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1. Introduction

On Tuesday, 24th February, 2026, members of Akhil Bharatiya Vidyarthi Parishad (ABVP) stormed
the Azim Premji University (APU) campus. When this attack was covered in the media, a shocking
aspect was revealed, stating that while an FIR was registered against members of the ABVP mob, the
University had also filed a complaint, based on which an FIR was registered against SPARK-APU, a
student-led group that organised reading circles in the University. Within the week, various civil
society organisations and progressive individuals wrote to the University demanding that the FIR
against SPARK-APU must be withdrawn, and condemning the attack by ABVP.

This report is an attempt to investigate the nature of their attack, its aftermath and the overall response
of the University to ABVP’s violent vigilante action.

1. a. Chronology

The student group SPARK Reading Circle organised a discussion about the Kunan Poshpora violence
on 24th February, at 6:00 PM, which was later postponed to 8:30 PM, according to a social media
post from the Instagram handle SPARK APU.
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Poster for the event posted by the SPARK APU Instagram handle

Students shared with us that in their meeting with the Registrar on 26th February, 2026, they learned
that the University administration was informed about a potential agitation in response to the
discussion by media outlets around 4.00 PM and the registrar informed the police that no such event
was approved by the University administration. Around 4.30 PM all student clubs in the campus
received an email notification asking them to refrain from using the APU banner. From 2 PM to 6
PM, security was suddenly tightened, by deploying a guard at the walk-in gate. Students said that this
was an anomaly. They said, “Usually, the walk-in gate is fully open, but it was half closed since
afternoon. Even the security personnel were more vigilant than usual and checked the IDs of students
who walked in.”



Around 6:10 PM, 20+ individuals sitting at the tea shop outside the APU campus allegedly rushed to
the main gate. They identified themselves as Akhil Bharatiya Vidyarthi Parishad (ABVP), the student
wing of the RSS, and closely associated with the BJP.

Despite the security personnel trying to prevent their entry, the mob attempted to break through the

front gate repeatedly. By 6:15 PM the ABVP had started protesting in front of the gate by waving

Indian flags and holding posters saying ‘Student Army with Indian Army’, ‘Kashmir is an Integral

Part of India’. They chanted “We want justice!”. A Republic TV Kannada team was present and had

started broadcasting the events live. A policeman was also present. The ABVP then vandalised the

front gate plaque, spraying “BAN SPARK” in black paint, and attempting to damage it with a metal
signboard.

By 6:25 PM the ABVP barged into the campus, past the
security guards and marched to Kaveri Poompuhar, a
building in the academic block nearest to the main gate.
The Republic Kannada TV team followed them,
continuing their live broadcast. At 6.33 PM APU
students received an SOS asking them to curb all
movement and stay safe. The cafeteria and library were
under lockdown. Those in the sports fields were also
under lockdown but there were no security personnel
Tue, 24 Feb, 2026 - 16:25 (given they were all busy de-escalating the group of
Add a caption vigilantes). By 6:40 PM messages about the mob’s
break-in were circulating on common WhatsApp
Buragunte, Karnataka Open groups.

At least 7 policemen were present at Kaveri

@

Poompuhar, along with some security personnel around
the ABVP mob. Around this time, the Registrar met the
ABVP mob, and tried to talk to them. The mob
demanded to know where Kabira was (the location of the event given on the public poster). In
response (as seen on the Republic TV broadcast) the Registrar said Kabira is an open space.

By 6:45 PM the mob had moved to Kabira, with some members splitting off from the larger group
and towards the direction of the library. Twenty ABVP members were contained by police and
security at Kabira in a human chain circle.

At that time, some students among the hundreds gathered around the space started raising slogans of
‘Student Unity | Long live’, and ‘ABVP — Down, down!’. In response to this, the mob broke free from
the human chain, started attacking students and destroying property as they proceeded towards
Hampi, another building on campus, outside which APU students had started to gather and protest the
violence.

Meanwhile, some people from the ABVP mob ran to the main gate and started attacking students who
were coming back from their evening prayer after breaking their fast, as a part of observing Ramzaan.
One student who wore a skull cap (Namaz topi) was beaten up. The mob also chased after another
student, who was wearing a hijab. Another student had a slipper thrown at them by the mob.

