode was cooked up and the things did not happen in the manner as shown

by media.
8.Prof. V. Krishna, Controller of Examination and Mr. Devesh Nigam, Joint
Registrar submitted a memorandum and said that Mr. Rohith Vemula and other
four expelled students never approached the Grievance Redressal Cell of the

University.
9.Prof. Vipin Srivastava, former Vice-Chancellor (In charge) submitted a
memorandum in writing and said that the University do not discriminate against
students or colleagues on the basis of their caste, gender or religion while
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before the Commission and gave a memorandum. He said that he was in touch
with Mr. Rohith Vemula upto August 2015. According to him, he was a brilliant
student. However, he could not say about the circumstances under which the
death took place. He suggested that for the betterment of the students
counselling should be done regularly.
11. Mr. N. Susheel Kumar gave an affidavit in which he narrated the whole episode
which took place and also filed the copy of the affidavit given by him in Writ
Petition No. 2816 of 2016 between N. Susheel Kumar Vs. State of Telangana
and four others. In this affidavit he has blamed the Ambedkar Students
Association.

On 25.02.2016, the following persons/groups appeared before the Commission and
made submissions:
1.Prof. Appa Rao Podile, Vice Chancellor, University of Hyderabad
2.Mr. M. Sudhakar Rao, Registrar (l/c), University of Hyderabad
3.Mr. B. Pandu Reddy, Finance Officer, University of Hyderabad
4.Dr. Suresh Yenugu, University of Hyderabad
5.Mr. Sanjay Subodh and others
6.Prof. Kollu V.A., Department of Bio-chemistry, University of Hyderabad
7.Dr. Y.A. Sudharkar Reddy, Centre for Folk Culture Studies, School of
Social Sciences, University of Hyderabad
— 8:Dr. J.S.S.-Prakash and-others

--.

9.Dr. A.C. Narayana, Centre for Earth Science and Space Sciences,

University of Hyderabad
10.Prof. P.B. Kirti and others

11.Dr. A. Bindu Madhava Reddy and others
12.Smt. N. Vinaya (mother of Mr. Susheel Kumar)
13.Prof. Panchanan Mohanty
14.Mr. B. Narasimulu, former internal audit officer

15.Mr. K. Laxmi Narayanan and others ex office bearers of University of
Hyderabad
16.Members of the Teachers Association, University of Hyderabad
17.Prof. N. Durga Prasad, Dean, School of Chemistry, University of

Hyderabad
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18.Prof. Tutun Mukherjee, Professor of Comparative Literature, University of

Hyderabad
19.Dr. Saradadevi Tetaii and others, Department of Applied Sciences,
University of Hyderabad
20.Mr. Kothakapu Sridhar Reddy
21.Concerned teachers, scientists and academicians, University of .

Hyderabad
22.Prof. D. Manohar Rao, Chairman, Martyrs' Memorial Research Institute

(MMRI), Hyderabad
23.Ms. Arpita Sahu, a student, University of Hyderabad
24.Mr. Sivam Saluja, University of Hyderabad

1.Prof. Appa Rao Podile, Vice-Chancellor in his deposition before the
Commission repeated the details of the events concerning the suicide of Mr.
Rohith Vemula. He clearly stated that the efforts are being made to implicate
only the Vice-Chancellor for the final decision of punishment awarded to the
five students. He also submitted that the suicide note of Rohith Vemula did not
blame anybody for his suicide.
2.Mr. M. Sudhakar, Registrar (l/c), University of Hyderabad also deposed about
the events, as stated earlier, which ultimately ended into the suicide of Mr.
Rohith Vemula. Registrar (in charge), University of Hyderabad gave the
detailed action taken report in the matter of suicide by Mr. Rohith Vemula.
3.Mr.'B. Pandu Reddy in his deposition submitted the detailed status report on
the payment of fellowships made to the Ph.D. scholar, Late Mr. Chakravarti R.
Vemula along with the supporting documents. According to him, Rohith was

not paid Rs.1,77,403/ for a period of 6 months 16 days till his death and now
this amount has been paid.
4.Dr. Suresh Yenugu and others in their representation neither supported nor

accused any individual or a group of people or an organisation that was
involved in the whole episode. Their main focus was on the discipline among
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the students. They emphasised that university authorities were not at all
responsible for the suicide of Rohith Vemula.
5.Mr. Sanjay Subodh and others gave the whole narration of the events upto the
death of Mr. Rohith Vemula.
6.Prof. Koluru V.A. Ramaiah, Department of Biochemistry, School of Life
Sciences, University of Hyderabad submitted information related to the general
governance of the university.
7.Dr. Y.A. Sudhakar Reddy, Centre for Folk Culture Studies, School of Social
Sciences, University of Hyderabad in his deposition repeated the events which
took place till the death of Mr. Rohith Vemula.
8.Dr. J.S.S. Prakash and others supported the action of Vice-Chancellor, Prof.

Appa Rao Podile in the matter and said that such a Vice-Chancellor is required
by the university and the action taken by the university authorities was correct.
9.Prof. AC. Narayana, Centre for Earth & Space Sciences, University of
Hyderabad also supported the action taken by the Vice-Chancellor in the
present matter.

10.The faculty of School of Life Sciences consisting of Prof. P.B. Kirti and others
also supported the action of the Vice-Chancellor. They also suggested the
ways for improvement of atmosphere in the university.
11.In the memorandum submitted by Dr. A. Bindu Madhava Reddy and others
said that Mr. Rohith Vemula contested the study body elections as a councillor
under banner of SFI. However, he lost. Since then he completely changed his

behaviour not only in academic activities but also his overall interest. He came
to them and informed that he was quitting Ph.D program as he was interested
in pursuing civil services. However, he continued his Ph.D in Social Sciences
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and expressed that he will not participate in political activities but he did not
keep his promise. He actively participated in Ambedkar Students Association
rather than in SFI. His activities disturbed the academic and administrative
atmosphere in the university. From this memorandum it appears that Mr.
Rohith Vemula and a group of students never bothered about academics and
always misbehaved and action taken against him was necessary.
12.Smt. N. Vinaya, the mother of Mr. Susheel Kumar submitted the affidavit and
condemned the action of the ASA against his son. She also filed a copy of the
affidavit in Writ Petition no. 28073 of 2015 between her and the State of
Telangana and others pending before the High Court of Andhra Pradesh at
Hyderabad.
13^Mr. Panchanan Mohanty stated in his letter that the University of Hyderabad
has always made sincere efforts to fulfil the reserved quota in admitting
students. He also stated that there were complaints of discrimination against
some SC/ST students but these were not many.
14.Mr. Budhi Narsimloo, former Internal Audit Officer said that Mr. Rohith Vemula
was a brilliant student but indulged in uncalled activities. His activities were
not tolerable by the university administration. His death was mainly due to
compelling circumstances thrusted upon him by surroundings in which he was
encircled. It is incorrect to say that the university administration killed Mr.
Rohith Vemula. It was just to malign the university and nothing else.
15.The submissions made by ex-office bearers of University of Hyderabad

Teachers Association did not throw any light as to what were the
circumstances leading to the death of Mr. Rohith Vemula.
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16. The submissions made by the concerned teachers, University of Hyderabad
stated that the punishment awarded to Mr. Rohith Vemula and others suffers
from procedural lapses and was excessive, disproportionate and against the
principles of natural justice. They also suggested the ways for the
improvement of the environment of the university.
The faculty members in their submissions said that in the Executive Council
which suspended five students consisted only one dalit member who could not
do much. It was said that the HRD Minister's statement was not befitting and
devalued the grief.
17.Prof. M. Durga Prasad, Dean, School of Chemistry, University of Hyderabad
narrated the events up to the death of Mr. Rohith Vemula.
18.Mr. Tutun Mukherjee said in the representation that Joint Action Committee
(JAC) does not want to resolve this issue as some of the teachers are
manipulating the students and poisoning their minds.
19.Dr. Saradadevi Tetali and others supported the Vice-Chancellor, Prof. Appa
Rao Podile.
20.Mr. Kothakapu Sridhar Reddy gave an affidavit in which he stated that
members of the Ambedkar Students Association are threatening the students
of the university.
21.Concerned teachers, scientists and academicians, University of Hyderabad
suggested the measures for improvement of the atmosphere of the university.
22.Prof. D. Manohar Rao, Chairman, Martyrs' Memorial Research Institute

(MMRI) in his memorandum stated that the death of Mr. Rohith Vemula
should be viewed with the angle of cold blooded murder by certain dark
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elements with the intention of exploiting his death later for reaping political
gains.

23.Ms. Arpita Sahu in his memorandum repeated the tacts of the incident and
raised questions about the action taken by the university authorities and the
police.

24.Mr. Sivam Saluja in his letter said that ASA students who found Rohith dead
in the room neither called the police nor the doctor nor they allowed the police
to take the body which is suspicious.
I again visited Hyderabad on 21st March, 2016 and met the following stakeholders

1.Mr. V. Prasanna Kumar, Ex Joint Registrar, University of Hyderabad
2.The Faculty members of the University of Hyderabad
3.Mr. Sannaki Munna, Student, University of Hyderabad
4.Mrs. V. Radhika, (mother of Rohith Vemula)
5.Mr. Vedapudi Vijay Kumar, student, University of Hyderabad
6.Mr.Sheshaiah Chemudugunta, student, University of Hyderabad
7.Members of Joint Action Committee (JAC)
8.Mr. Dontha Prasanth, Student, University of Hyderabad

1.

Mr. V. Prasanna Kumar orally said that the suicide of Mr. Rohith Vemula was
his own personal decision and not by any of the circumstances of the
university, i.e. his suspension or expulsion from the hostel. He also said that
Mr. Vemula was having family problems which could have triggered his
suicide. Regarding improvement in the atmosphere of university he suggested
that the integrated course should be removed and the powers of the ViceChancellor should be made firm.
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2.The faculty members of the University of Hyderabad submitted in writing
about the incident and preventive measures which could help the university to
improve the atmosphere in the university.

3.Mr. Sannaki Munna briefly stated the facts under which he was targeted with
other four suspended students. He said that the only reason of Rohith's death
is VC Appa Rao who had misused all the powers.

4.Mrs. V. Radhika, mother of Mr. Rohith Vemula stated that she is a Scheduled
Caste lady and married to Vemula Mani Kumar who belongs to a backward
community. She was divorced in 2006. After her divorce she continued her
living with one Anjani Devi who also did not treat her well. She also stated
that officers/officials of the University of Hyderabad did not meet her. On the
contrary, Mr. Susheel Kumar, his mother and brother were decently welcomed
by the university authorities. On 18.12.2015, her son Rohith Vemula wrote a
letter to the Vice-Chancellor Prof. Appa Rao complaining about the severe
caste discrimination in the University and when he came to her on 29.12.2015
he not only compiained about the caste discrimination against him but also
said that due to political pressure exhorted by Shri Ramchandra Rao, BJP
MLC from Hyderabad and BJP Government at the Centre is taking too much
interest in Susheel Kumar and he is being victimised.

Mr. Bandaru

Dattatreya, Minister of State, Labour and Employment and Mrs. Smriti Irani,
HRD Minister are also taking too much interest in the case. She further stated
that Rohith was socially boycotted by the university and he felt too much
deprssed and committed suicide.
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5.Mr. Vedapudi Vijay Kumar, student, University of Hyderabad orally stated
before the Commission that Mr. Rohith Vemula committed suicide because he
was wrongly suspended and was discriminated on caste basis.

6.Mr, Sheshaiah Chemdugunta orally stated that after Mr. Rohith Vemula was
expelled from the hostel he met him. He was perturbed and worried about his
livelihood. He was also worried about his financial condition and was scared
of politicians. He was worried that under these circumstances he would not
be able to complete his Ph.D.
7.The members of the Joint Action Committee did not give their submissions in
writing on 21.03.2016. They requested for time and they were granted time
upto 31.03.2016. They again took time for 15 days.

Ultimately their

submissions were received in the office of the Commission through email on
15.04.2016.

It was said by the JAC in its deposition that the Proctorial Board enquired all
students involved in the incident excluding Mr. Susheel Kumar. It was also
said that the Vice-Chancellor Prof. Appa Rao Podile conspired against the five
dalit research scholars and took the decision of social boycott without
conducting a fresh enquiry and his atrocious decision took the life of Mr.
Rohith Vemula. The Committee also said that that injuries sustained by
Susheel Kumar during the incident were simple in nature. The Committee
also refuted the allegations made by the petitioner in Writ Petition No. 28073
of 2015.
8.

Dontha Prashanth sent his deposition through email in which he blamed the
Vice-Chancellor, Nandanam Susheel Kumar, Nandanam Diwakar, Krishna
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Chaitanya, MLC Ramachandra Rao and HRD Minister Smriti Irani responsible
for the death of Rohith Vemula.

As the inquiry was not possible to be completed within three months as originally
fixed by the MHRD, hence a request letter was sent by me on 21S| April, 2016 for the
extension of three months period for submitting the inquiry report. The MHRD vide
Gazette Notification dated 13.05.2016 extended the time for a further period of three
months w.e.f. 2"d May, 2016 to 1S1 August, 2016.

On 27th April, 2016, the Commission received the following three affidavits:

(i)

Shri KarneSrisailam, S/o Shri Balaiah, National President, National
reservation Pariakshana Samithi, Regn. No. 1181/2010, office at H.No. 5-69199, Rajeev Gandhi Nagar, Near Prashanth Nagar, Kukatpally, Hyderabad

(ii)

Shri Thurka Narasimha S/o Shri T. Ramulyu, President, Andhra Pradesh
Vaddera Hakkula Porata Samithi, REgn. No. 970) Andhra Pradesh and
Telangana ,R/o 3-3-36/2, Shaj Conder, L.B. Nagar Ring Road, LB. Nagar,

Hyderabad; and

(iii)

Dr. T.N. Vamsha Tilak S/o Dr. T.V. Narayana, Secretary of the Samajika
Samarasata Vedika (SSV), Telangana, R/o 58/3RT, PS Nagar Colony,
Masab Tank, Hyderabad-57