By 7:00 PM Nalanda (the 40-storied student residence on campus) went on lockdown and more
police officials arrived in jeeps. By 7:10 PM the police and security personnel rounded up the



members of the mob into a bus that is used as the campus shuttle bus in front of Hampi. While this
was taking place, students continued peacefully protesting the mob violence.

By 7:15 PM the police drove the bus out of campus, and detained the members of the mob. Even
while they were being transported, the mob broke the windows and door of the bus. The Republic TV
journalists were also ushered out by faculty members and students.

By 7:35 PM the APU students’ protest moved to Nalanda, and became a larger student gathering,
with faculty, Resident Mentors, and other University staff present. The students noticed the police
filming this gathering.

By 10:00 PM the University released an official statement through ANI (Asia News International)'.
The Head of Security, Mr. Wilson, filed a police complaint against members of the ABVP mob, based
on which the police registered an FIR. Along with Mr. Wilson, one of the assaulted students and
another security staff also filed complaints. The FIR (Annexure I - Cr. No. 0051/2026) invokes BNS
Section 191 (rioting), 189 (unlawful assembly), 351 (criminal intimidation), 115 (voluntarily causing
hurt), 352 (intentional insult to provoke breach of peace), and 329 (criminal trespass). The injured
security guards include Jagadeesh, Chandan Mabhalik, Chitr Bahadur, Naresh, Sripathi, and Harish.

Another FIR was filed based on a complaint by the Registrar against ‘Spark Reading Circle Instagram
account (spark.apu)’ (Annexure II - Cr. No. 0052/2026). While students were notified later the same
night regarding the FIR against ABVP members, the student body learnt about the FIR against
SPARK-APU on the next day (Wednesday, 25th February). There was no official confirmation by
University administration until the address by the Registrar on the following day (Thursday, 26th
February). The FIR against SPARK-APU did not name any student, but accused the social media
handler of the SPARK-APU handle, invoking IT Act Sections 66E (privacy violation), Section 67
(obscene material), Bharatiya Nyay Sanhita and Section 299 (outraging religious feelings).

Students and faculty members informed us that around 2 days after the FIR was filed by the Registrar,
they received an email stating that students of APU were not allowed to be affiliated to any political
organisation.

Disciplinary Hearings by the University: One student suspended for two years

Eight students received an email that said a Special Disciplinary Committee was constituted,
comprising faculty members, Ankur Madan, Rajeshree Srinivasan, and Harini Nagendra, to inquire
into the incident. Six students were called for ‘disciplinary hearings’ on 7th and 8th April, 2026 and
two students were called on 21st April, 2026.

On 8th May, 2026, a student received an email saying that she was placed under suspension from the
academic programme, MA Development, with immediate effect for 2 years. The email stated that the
Special Disciplinary Committee arrived at this decision given her “defiance of University Code of
Conduct” and “failure to follow University’s instructions for de-escalating a volatile situation during
an extraordinary event.” She has been given one week to appeal to the Registrar. The suspension was
met with protests from APU students the very same day.

Out of the remaining 7 students who had appeared for hearings, 4 of them received emails from the
Registrar’s Office, and 3 of them received emails from Mr. Ankur Madan (member of the SDC). The
emails stated that there would be ‘no disciplinary action taken, as of now’.

! https://x.com/ANI/status/2026330974729183345



This sequence of events and the subsequent increase of restrictions within the APU campus was
deeply concerning to members of civil society.
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1. b. Objective of the Fact-Finding

A team of members from different progressive civil society organisations visited the University on
23rd March 2026 to meet with the students. The objective was to express solidarity with the students
as well as to understand the details of the incident, and the environment in the campus afterwards.

The team included:

1. Aishwarya R., People’s Union for Civil Liberties-Karnataka (PUCL-K)

2. Du. Saraswati, Writer and Activist, actively involved in the Dalit movement and women’s
movement in Karnataka

3. Madhu Bhushan, women’s rights activist, part of Naaveddu Nilladidre

4. Rohini Rajasekaran, Bahutva Karnataka

5. Veeresh, All India Students Federation (AISF)

Members of Collective, All India Lawyers’ Association for Justice-Karnataka (AILAJ-Karnataka) and
All India Forum for Right to Education (AIFRTE) were also a part of the fact-finding effort after the
visit, and during follow-ups with the students and faculty.