From the perusal of the above affidavits it appears that Smt. V. Radhika (mother of
Mr. Rohith Vemula) had given an affidavit stated therein that she belonged to
Vaddera Community which is not a Scheduled Caste community and comes under
the OBC category. In the light of the affidavit of Mrs. V. Radhika it was deemed fit by
the Commission to enquire into the caste of Mr. Rohith Vemula as it couid help in
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deciding the questions referred to the Commission for Inquiry. Therefore, the
Commission fixed 3ri June, 2016 for further inquiry and summoned the following
persons.:

1.Shri KarneSrisailam, S/o Shri Balaiah.H. No. 5-69-199, Rajiv Gandhi
Nagar, Near Prashanth Nagar, Kukatpally, Hyderabad
2.ShriT. Raja Sekhar, High Court of Andhra Pradesh,Hyderabad
3.Shri Maduri Kullayappa, Advocates Notary, H.No. 23-5-861/10, Rajpal
Nagar, Near Sudha Talkies, Shalibanda, Hyderabad-265, (Telangana)
4.Shri Thurka Narasimha,S/o Shri T. Tamulu,3-3/36/2, Shaj Corner, L.B.
Nagar Ring Road,L.B. Nagar.Hyderabad
5.Shri C.V.R. Rudra Prasad,103, Sai Rashmita Residenoy.Road # 9, New

Bakaram, Hyderabad 500 080
6.Shri Chaliari Nagaswara Rao, Advocate & Notary, HIG-I B-4, F-12,

Baginlingampaily, Hyderabad-44
7.Shri M. Ramana Kumar, Assistant Commissioner of Police, Madhapur
Hyderabad-500081, (Andhra Pradesh)
8.Mrs. Mahankali Seethamma, Sarpanch, Gurazala Village & Mandal
Distt. Guntur, Andhra Pradesh
9.Shri G.V.S. Phaneendra Babu, Tahsildar, Gurazala Village & Mandal,
Distt. Guntur, Andhra Pradesh
On 03.06.2016, the Commission of Inquiry went to Hyderabad and recorded the
statement of

---

-

- -- - •

1.Shri Chaliari Nagaswara Rao, Advocate & Notary, Hyderabad
2.Mr. Maduri Kullayappa, Advocate & Notary, Hyderabad
3.Shri M. Ramana Kumar, Assistant Commissioner of Police, Madhapur,

Hyderabad
4.Shri KarneSrisailam S/o Shri Balaiah, resident of H. No. 5-69-199, Rajiv
Gandhi Nagar, Near Prashanth Nagar, Kukatpally, Hyderabad
5.Shri Thurka Narasimha S/o Shri T. Tamuiy, resident of 3-3-36/2, Shaj
Cornder, L.B. Nagar Ring Road, L.B. Nagar, Hyderabad
M>r- | Page
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1.Mr. Challari Nagaswara Rao, Advocate & Notary, Hyderabad testified the
affidavit of Shri Thurka Narasimha S/o Shri T. Tamulu, aged about 46 years,
resident of

3-3-36/2, Shaj Corner, L.B. Nagar Ring Road, L.B. Nagar,

Hyderabad,

2.Mr. Maduri Kullayappa, Advocate & Notary, Hyderabad testified the affidavit of
Shri KarneSrisailam S/o Shri Balaiah, resident of H.No. 5-69-199, Rajiv
Gandhi Nagar, Near Prasanth Nagar, Kukatpaiiy, Hyderabad.

3.Mr. M. Ramana Kumar, Assistant Commissioner of Police, Madhapur,

Hyderabad stated on oath that he is the Investigating Officer of case No. 20
of 2016 registered at P.S. Gachibowli, Cyberabad. This was the case filed by
Shri D. Prasanth against N. Susheel Kumar & others under section 306 of the
IPC and under the provisions of Scheduled Caste and Scheduled Tribes Act.

During the investigation, he recorded the statements of the father of the
deceased, viz. Vemula Naga Mani Kumar, the grandparents of the deceased,
viz. Vemula Venkateshavarlu and grandmother Vemula Naga Raghavamma.
All the paternal family members denied that the deceased was a Scheduled
Caste.

Sarpanch of the village of the deceased who also happened to be a distant
relative of the deceased, Mahankali Seethamma, stated that the father and
mother of the deceased belonged to Vaddera community, falling under
backward class.
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He also recorded the statements of Banala Dhanlaxmi (w/o maternal uncle of
the deceased) and Challa Veeraraju (cousin of maternal grandmother of the
deceased). Both stated that the father and mother of the deceased were
Vaddera.

He also recorded the statement of two persons of the locality, viz. Mahakali
Padmavati and Bathala Ramana. Both are distantly related to the family of
Smt. V. Radhika, the mother of the deceased. They stated that Smt. V.
Radhika, the mother of the deceased belongs to Vaddera community.

He also examined the school records of the mother of the deceased
pertaining to the years 1981-85 where she studied from 6th to 10th class. In
these records, she was recorded as Vaddera. The father of Radhika, Shri
Banala Muslaiah who worked as an Assistant Engineer in Irrigation
Department of Andhra Pradesh and had died a long back during the
continuation of service. In his service records, he was neither recorded as a

Scheduled Caste or a Scheduled Tribe.

During the investigation, he gave a requisition to Tahsildar Guntur Urban to
know about the caste of the mother and her two brothers. The Tahsildar
reported that all these persons belonged to Vaddera community.

He also gave a requisition to Tehsildar Gurzala to know about the caste of the
deceased, Mr. Rohith Vemula and his father and also to inform as to whether
the family members of the deceased had filed any declaration/application in
his office records showing their caste. The Tahsildar reported that the
deceased and his father were of Vaddera community.

'
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He also gave a requisition to Tehsildar Guntur Urban asking for the complete
records on the basis of which the caste certificate was issued to Mr. Rohith
Vemuia showing him as a Scheduled Caste. This requisition was given on 5th
February, 2016 but till date no reply has been received from the Tehsildar.

There was a discrepancy in the college records and the reports issued by the
Tehsildars Guntur Urban and Gurazala in respect of deceased, Mr. Rohith
Vemuia. In college records, the deceased is shown as a Scheduled Caste
while Tehsildar reported that he belonged to Vaddera community. For this
discrepancy a letter has been written to the District Collector, Guntur but no
reply has yet been received.
He also investigated Mrs. V. Radhika, the mother of the deceased under
Section 161 of Cr.PC. to know about her parents but she could not tell their
names.

4.Shri KarneSrisailam S/o Shri Balaiah testified the contents of the affidavit
dated 29.03.2016. He also stated that after the death of Mr. Rohith Vemuia,
he being the National President, SC Reservation Parirakshan Samiti made an
enquiry from the father of Mr. Rohith Vemuia and other persons and after
enquiry he came to know that Mr. Rohith Vemuia was not a Scheduled Caste
person. He belonged to Vaddera Community which comes under OBC. In
order to gain the benefits of Scheduled Caste reservation, he anyhow
procured the SC certificate and was misusing the same for his benefit.

5.Mr. Thurka Narasimha S/o Shri T. Tamuly also testified his affidavit dated
29.03.2016 and stated that the father of Rohith Vemuia came to him and
insisted that he (deponent) being the leader and social worker in Vaddera
IV'IPagt
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community should take up the matter and tell the people that they being of
Vaddera Community are being harassed. He also insisted that Vaddera
should not be sacrificed for the sake of Scheduled Caste.

6.

During the inquiry Shri Nandnam Susheel Kumar along with his advocate
appeared and submitted his affidavit along with the counter affidavit filed by
Shri J. Ramesh Kumar, Inspector of Police Station, Gachibowli, Cyberabad as
respondent No. 4 in Writ Petition No. 2816 of 2016 between N. Susheel
Kumar Vs. State of Telangana and Ors. in the High Court of Hyderabad.

The statement of any revenue officer could not be recorded as none appeared
before the Commission. Their statements were later on recorded at UGC office,
New Delhi on 04.07.2016. On this date, the statements of Mrs. B. Rajini Kumari,
Tahsiidar, Guntur Mandal and Mr. G.V.S. Phaneendra Babu were recorded.

Mrs. B. Rajini Kumari stated that the first Scheduled Caste certificate was issued to
Rohith Vemula S/o Shri V. Mani Kumar on 19.05.2004. It was a temporary certificate
and was issued by Mr. P.A. Guptha, Mandal Revenue Officer, Guntur. There is no
record available on the basis of which this certificate was issued. The next certificate
in this regard was issued on 29.01.2005 and this was a permanent caste certificate.
Regarding this certificate also there is no record available in the office of the
concerned authority. After 2005, the caste certificate was issued on 29.06.2014 in
favour of Mr. Rohith Vemula by Mr. T. Mohan Rao, Tahsiidar, Guntur and the record
on the basis of which this certificate was issued is also not available in the office of
the Tahsiidar. After 2014, the next certificate was issued on 16.06.2015 by Mr. K.
Sivanarayana Murti, Tahsiidar, Guntur and the record on the basis of which this
certificate was issued is also not available in the office of the Tahsiidar, Guntur. She
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admitted that these certificates were issued on enquiry but there could be a mistake
in enquiry. She further stated that the name of Rohith Vemula's mother is Mrs. V.
Radhika and she had an occasion to see her educational records. These records
belong to Sri Jalagav Ramarao Memorial Municipal Corporation High School,
Kothapet, Guntur and pertains to class VI to X. In this register, V. Radhika is
recorded as 'Vaddera'. She has not been shown as 'Mala1.

Mr. G.V.S. Phaneendra Babu , the then Tahsildar, Gurazala stated that Mr.Vemula

Venkateswarlu S/o Mallaiah, resident of Gurazala, the grandfather of Mr. Vemula
Rajachaitanya Kumar (brother of the deceased) gave an application for the issuance
of birth certificate of Vemula Rajachaitanya Kumar S/o Shri Vemula Mani Kumar. No
date was given in this application. An affidavit was given in support of this
application. Enquiry was conducted by Mandal Revenue Inspector and he recorded
the statements of Vemula Mani Kumar, Mrs. V. Radhika, Shaik Kesha Bali and Ch.
Srinivas Rao. Both V. Mani Kumar and Mrs. V. Radhika disclosed their caste as
'Vaddera'. Mrs. Vemula Mani Kumar, i.e. V. Radhika's school record shows that
she is recorded as 'Vaddera'.

I have gone through the whole material available before me and also had an
occasion to hear the stakeholders in person. Now I will deal with each term of
reference referred to me.

Reference No.1:

"to enquire into the facts and circumstances leading to the

death of Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research scholar of
University of Hyderabad and fix responsibility for lapses, if
any."

It has vehemently been pressed by the Joint Action Committee (JAC) and some
others that Rohith Vemula was punished just because he was a Scheduled Caste

p
REPORT OF THE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY
candidate. It was also said that he was punished under the pressure exerted by the
political leaders, viz. Shri Ramachandra Rao (Local BJP Leader), Shri Bandaru
Dattatreya (Minister for Labour & Employment) and Smt. Smriti Irani (Minister for
Human Resource Development). Against the above stand of the JAC and others, it
has been said that Mr. Rohith Vemula was not a Scheduled Caste person and there
was no pressure from any person, political or non-political in awarding the
punishment to him.

In view of the above rival arguments, I deem it fit to look into the question as to
whether Rohith Vemula belonged to the Scheduled Caste or not?

A look at the whole record would reveal that the name of the father of Rohith Vemula
is V. Mani Kumar and the name of the mother is V. Radhika. The record also shows
that there is no controversy at all regarding the caste of V. Mani Kumar. He is
'Vaddera' (OBC) by caste and there is nothing on record to disprove this fact.

Seeing that normally a child inherits the caste of his/her father and in view of this
matter Rohith would be treated an OBC person.

However, it has been said that as his mother V. Radhika belongs to "Mala
Community" which comes under SC category and because Rohith grew up in the
company of his mother after divorce from her husband hence for all purposes he
shall be treated as Scheduled Caste person.

Therefore, the question arises as to whether V. Radhika belongs to "Mala
Community"? In this regard, the statement of V. Radhika recorded by Shri M.
Ramana Kumar, Assistant Commissioner of Police, Madhapur, Hyderabad in

connection with FIR No. 20 of 2016, PS Gachibowli, Cyberabad would be a relevant
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material. In her statement Mrs. V. Radhika has stated that she is resident of
Prakashnagar locality of Guntur town. She has three children, Neelima, age 29
years, Rohith Chakravarhi, age 27 years and Raja Chaitanya Kumar, age 25 years.
She was married to V. Mani Kumar, resident of Gurazaia. When she could not bear

the harassment of her husband, she got herself separated in the year 1990 and
obtained a decree of divorce from the Guntur Court in 2005. Since the time of her
separation she is living on her own and bringing up her children by doing tailoring
work. From 1990, she was living in the house of Ajuru John at Malapalli of
Prakashnagar. She stayed here from 1990 to 1993. After this, she shifted to
another house in the neighbourhood and she stayed there for about four years.
From there, she stayed in the house of Uppalapati Danamma for about one and half
years and then stayed in the house of Vemula Venkateshwarlu at Prakashnagar for
about 7 years. In October, 2015 she became ill and shifted to the house of her
younger son at Uppal, SBH Colony on 27th December, 2015 and since then she is
living there. She has further stated that she does not know to whom she was born.
She was grown and brought up in the house of Banala Anjani Devi and Musalaiah.
They have four children. She was brought up along with their children. She grew up
working in their house, in that house, apart from Anjani Devi, her mother and
maternal grandmother used to live. Through them, she came to know that her birth
was Mala. She was told that her parents who came to work could not bring her up
and gave her to Anjani Devi and left. Till the date of the deposition which took place
on 03.06.2016, her parents neither saw her nor met her. She further stated that she

suffered similar discrimination in the house of Anjani Devi as she suffered in the
house of her husband V. Mani Kumar. She obtained 'Mala' caste certificate through
Uppalapati Danamma, the then corporator..^
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From the above, it appears that V. Radhika does not know the names of her
biological parents. She was given to Anjani Devi by them who disclosed caste to her
but it is surprising that she was not told the names of her biological parents. When
Anjani Devi and others did hot feel any need to disclose the names of her biological
parents then what was the need for them to disclose her caste? Therefore, this
statement of V. Radhika is highly improbable and unbelievable that Anjani Devi and
others told her that she belongs to 'Mala Community'. It appears to me that the
statement by V. Radhika regarding her caste as 'Mala" has been given just to
support the caste certificate issued in favour of her son, Rohith Vemula. Here, it is
very much important to mention that she branded herself as 'Mala' as she managed
to obtain Mala caste certificate from a person, viz. Uppalapati Danamma in whose
house she stayed for one and half years. There is nothing on the record to show as
to how Uppalapati Danamma came to know that she was Mala when he had no
occasion to know her antecedents. He did not have the occasion to know the names

of her parents nor he had the occasion to know her place of birth. Therefore, what
could be the evidence with him to issue Mala caste certificate to V. Radhika, being a
corporator. To me, it appears that this caste certificate has no value and that in
order to take the benefit of Scheduled Caste she anyhow obtained the Mala caste
certificate from the corporator, Uppalapati Danamma in whose house she remained
for one and half years.