During the visit to the campus, the team interviewed ten students across different disciplines and from
different batches. The students were enrolled in courses on Philosophy, Biology, Mathematics, MA-
Development, Economics and others. The discussions with the students were mainly about:



1. How they perceived the attack, what they witnessed
2. What they thought about the response of the University administration
3. What their demands are for how the campus must be maintained in the future.

During their visit to the University, the team also attempted to meet with the Vice Chancellor and
Registrar. Despite being intimated beforehand, they were unavailable for any conversation with the
team. The team also emailed a list of questions to the VC and Registrar, but have received no
response.

The team also spoke to some concerned faculty members from the UG programme and School of Arts
and Sciences to understand their views on the changes in the university environment post the incident,
on relations between faculty and students and between students themselves.

After the visit in March, the team has continued to stay in touch with students and faculty members
and have included updates from the campus till the date of the release of the report.

In light of increasing threats of disciplinary action by the University administration, and an
environment of fear in the APU campus as expressed by them, all testimonies of students and faculty
members have been kept anonymous in this report.



2. Students’ testimonies

2. a. Regarding SPARK-APU Reading Circle

SPARK-APU Reading Circle is a student-led initiative that was born out of a magazine with the same
name in 2023. The magazine is published on a monthly basis regarding contemporary issues of
students’ rights, workers’ rights and other issues of social justice. SPARK Reading Circles were also
created in various other colleges. The reading circles then took on independent activities in each
college, and continue to operate separate social media accounts to address the students of the
respective colleges.

There are various clubs in APU, some are registered with the University administration, some are not.
The primary difference is that registered clubs are entitled to use certain halls in the campus, and are
also allotted some funds from the University, under the condition that their activities have prior
approval. However, when the administration asked SPARK to register, they refused, citing concerns
that the process of approving or granting permission may be arbitrary.

SPARK-APU regularly hosts gatherings in the campus, usually announcing their activities in their
social media page. Students associated with SPARK-APU told us that these gatherings are usually
well attended. The gatherings are usually in the nature of reading circles of selected texts, and are
scheduled in a way that they do not clash with classes.

Some of the students who were active in organising for SPARK-APU said that there is no permanent
membership or organising committee. They shared with us that it is a loose group, where some
students regularly attend all sessions, while others occasionally participate.

APU students, whom the fact-finding team spoke to, mostly hold a positive view of the Reading
Circle. They shared with us that no other student body has visibilised the issues being faced by
students as much as SPARK-APU. Some of these issues are increases in certain fees, issues regarding
food costs, drop in scholarships by the university and others. These students also said that while there
are differences or disagreements with the way SPARK approached these issues, one would not
demand a ban on the Reading Circle.

Our discussion with these students also revealed that students kept questioning why there was an FIR
against SPARK-APU, when these reading circles usually mirror classroom syllabi. They believed that
the University was using this incident as an opportunity to impose restrictions on SPARK-APU. They
also questioned why there was a need for permissions for reading or discussion circles at all.

It is pertinent to note that all students acknowledged that, whether they have differences with SPARK-
APU or not, everyone unanimously feels that students’ expression must not be curbed.

2. b. Regarding response of APU administration after the incident

Many students criticized the lack of adequate communications from the University during and after
the event. There was no communication from the administration to ensure student’s safety and
comfort which indicates lack of care and concern. “It seemed like everyone was on their own.”

“Even when the police asked the administration to disperse the students, we were spoken to extremely
rudely, with faculty members even issuing threats. We were angry that a mob had barged into our
campus, and instead, we were being threatened with action from our own administration”, a student
shared.



Students also raised concerns about the delay in police response, they questioned why they did
nothing when ABVP were vandalising the premises, shouting slogans, and manhandling students on
campus.

Students were indignant that after the incident, the University’s safeguarding measures involved
asking students to be “careful” and not engage in discussions that weren’t university approved and
supervised; rather than guaranteeing students’ a safe space to hold critical discussions.

Students also felt that the university shifted the blame on to SPARK-APU whereas the administration
should have been held accountable for compromising the safety of the campus. All students firmly
believe the Registrar has shown serious lapse of judgment and incompetence in handling the situation.
They felt that SPARK-APU was being wrongly targeted, when compared to ABVP when the actions
of the latter were clearly in violation of the law.