Not only this, that she claimed to belong to Mala community but she was not shown
as such in her school records where she studied from class VI to X. In this record
her parent/guardian name has been written as Musslaiah and her caste has been
shown as 'Vaddera'. In this situation this proposition cannot be ruled out that
Musslaiah had adopted V, Radhika and gave his name as her parent. Therefore, for
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all purposes she would inherit the caste of Musslaiah and from this angle also she
cannot be said to be 'Mala'.

One more important evidence against her Scheduled Caste status is the statement
given by her when she became a witness in connection with the issuance of birth
certificate of her younger son, Raja Chaitnaya Kumar. This statement was recorded
by Mandal Revenue Inspector, Gurzala on 02.07.2014 in which she stated her caste
as 'Vaddera'. She showed herself to be of 44 years of age on this date, meaning
thereby that she was competent enough to understand the things. If she would have
been of Mala Caste then definitely she would have mentioned in her statement that
she belongs to Mala community but she showed herself as 'Vaddera'.

The statement of Mrs. B. Rajini Devi, Tahsildar, Guntur shows that there is no record
available in the office of Tahsiidar regarding the basis for issuance of caste
certificate to Rohith Vemula. It shows that this possibility cannot be ruled out that the
caste certificate has been issued without any proper enquiry.

Thus, from the whole material available on the record it appears that there is no
proof at all that she belongs to "Mala Community" on the basis of which later on she
obtained Mala caste certificate for the first time from the corporator Uppalapati
Danamma. As she is not proved to belong to "Mala Community" hence she cannot
be included in Scheduled Caste community. The evidence on record shows that she
belongs to Vaddera Community and, therefore, the Scheduled Caste certificate
issued to Rohith Vemula cannot be said to be a genuine one and he was not a
Scheduled Caste person.

Though Rohith Vemula is not proved to be a Scheduled Caste person but he always
claimed as such on the basis of the certificate anyhow obtained by him/ his mother.
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Now the next question arises as to whether on his claim to be of Scheduled
Caste category he was ever harassed or ill treated by the university
authorities?

Nothing has been brought before me by which it could be shown that he was ever
given a different treatment from that of the general category students by the
university authorities during his stay in the university.

A look at the record would show that regarding the incident of 3/4 August, 2015, a
complaint was given by Shri Krishna Chaitnya, General Secretary, ABVP, University
of Hyderabad to the Vice-Chancellor of University of Hyderabad on 4lh August, 2015.
On the same day the students belonging to Ambedkar Students Association (ASA)
also gave a letter to the Vice-Chancellor, University of Hyderabad for the immediate
release of Vincent, Prasanth and Ashok who were arrested by the police. On this
issue the Proctorial Board conducted an enquiry and held its meeting on 10.08.2015
in which Prof. Alok Pandey, Chief Proctor, Prof. G. Lalitha Guruprasad, Proctor, Prof.

P.K. Suresh, Proctor, Dr. Athar Habib Siddiqui, Proctor and Dr. Chetan Srivastava,
Proctor also participated. After taking deposition of several persons and also taking
into account the letter of the Ambedkar Students Association the Proctorial Board
submitted its interim report on 12^^^ August, 2015 and proposed the following
punishment:
1.A strong warning to be issued to Mr. Susheel Kumar for posting of such
comments on Face Book.
2.Strong warnings to be issued to Mr. D. Prasanth, Mr. Vincent, Mr. Rohith
Vemula, Mr. P. Vijay, Mr. Sunkanna, Mr. Seshu Chemudugunta for going to

Susheel Kumar's room and hostel and asking for apology and deleting his
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comments from face book, in the midnight, instead of complaining to
appropriate authorities.
By this time the letter dated 17* August, 2015 written by Shri Bandaru Dattatreya,
Minister of State (Independent Charge), Labour & Employment, Government of India
to Suit. Smriti Irani, Minister of Human Resource Development was not in existence.

Therefore, this can safely be said that by the time the interim report was submitted,
no pressure could be exerted upon the Proctorial Board. Moreover, this cannot be

believed that the report which was prepared by nine persons could be obtained by
pressure. How nine persons could be influenced by anybody, political or non-

political when none of them was directly under the control of anybody. After this
interim report the matter was further enquired into by the Proctorial Board on 26*
August, 2015 in which the following persons were present:

1.Prof. Alok Pandey, Chief Proctor
2.Prof. G. Lalitha Guruprasad, Proctor

3.Dr. Athar Habib Siddiqui, Proctor
4.Dr. Chetan Srivastava, Proctor
5.Mr. G.R. Anil, Vice-President, Students' Union, University of Hyderabad

The presence of Mr. G.R. Anil, Vice-President, Students' Union, University of

Hyderabad shows that there could be no bias against the students when the Vice
President of Students' Union himself was taking part in the enquiry. On 31st August,
2015 this report was presented after taking deposition of several persons and the
following decisions were taken by the Proctorial Board:
1. Complete suspension from University -from classes or courses, hostels and

other relevant/concerned things a student gets from University, with
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immediate effect, for on-going/current semester for Mr. Dontha Prahant, Mr.

Rohith Vemula, Mr. P. Vijay and Mr. Sheshu Chemudugunta on account of
leading a group of 30 persons to Susheel's room, abusing and hitting to Mr.
Susheei Kumar.

2.About Mr. Veipula Sunkanna, who had a very active part in this incident, not
only in the helping in hitting but dictating the apology letter, is not a bonafide
student of University, so he is out of Board jurisdiction. Henceforth the board
suggests to the Vice-Chancellor to take appropriate and strict action against
him. Since its the matter of security. He must be treated like an intruder
since his presence in campus is dangerous.

3.The board also suggests to the Vice-Chanceilor to issue strong warning to all
students, political groups to not to get indulge in any sort of indiscipline.

It does not appear probable that five persons who participated in the meeting of the
Proctorial Board could be influenced by any political or non-political persons more
particularly, when students' representative was also there.