Students also questioned why the University resorted to criminal action and did not attempt to resolve
the issue internally. They criticised the administration’s attempt to distance the University from
SPARK-APU, and their repeated denial of the involvement of any APU student in it despite knowing
of its existence and activities on campus for years.

Most of the students strongly condemned the University’s decision to go after the admins of the
SPARK-APU social media handle. They also found the Registrar’s response to be disproportionate
solely on account of SPARK-APU not taking prior permission to hold the Reading Circle.

Finally, all students mentioned that they had multiple General Body Meetings with the registrar to
consolidate their demands. However, the registrar took most of their demands out of the official
records. They expressed disappointment that the registrar failed to present any concrete measures to
preserve the freedom of expression of students on campus, a universal demand of all students.

2. c. Regarding disciplinary action against APU students

The University constituted a Special Disciplinary Committee to ‘inquire into the incident’. Students
who were called to attend these disciplinary hearings were instructed by the Committee not to disclose
any details of the meetings, and were warned of disciplinary action.

Eight students received emails, calling them to attend these hearings. They were made to sign a
printed copy of the transcript of the hearing. However, they were strictly warned against speaking
about the proceedings of the disciplinary hearings to anyone outside.

One out of the eight students was informed on 8th May, 2026 that she was suspended for 2 years.
APU students issued a press statement on the very same day saying that those who had been called by
the Special Disciplinary Committee also received threatening emails stating that they are being let off
with a warning, and future non-compliance with the university’s Code of Conduct would invite strict
action.

Around 40 students of APU gathered in protest at 2 PM on 8th May 2026 against this disciplinary
action, raised slogans against the administration, alleging that the suspension was unjust and must be
revoked. The protesting students were repeatedly accused of ‘not following due process’ and
threatened with disciplinary action for gathering outside the office, claiming that their presence
constituted disruption of the workplace and made employees uncomfortable.



A faculty member told the fact-finding team that the University was attempting to push a narrative
that the sit-in protest by students was a violation of Code of Conduct, as they were allegedly making
the workplace unsafe. However, the faculty added that they along with another faculty members
witnessed the students’ protest and could attest to the fact that the students were reasonable, did not
block any path of movement or engage in any behaviour that could be perceived as threatening or
even impolite. Their protest was peaceful, and they occasionally only raised slogans to demand that
the Registrar should come outside and meet with them.



3. Faculty members’ testimonies

One of the faculty members who spoke to the fact-finding team shared their account of the incident on
24th February, 2026. They expressed their shock, when they saw the ABVP mob begin their
sloganeering calling for a ban on SPARK-APU, with the Indian flag. “Some of the members of the
mob were also carrying iron rods and destroying the APU signboard near the gate. I was really
concerned about students inside and it clearly looked like it was getting violent. They were going
further into campus, pushing people around.”

“I also spotted a uniformed police officer who was already inside the campus. He was standing away
from the crowd once they entered and was on the phone. I was asked not to go near them, or I would
be attacked. I also asked security guards if they didn't want to stop them, but they didn’t seem too
concerned, they didn’t think any student would be harmed. I could see that the police officer wasn’t
doing much either and was only on the phone the entire time.”

They also shared that several Muslim students that were going to break their fast were terrified by this
mob. “One of the students I met during this kerfuffle also reported being chased by some ABVP
goons. | stayed with these students since they seemed vulnerable. I could see the security guards
trying to help students, trying to tell them to move away from the mob. I walked with two of the
students who were breaking their fast and we decided to go from the back gate.”

The faculty members who were interviewed said that most of the faculty believed that the FIR on
SPARK-APU was a disproportionate response of the University administration. While a few faculty
members continue to pressure the University to drop the FIR, no known public statements were made
by any of them, whether in support of the students or not. They shared that several faculty members,
however, did write letters individually to the Registrar and Special Disciplinary Committee.

Some faculty members were also called to the hearings conducted by the Special Disciplinary
Committee, one of whom spoke to the fact-finding team. Some of them had attempted to bring this up
in an open faculty forum but since there is no platform for such engagements, they weren’t successful.
“The response of faculty is divided, those in solidarity with students cannot speak freely. Only a small
cohort is pushing back consistently.”

Some faculty mentors who were part of Reading Circles informed us that they have been trying to
speak to students and keep morale high in their individual capacities. “Some of us also tried to be
around whenever there were sit-ins or protests or to ask questions.” Some faculty members thought it
better to have discussions with the Vice Chancellor and Registrar too.

Overall, whether they supported the Reading Circles on campus or not, faculty members shared with
the team their opinion that the suspension of the student was not at all justified, and was a drastic
punitive action. “It has been quite disturbing to hear of the suspension. There is hardly anyone here
who thinks this is justified.”

In the aftermath of the suspension notice, a faculty member mentioned that some other students too
had received warnings from the University and had been worried. “The only thing we as faculty
members can do right now is be there for our students, who are standing up to protect their right to
expression and right to a safe space on campus.”
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3. a. The environment within the campus since the incident

Some faculty members remarked that ever since the incident on 24th February, there is a serious
doubt whether the University remains a safe space for public discussions and other such student’s
activities. There are increasing instructions sent by emails from the University administration,
insisting that any club or event must have a ‘Faculty Mentor’. They added that if any school or
department wants to invite certain speakers or organise any event, they are required to send the CVs
of speakers and agenda to be vetted by the administration.

Another aspect that deeply impacted the environment on campus, according to some faculty members,
was the fact that students were being called to appear alone for the disciplinary hearings. The manner
in which the SDC was constituted was worrying to one faculty member. Another member felt that the
disciplinary hearings seemed to have a chilling effect of discouragement on students. They shared,
“The inquiries of the SDC were very inquisitorial. They spoke to students with a lot of value
judgement asking questions like ‘Don’t you feel ashamed?’ and similar comments.” They informed
that there was very little transparency on how the SDC was constituted. The faculty were informed
about the process only after the hearings had concluded.

Faculty members also shared with the fact-finding team that they were asking questions regarding the
objective of the FIR against the social media handle, and how this can be in alignment with the spirit
and philosophy of APU. Since there is no platform for faculty members to engage on issues, some of
them had to attend student body meetings to understand many details of the incident and the
administration’s response after it.

There is fear and apprehension among students and that’s what one faculty member was concerned
about. “Relationships between students, between faculty and students have been disturbed”, they
shared. The faculty were also concerned about the divisions created in the student body due to the
response of the University, stating that some of the students who were not directly involved with the
reading circle have become antagonistic towards it.

“There is a lot of fear around punitive action that may be initiated by the University and a lot of fear
and uncertainty (present in both faculty and students).” A faculty member mentioned how there is this
sense of “things are changing in the outside world so we must change too”.

The faculty members we spoke to believed that the university must make sure that no external forces
can enter the campus and attack students; that the university space remains a safe space. They
clarified that this must not mean increasing security personnel or “metal detectors” but standing
together with the students; upholding the spirit of learning through critical engagement that the
University claims.

One of them explained that this incident has to be seen in the larger context of attacks by Right-wing
forces on university campuses, be it JNU or North Karnataka. “As a university, APU must signal that
ABVP is the problem and not public discussions like this.”

11



4. Role of the police

The fact-finding team met with the Police Inspector, Sarjapura Police Station, Mr. Naveen Kumar on
23rd March, 2026.

The Inspector said that on the day of the incident, the police were called only at 6:15 PM. “As the
Police Station has only 8 police personnel, our main focus was to contain the 20 individuals in the
mob and bring down tensions by ‘pacifying’ the APU students”, he said. This in itself must be viewed
as a serious lapse by the University administration.

He also confirmed the account of the students, saying that the police and the University’s security
guards formed a human chain to contain the mob. After 45 minutes of tussle, they detained the ABVP
mob at the Sarjapura Police Station.

The Inspector shared with the fact-finding team that the APU students had every right to discuss,
debate and read any topic they wished to, as India is a democracy. He said he strongly believed that if
the ABVP members wanted to protest, they should have intimated the police. “Trespassing,
vandalizing, and assaulting people are all illegal acts”, he said.

FIR against ABVP members

The FIR against ABVP (Annexure I) was filed based on a complaint by the Head of Security of APU,
Mr. Wilson, and a student who was attacked. The FIR was registered at 8:10 PM (Cr. No: 0051/2026)
and invoked BNS Section 191 (rioting), 189 (unlawful assembly), 351 (criminal intimidation), 115
(voluntarily causing hurt), 352 (intentional insult to provoke breach of peace), and 329 (criminal
trespass). The ABVP members were not named in the FIR as the Head of Security couldn’t identify
them by name. They were given bail the next day.