The students were not satisfied with the punishment awarded by the Proctorial Board
vide its decision dated 31.08,2015 and, therefore, the university administration
considered it fit to hold discussion with the various groups of students. After
discussions with the students, the Executive Council held its meeting on 10.09.2015
under the chairmanship of Prof. R.P. Sharma, the then Vice-Chancellor and the
decision was taken to revoke the suspension of the students with immediate effect,
i.e. from 10.09.2015 and a Committee was constituted to look into the matter afresh.
The students were informed that the final decision taken by the university based on

the recommendations of the committee constituted afresh should be complied with
by them. The Committee refused to act on the ground that the Proctorial Board
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being a statutory body its report and recommendations canhot be questioned by the
above Committee. Thereafter, a Sub Committee of the Executive Council was
constituted to look into the matter. The Sub Committee considered the matter in
wide perspective and concurred with the findings and recommendations of the
Proctorial Board dated 31.08.2015. This Sub Committee was headed by Dr. Vipin
Srivastava, Professor of Physics, three other Professors, one Associate Professor

and the Assistant Registrar. There is nothing on the record to show that this Sub
Committee was anyway influenced by any political or non-political persons or by the
Vice-Chanceilor. In my opinion, the members who concured with the findings of the
Proctorial Board could not be won over collectively and, therefore, this cannot be
said that the decision of the Sub Committee was influenced by anybody. The
recommendations of the Sub Committee were accepted by the Executive Council in
its meeting dated 27.11.2015 with certain modifications. The modifications were that
the students were not allowed to stay in the hostels till they complete their respective
courses/programs at the university and they were permitted to be seen only in the
respective schools / departments / centres / library and academic
seminars/conferences/workshops of their subject. They were debarred to participate
in the students' union elections, to enter the hostel, administration building and other
common places in groups.

In my opinion, the view taken by the Executive Council was the most reasonable one
in the circumstances prevailing at that time. The Executive Council mainly focussed
that the students should keep concentration on their academic career and not to the
other things. The leniency shown by the Executive Council itself shows that the
university administration was not functioning under any influence or pressure
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otherwise there could be no occasion to be lenient or to reduce the punishment
recommended by the Proctorial Board.
Thus my view is that it is unacceptable argument of the Joint Action Committee
(JAC) or anybody stating in the terms of Joint Action Committee that the university
administration took the decision on different dates under the influence of political
leaders, i.e. Shri Ramachandra Rao, local MLC, Shri Bandaru Dattatreya, Minister
for Labour & Employment and Smt. Smiti Irani, Minister for Human Resource
Development.

So far as this argument is concerned that Mr. Ramachandra Rao met the ViceChancellor in connection with the incident of 3/4 August, 2015 or that Shri Bandaru
Dattatrya, Minister for Labour & Employment wrote a letter dated 17.08.2015 to
Smriti Irani, HRD Minister and in turn the HRD Ministry called for the reports from the
university, in that regard it is pertinent to mention that all were discharging their
duties as public servants. Being the public representative, Shri Ramachandra Rao,
MLC took the issue with the University authorities, Shri Bandaru Dattatreya, Minister
for Labour & Employment wrote the letter to Smt. Smriti Irani, HRD Minister as the
MP of the Secunderabad Constituency and the letter written by HRD Minister were
just to pursue the matter with the university authorities on the letter of Shri Bandaru
Dattatreya. I feel that none of the above in any way influenced the university
authorities and they were just discharging their functions as'the representatives of
the public.
On the basis of the above discussion, my view is that regarding the incident of 3/4
August, 2015, the university authorities enquired the matter independently without
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any influence from any person, political or non-political and no discrimination was
shown towards Rohith Vemula or any other student in conducting the enquiry.

Now the question arises as to whether the punishment awarded to Rohith
Vemula was the circumstance to commit suicide?
It appears from the record that the punishment was challenged in the High Court of
Andhra Pradesh at Hyderabad and the matter was pending on the date when suicide
was committed. Therefore, in my view the punishment could not be the reason for
suicide. When the students had challenged the order of punishment then there could
be no reason for committing the suicide on this account.
My view is also to this effect that the suicide did not relate to any activities of the
university administration or the above political leaders including the Vice-Chancellor,
Prof. Appa Rao Podile. It was wholly a decision of his own. His suicide note is on
the record which shows that Rohith Vemula had his own problems and was not
happy with the worldly affairs. He was feeling frustrated for the reasons best known
to him. He wrote that there was no urgency for understanding love, pain, life and

death but he was rushing after them. It indicates that he was not happy with the
activities going around him. He also wrote that he was all alone from the childhood
and was an unappreciated man. This also indicates his frustration. He did not
blame anybody for his suicide. If he would have been angry with the decision of the
university, certainly either he would have written in the specific words or would have
indicated in this regard. But he did not do the same. It shows that the
circumstances prevailing in the university at that time were not the reasons for
committing the suicide. The whole reading of the letter written by him shows that he
was not feeling well in this world and under frustration he ended his life.
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Here I would like to refer the letter dated 18.12.2015 written by Rohith Vemula to the
Vice-Chancellor, University of Hyderabad regarding the solution for dalit problems,
in this letter he showed his anger regarding the expulsion from the hostels. But i feel
that in view of the suicide note the anger shown in this letter cannot be the reason for
suicide, it is because of the fact that the suicide was committed after about one
month and by this time the expulsion from the hostel had been challenged in the
High Court. He did not mention anything in his suicide note which were mentioned in
the above mentioned letter. This shows that if there was any anger that did not
continue by the date of suicide otherwise something regarding the anger shown in
the letter would have been indicated in the suicide note.
In view of what I have said above, my view is that there is no evidence of any fact or
circumstance available on the record which dragged him to commit suicide and no
one is responsible for his death. The above term of reference is accordingly
answered.
Reference No. 2:

to review the existing grievance redressal mechanism for
students at the university, and to suggest improvements.

It has been brought to my notice during enquiry that the university does not have a
proper mechanism for the redressal of the grievances of the students, both general
and reserved categories. It was also said that a proper appeal mechanism against
the punishment awarded by the university authorities is not available. There is no
counselling facility in the university and the students are left with no proper guidance.
It has also been said that such incidents had also taken place in the past. To solve
the above problems and to make the atmosphere of the university more congenial
and beneficial to the students, so that such incidents are not repeated in future
several suggestions were given by various groups. After studying the same I would
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like to suggest the following measures for improving the atmosphere in the
university:
1.The university should evolve a mechanism where the students can appeal in
case there is any excess by the university.

2.Counselling Centres consisting of professionally trained counsellors should be
set up which shall provide services to students, research scholars and faculty
including non-teaching staff.
3.Monitoring Committees should be constituted which should be headed by the
supervisors who would provide guidance on the matters related to the
subjects studied by the students.
4.Equal Opportunity Cell headed by the Anti-discrimination Officer as per the
UGC (Promotion of Equity in Higher Educational Institutions) Regulations
2012 should be made functional.
5.Grievance Redressal Committee headed by the Ombudsman as per UGC
(Grievance Redressal) Regulations 2012 should be made effective.
6.All the directives in the orders passed by the High Court of Andhra Pradesh
in PIL No. 106/2013 should be implemented.
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Memorandum of Action Taken
on the Report of the Commission of Inquiry
consisting of Justice Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retired)
set up by the Government of India to inquire into
the events, culminating in the death of Shri Chakravarti R.
Vemula, a research scholar in the University of Hyderabad

Ministry of Human Resource Development

Memorandum of Action Taken on the Report of the Commission of

Inquiry consisting of Justice Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retired) set up by
the Government of India to inquire into the events, culminating in the
death of Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research scholar in the University

of Hyderabad

1.