The Inspector also shared with the fact-finding team that local BJP leaders also spoke to him, and
themselves condemned the protest by the ABVP mob. He said he believed that the ABVP group were
misguided, young people, whose actions shouldn’t affect their future. The fact-finding team strongly
believes that such vigilante action must not be taken lightly. The members of the mob were all adults,
as was confirmed by the Inspector. Them being young must not stand in the way of a fair
investigation and appropriate action under relevant provisions of the BNS.

FIR against SPARK-APU

The FIR against SPARK-APU (Annexure II) was registered at 11:30 PM on 24th February, 2026 (Cr.
No.: 0052/2026). The FIR invoked IT Act Sections 66E (privacy violation), Section 67 (obscene
material) and Section 299 (outraging religious feelings).

When the fact-finding team asked why such serious and some irrelevant sections were invoked in the
FIR, the Inspector said that this was a lapse on the part of the police. “It was a very stressful day and
we were understaffed. Some of the sections that were added were by mistake. After the investigation
concludes, we will give a report and that will be our main finding”, he said. The fact-finding team
strongly believes that this lapse on the part of the police is extremely serious and caused great angst to
students. The failure of the police to apply its mind to the facts which do not constitute any crime,
especially such serious offences such as outraging religious feelings and obscenity, is condemnable.

It is also pertinent to note that the Inspector told the fact-finding team that during investigation, the
Registrar said the University was unaware of the existence of SPARK-APU. After speaking to
students and faculty, the fact-finding team finds this statement of the Registrar completely absurd, as
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SPARK-APU has been openly organising Reading Circles and other activities for at least two years
within the APU campus.

He said that the University however, reached out to the police a week after the incident, requesting
them to withdraw all charges mentioned in the FIR against SPARK-APU, and only demanded action
against the admin of the social media handle for using the emblem of APU.

While the fact-finding team welcomes the statements of the Inspector, affirming that the APU
students were within their rights to organise the discussion, we strongly believe that the action against
the ABVP mob must be based on a swift and fair investigation and action must be taken accordingly,
under relevant provisions of the BNS.
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S. Findings & Analysis

The main findings of the team are:

L.

Despite having prior knowledge that an attack may take place, the University administration
failed to take preventive measures. In fact, they went so far as to tell the police that they did
not know about the existence of the SPARK group, or their event.
The police shared with the fact-finding team that they were too understaffed, to be able to
take timely and adequate measures to de-escalate the violence by the vigilante group.
There is a unanimous opinion among students and faculty members that the FIR against
SPARK-APU was a disproportionate response on the part of the University administration.
The constitution of the Special Disciplinary Committee took place in an opaque manner, and
only contributed to the increase in fear and uncertainty among students and faculty. Students
and faculty shared with the fact-finding team that such hearings placed an unjustifiable
responsibility on students for the incident on 24th February, 2026. They also agree that the
suspension of the student for 2 years is highly unjustified.
The attack by the ABVP mob, the vandalism of campus property, assault against students and
their demand for the ban of SPARK, is highly condemnable. Such vigilante action, where
they took the law into their own hands must be met with strong action under the BNS. The
actions of the ABVP clearly amount to vigilantism. The Supreme Court decision in Tehseen
Poonawalla v Union of India in fact addressing the nature of vigilantism held that,
“Such vigilantism, be it for whatever purpose or borne out of whatever cause, has
the effect of undermining the legal and formal institutions of the State and altering
the constitutional order. These extrajudicial attempts under the guise of protection
of the law have to be nipped in the bud; lest it would lead to rise of anarchy and
lawlessness which would plague and corrode the nation like an epidemic. The
tumultuous dark clouds of vigilantism have the effect of shrouding the glorious ways
of democracy and justice leading to tragic breakdown of the law and transgressing
all forms of civility and humanity. Unless these incidents are controlled, the day is
not far when such monstrosity in the name of selfprofessed morality is likely to
assume the shape of a huge cataclysm. It is in direct violation of the quintessential
spirit of the Rule of law and of the exalted faiths of tolerance and humanity.”
Students and faculty members both have shared with the fact-finding team that it is the
responsibility of the University administration to ensure not just physical safety within the
campus, but to maintain an environment that can foster critical learning and safe space for
dialogue about all issues. They have repeatedly shared that no matter what, students’
expression must not be curbed. Safety of a campus cannot be guaranteed by increasing
deployment of security personnel or introducing practices of monitoring and surveillance.
Safety within the campus also means that the space for debate and discussion must be
facilitated in a democratic manner.
The University has failed to make a single statement to the public, condemning the violent
attack by the ABVP. They have also failed to pressure authorities to avoid delay in the
investigation, and ensure that strict action be taken against the vigilante mob.

Based on what we found upon speaking with students, faculty and the police, the fact-finding team

finds it pertinent to mention 2 main points of analysis.

Firstly, the ABVP mob was said to have been triggered by the announcement of the Reading Circle

around Kunan Poshpora. The team therefore finds it crucial to foreground what the mob was trying to
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silence. Twenty-three women residing in Kunan and Poshpara villages of Kupwara district, were
gang-raped by soldiers from the 4 Rajputana Rifles regiment of the Indian Army. It has been
documented by numerous fact-finding bodies including Human Rights Watch and the Jammu and
Kashmir Coalition of Civil Society (JKCCS). In Kashmir itself the infamous day is marked as
Kashmiri Women’s Resistance Day. The students by discussing Kunan Poshpara and abuse of
AFSPA were centering the continued injustice to the survivors of sexual violence by the Armed
Forces which took place 27 years ago and for which attempts to seek justice have been denied and
blocked over the years by the authorities at different levels.

It must also be mentioned here that the issue of sexual violence in conflict zones and the role of the
Armed Forces including in regions like Kashmir, has been an issue that has been raised repeatedly by
women’s organisations working with issues related to gender based violence. In fact the Justice
Verma Committee set up to look at changes in laws related to sexual violence post the rape and
murder of Jyothi Singh, Nirbhaya in Delhi in 2012, in its section on sexual violence in conflict areas,
makes strong general observations about the culture of impunity created by AFSPA and similar laws
in Jammu & Kashmir and the North-East. It recommended that sexual offences by armed forces
personnel should be tried under ordinary criminal law, that the requirement of prior government
sanction for prosecution in sexual violence cases should be removed, and that better witness
protection and monitoring mechanisms should be put in place. The focus remained on systemic
reforms and the principle that women in conflict zones deserve the same legal protections as
elsewhere in the country.

During their attack on the campus on 24th February, the ABVP mob raised slogans such as ‘Student
Army with Indian Army’ and ‘Kashmir is an Integral Part of India’ when they barged into the
campus. This is a part of the Hindu nationalist narrative promoted by the Sangh Parivar, which has
been notoriously used to silence any opinion that calls for justice in cases of human rights violations
of Kashmiris, especially in the hands of the Indian Army.

Secondly, the attack by the ABVP mob took place in a context in which educational institutions
across the country have been witnessing similar attempts at curbing students’ expression. For
instance, on 20th February, 2026, All India Students’ Federation, the student wing of CPI organized a
study circle in Dr. Hari Singh Gour University (Sagar, Madhya Pradesh) aimed at promoting scientific
temper and rational debate. However, the study circle was interrupted by a mob of 100 to 150 people
allegedly from the ABVP and RSS, who brutally assaulted the participants. There have been other
such attacks at the Jawaharlal Nehru University, Banaras Hindu University, and Jadavpur University
among others. Most recently, the ABVP attacked the campus of University of Hyderabad on 3 May,
2026, during a theatre performance of the play ‘Holi’ written by Marathi playwright Mahesh
Elkunchwar, which critiques caste hierarchy as it operates in educational institutions. The ABVP mob
damaged lights, windows and vehicles and several students sustained injuries.

The ABVP attack on students in Azim Premji University must thus be understood as a part of a
calculated strategy to intimidate the spirit of inquiry into silence. The strategy involves the use of
violence by groups such as the ABVP acting as vigilante enforcers of a morality at odds with the
Constitution. When mobs are emboldened and speech is silenced, the culture of a rich and vibrant
associative democracy at the heart of which are universities erodes. The very reason for the existence
of a university is to promote the spirit of critical inquiry. Such a spirit of thinking is often triggered
by classroom discussions which motivate students to grapple further with our contemporary reality
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through reading circles. As such reading circles are a tribute to the university having fulfilled its core
purpose, namely that of initiating thought.