The Government of India had set up a Commission of Inquiry consisting of Justice

Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retired) to inquire into the events, culminating in the death of
Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research scholar in the University of Hyderabad vide
Notification No. S.O. 325 (E) dated 2.2.2016. The Commission of Inquiry was setup with
following terms of reference:
i)

To enquire into the facts and circumstances, leading to the death of Shri
Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research scholar of University of Hyderabad, and fix
responsibility for lapses, if any;

ii)

To review the existing grievance redressal mechanism for students at the
University, and to suggest improvements.

The Commission was requested to carry out its inquiry and submit its report and
recommendations to the Government within 3 months from the date of its appointment i.e. by
1st May, 2016. However, Justice Roopanwal (Retired) vide his letter dated 21st April, 2016
informed the Government that in view of deposition by a large number of stakeholders and
voluminous representations received, it may not be possible for the Commission to finalize its
report by 1st May, 2016 and made a request for extending the term of the Commission by
another three months, i.e., upto 1st August, 2016. This request was considered and acceded to
by the Government and the term was extended for a further period of three months w.e.f. 2nd
May, 2016 to 1st August, 2016. This extension in term was notified in the Gazette of India

Extraordinary vide S.O. 1756 (E) dated 13th May, 2016.
2.In exercise of its powers, the Commission of Inquiry has submitted its findings/
recommendations in respect of the two terms of reference to the Ministry vide letter dated Is1
August, 2016.
3.Sub-section (4) of section 3 of the Commission of Inquiry Act, 1952 provides as
under:
"The appropriate Government shall cause to be laid before each House of Parliament
or, as the case may be, the Legislature of the State the report, if any, of the
Commission on the Inquiry made by the Commission under sub-section (1) together
with a Memorandum of the action taken thereon, within a period of six months of the
submission of the report by the Commission to the appropriate Government."

4.

Accordingly, the recommendations of the Justice Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retired)

Commission of Inquiry have been considered in the Ministry of Human Resource
Development, Government of India and actions taken in respect of the recommendations of
the Commission of Inquiry are given below:
Action Taken Report
Recommendation of Justice Ashok

Kumar

Roopanwal

Action taken on the recommendation

(Retired)

Commission of Inquiry

First term of reference:

No action required as the Commission

To enquire into the facts and

is of the view that there is no evidence of

circumstances, leading to the death of

any fact or circumstance available on the

Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula,

record which dragged Shri Vemula to

research scholar of University of

commit suicide and no one is

Hyderabad, and fix responsibility for

responsible for his death.

lapses, if any;

Finding

of

the

Commission;

Commission has observed that the
punishment could not be the reason for
iuicide of Shri Vemula when the same
was challenged before the High Court
of Andhra Pradesh and pending on the
date of suicide. Further, the suicide did
not relate to any activities of the
University administration including
the Vice-Chancellor, Prof. Appa Rao

Podile or of the political leaders. It
was wholly a decision of his own.

Recommendationofthe
Commission :
Based on the above and other
observations, the Commission is of the
view that there is no evidence of any
fact or circumstance available on the
record which dragged Shri Vemula to
commit suicide and no one is
responsible for his death.

Second term of reference:

To review the existing grievance

Agreed.

The

University

Grants

lommission (UGC) has been requested

redressal mechanism for students ai

to issue suitable instructions/ guidelines

the University, and to suggest

to all the Central Universities including

improvements.

the University of Hyderabad.

of

Recommendation

the

Commission:
After considering various suggestions
the Commission has suggested the
following measures to improve the
atmosphere of the University:

(i)

The university should
evolve a mechanism where
the students can appeal in
case there is any excess by
the university.

(ii)

CounsellingCentres
consisting of professionally
trained counsellors should

be set up which shall
provide services to students,
research
faculty

scholars
including

and
non-

teaching staff.

(iii) Monitoring Committees
should be constituted which
should be headed by the
supervisors

who would

provide guidance on the
matters related to the

subjects studied by the
students.

(ivj Equal opportunity cell
headed by the Anti
discrimination Officer as

per the UGC (Promotion of
EquityinHigher
Educational

Institutions)

Regulations 2012 should be

made functional.

(v)

Grievance

Redressal

Committee headed by the
Ombudsman

as per the

UGC (Grievance Redressal)
Regulations 2012 should be
made effective.

(vi)

All the directives in the
orders passed by the High
Court of Andhra Pradesh in

PIL No. 106/2013 should be
implemented.

In order to further strengthen the recommendations of the Commission of Inquiry on the
second term of reference, UGC has been requested to ensure the implementation of the
following additional measures in all the Central Universities.

(i)

Strong induction programme for better acclimatisation.

(ii)

Establish (as far as possible) local guardian system for outstation students.

(iii) Grievances to be discussed and dispensed with on weekly basis and Vice
Chancellor to hold meetings on monthly basis.

(iv)

(v)

Remedial teaching for academically weak students.

Deans to closely monitor Department problems. Any serious issue to be brought to
the notice of Vice Chancellor immediately.

(vi)

University to select suitable student volunteers to act as mentors and help freshers.

(vii) Effective administration and supervision of Hostels and strict compliance of Hostel
Admission Rules and Regulations so that only current students allotted hostel
accommodation by the University stay in the hostels.

\
F. No. 7-5/2016 Desk U
Government of India
Ministry of Human Resource Development
Department of Higher Education
(Central Universities Bureau)
Dated, the 8th December, 2016.
To,

The Chairman,
University Grants Commission,
Bahadur Shah Zafar Marg,
New Delhi -II0002.
Sub:

Recommendations of the Commission of Inquiry constituted to inquire into the
events at University of Hyderabad - implementation thereof- regarding.

Sir,
As you are aware, the Government of India had set up a Commission of Inquiry
consisting of Justice Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retd.) to inquire into the events at the
University of Hyderabad, culminating in the death of Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a
research scholar in the University of Hyderabad vide Notification No. S.O. 325 (E) dated
2.2.2016. One of the terms of reference of the Commission was to review the existing
grievance redressal mechanism for students at the University, and to suggest
improvements.

2.

The Commission has submitted its report and the following recommendations

made by it have been accepted by the Government for implementation in all the Central

Universities, including the University of Hyderabad:
(i)

The university should evolve a mechanism where the students can appeal in
case there is any excess by the university.

(ii)

Counselling Centres consisting of professionally trained counsellors should be
set up which shall provide services to students, research scholars and faculty
including non-teaching staff.

(iii) Monitoring Committees should be constituted which should be headed by the
supervisors who would provide guidance on the matters related to the subjects
studied by the students.

(iv) Equal opportunity cell headed by the Anti-discrimination Officer as per the
UGC (Promotion of Equity in Higher Educational Institutions) Regulations
2012 should be made functional.

Contd....p/2.

(vj

Grievance Redressal Committee headed by the Ombudsman as per the UGC

(Grievance Redressal) Regulations 2012 should be made effective.
(vi) All the directives in the orders passed by the High Court of Andhra Pradesh in
P1L No. 106/2013 should be implemented.
3.In order to further strengthen the above recommendations of the Commission of
Inquiry, the following additional recommendations/measures have been approved by the
Government for implementation in all the Central Universities:
(i)

Strong induction programme for better acclimatisation.

(ii)

Establish (as far as possible) local guardian system for outstation students.

(iii) Grievances to be discussed and dispensed with on weekly basis and Vice
Chancellor to hold meetings on monthly basis.

(iv) Remedial teaching for academically weak students.
(v)

Deans to closely monitor Department problems. Any serious issue to be
brought to the notice of Vice Chancellor immediately.

(vi) University to select suitable student volunteers to act as mentors and help
freshers.
(vii) Effective administration and supervision of Hostels and strict compliance of
Hostel Admission Rules and Regulations so that only current students allotted
hostel accommodation by the University stay in the hostels.
4.It has further been decided by the Government to request the University Grants
Commission (UGC) to circulate all the above recommendations amongst all the Central
Universities for immediate implementation under intimation to the Ministry. UGC is
further requested to monitor and ensure compliance in this regard.

Yours faithfully,

(Dr. Sukhbir Singh Sandhu)
Joint Secretary to the Govt. of India

Tel: 23381097
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T MVcT ^f ft^cT ftftFT ^FT 5FF f^T (jf^d i5Tft ^t ^i

^^ft

3^ft ftf^^ ^^^^^t ^t 3T^^fft

20 tc^^^T, 2015
^i^ft ^" fpt^ ^^^F

d^dl ^t ^t| i5Tft

ft t^^?^f^5^JF(^T ^t ftft^
^l nft^c; 5^HF fftxr ^TTT Pl^^ ft dcH^c

i 0131" ^ 351

fc^3 ^3 ^

{55cT3 3335),

^f
V^" ^ fp^st ^r ^TsT

19 oT^rafi, 2016

03 oi^^-0, 2016

55
015

515

55 ^
i5> 13 ^^5^r, 2016

mi

5T35T ^" ^t
13 ^T ^1^" 5if 353

55^^1$ ^1 515tr jj" ^^^l^h 14

" 015 ^T^t ^TR^" ^ Ht ^^^f^d-^I
l fc^551 14 3ld4-Tl ^t ^5^" 015t

7 ^ot ^^^t

17 oRcftr, 2016

18 3^tr 19

r 3itr

22.01.2016

1952 ^ (60) ^ ^JRT 3
2 ^i<cl^, 2016

fcH>f2T

flft
f. ^ fpTT?

3^

i=h 23 ^^cj-^ ^ 25 ^i^c|^, 2016
23.02.2016

1.flit

T flft
_

2.flit

flit fr.
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5.flft 3TR. 3PTRT3T, 3T^^5T 3frr flit ^". ^^j^

6.^ <

7.^^^

^RTT ^ 3

" fc^JT oTT

3TT ^^

fl 30.07.2015

^frf

eRTTTI F^

T^ | 03.08.2015

jTI 03.08.2015
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3R. ^nf^/3R. o^^lf

^ft
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2.sf. ^lqfft ^^f> T^

qift^T 3ftr ar^^ST, ft^^ qnr

I'u-chd^R qffftftt, -dldlf^lFi fft^R,
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7.felcAIHI c^^^r^l ^ fp^ 3f1^TFiRi
8.yt. ^t. ^

9. yt.

10.^
, ^TW^^o^T fcf^

qff U6HI ^ ^R^^
1 ^f. 3TTpfT^^ yjt c^rt c^r

^^r

^3-11^TlJI ^ T^T^T 3THT 3^tT ^FT ^1IH

flit

3^r^$c^l #^ f^T f^H^^R yftt^rf^ F^ ^^ ^TTI

yt. ap^yr tr ^
3.

3ilr"H$eFI

F^5T ^5 fft 9lf
ft ft5 fft^^ftcT fcl^JR-fftrft ftRT 5lfftT ft^ t^rft ftt fftilfftd TOfl^t ftr ft

4.

ft. ft. yyy?T 515, ftsr

^^

5.

f

04.08.2015 3^^

fft?cj

f|5T,
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6.^ft ^t^n^rr ftift^^rar ft fttfr<jqr ^^t ft ^nm f^^ cfF ^ft ftf^^cT

m^^ ft RiTciri mi ^f ^^^ftt fftrcft^r fftsrfft 3r mft ft 3ft f^rfftd" m
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University Grants Commission

g-l 10002

BoWlir Shah Zahr Marj, the Delhi-110002
U8S.MS|Om.t.DSX,FAK.F^KF^^SH.FFWS.FWIS„ „, ^Jf? ^?
,_,
SecrelaryFm: S91-2323S8S8, emoil - issandhu.ugc@nicin

BY SPEED POST
D.O.No.F.l-ia016(CU)15* December, 2016

The Ministry of Human Resource Development, Government of India vide its letter No. F.75/2016 Desk.U dated 8* December, 2016 has asked the University Grants Commission to
circulate the recommendations as below to all Central Universities for immediate compliance.
2.The Government of India had set up a Commission of Inquiry consisting of Justice
Ashok Kumar Roopanwal (Retd.) to inquire into the events at the University of Hyderabad,
culminating in the death of Shri Chakravarti R. Vemula, a research scholar in the University
of Hyderabad vide Notification No. S.O. 325 (E) dated 2.2.2016. One of the terms of
reference of the Commission was to review the existing grievance redressal mechanism for
students at the University, and to suggest improvements.
3.The Commission has submitted its report and the following recommendations made
by it have been accepted by the Government for implementation in all the Central

Universities, including the University of Hyderabad:
(i)

The university should evolve a mechanism where the students can appeal in case
there is any excess by the university,

(li)

Counselling Centres consisting of professionally trained counsellors should be set
up which shall provide services to students, research scholars and faculty including
non-teaching staff.

(iH) Monitoring Committees should be constituted which should be headed by the
supervisors who would provide guidance on the matters related to the subjects
studied by the students.

(iv) Equal opportunity cell headed by the Anti-discrimination Officer as per the UGC
(Promotion of Equity in Higher Educational Institutions) Regulations 2012 should
be made functional.
(v)

Grievance Redressal Committee headed by the Ombudsman as per the UGC

(Grievance Redressal) Regulations 2012 should be made effective.
(vi) All the directives in the orders passed by the High Court of Andhra Pradesh in PIL
No. 106/2013 should be implemented.
Contd....p/2.
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4.In order to further strengthen the above recommendations of the Commission of
Inquiry, the following additional recommendations/measures have been approved by the
Government for implementation in all the Central Universities:
(i)

Strong induction programme for better acclimatisation.

(ii)

Establish (as far as possible) Local guardian system for outstation students.

(iii) Grievances to be discussed and dispensed with on weekly basts and Vice
Chancellor to hold meetings on monthly basis.
(iv)

Remedial teaching for academically weak students.

(v)

Deans to closely monitor Department problems. Any serious issue to be brought to
the notice of Vice Chancellor immediately.

(vi)

University to select suitable student volunteers to act as mentors and help freshers.

(vii) Effective administration and supervision of Hostels and strict compliance of Hostel
Admission Rules and Regulations so that only current students allotted hostel
accommodation by the University stay in the hostels.
5.This issue is of utmost importance as such I seek your personal indulgence in ensuring
immediate compliance by your esteemed University as well as the affiliated colleges under
your university's jurisdiction and Action Taken Report may please be sent to UGC by email
(socu.ugcfalgmail.com) for onward transmission to the MHRD.

The Vice-Chancellor of all Central Universities as per list attached.
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