It is in this context that we must view the response of the University. On its official website, the
University declares:

“We believe that education can and should contribute to human development and well-being. Over
the years, we have nurtured a community of individuals motivated by the values enshrined in the
Indian Constitution: a commitment to social justice, equity, humane values and sustainability. We
believe that higher education can create critical and reflective practitioners with an understanding of
the social impact of education, the law and development.”

Not just that, the website states that the University “supports the student community through the
various challenges they face in their academic journeys, inside and outside the classroom.”

The promise of encouraging and supporting students’ journeys, both inside and outside the classroom,
remains unfulfilled. The team finds it pertinent to question why a ‘Special Disciplinary Committee’
was even formed by the University. The only party that should have been held responsible for the
violence was the mob that violated the law. The decision to initiate such disciplinary hearings against
its own students reveals that the University believed that APU students had a role to play in the
violence.

The fact-finding team finds it unconscionable that, instead of taking a strong public position to
condemn the violence, and defend the right of its students to pursue activities that promote critical
thinking, APU has only targeted its own students, increased monitoring and surveillance on student
activities, and created an environment of fear within students and faculty. Instead of ensuring the
safety of students, the University administration initiated disciplinary action against them and has
gone so far as to suspend a student for 2 whole years.

Effectively, we believe that the University is surrendering to the anti-democratic pressures of groups
such as ABVP. As the WhatsApp message being circulated within ABVP groups indicates (shown in
Section 1.a.), the APU’s actions have served the interests of the ABVP, and is also being used to
impute false allegations that the student suspended was linked to “Anti-National and Naxal
Activities”.

Soon after the incident took place and in response to the FIR against SPARK, several civil society
organisations and progressive individuals of Bangalore published statements of solidarity with the
students and demanded that the University withdraw their FIR against SPARK-APU. The fact-finding
team strongly believes that these statements of solidarity from hundreds of people across Karnataka
were crucial to remind the University of the constitutional ethos it must uphold.

The University failed to protect its students from the mob, and has instead made scapegoats of the
students for merely organising a Reading Circle. The fact that the students organised a reading circle
should be owned up to as a successful outcome of being a University, and not strictured and
sanctioned. This sanctioning of the reading circle only speaks to a complete inversion of values and a
failure to appreciate that the strength of a university is that it forms the leaders of tomorrow by
encouraging fearless thinking.
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6. Conclusion and Recommendations

1.

The fact-finding team strongly believes that the only party that must be held responsible for
the incident on 24th February, 2026 is the ABVP vigilante mob who barged into the campus,
vandalised campus property, assaulted students and called for the ban of the SPARK Reading
Circle.

Based on the conversations with students, faculty and the police, the fact-finding team asserts
that the disciplinary action against students, including the hearings conducted by the Special
Disciplinary Committee, is completely unjustified. The University should have included a
member of the elected student body, to ensure that the interests of the students are protected.
The University’s allegation that sloganeering in the face of such a violent attack by the ABVP
mob escalated tensions, has no basis. In fact, the team asserts that the students’ protest against
the vigilante violence was perfectly within their constitutional rights.

The University’s actions have only created an environment of fear amidst students, and can
only be understood as antithetical to the spirit of debate, critical thinking and learning, which
form an integral part of education as expressed by the University in its own website. The fact-
finding team also believes that the University’s responses are in violation of its own avowed
objectives as also the spirit of the Indian Constitution, which guarantees us the fundamental
right to freedom of speech and expression.

The fact-finding team therefore recommends:

a. The University must immediately withdraw all charges against SPARK-APU.

b. With immediate effect, the University must revoke the suspension of the student.

c. The University must address the concerns of all students by taking measures to
engage with the student body, and remove the restrictions on students’ activities
which aim at promoting critical thinking.

d. Without further delay, the police must issue the report of the investigation and close
the case against SPARK-APU.

e. The police must also ensure a fair and swift investigation into the incident and action
is accordingly taken against the ABVP vigilante mob.
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KARNATAKA STATE POLICE Annexure I

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT
(Under Section 173 Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita)

Before the Honourable Court of Prl. Civil Judge(Jr. Dn) & JMFC
Court,Anekal, Bangalore Rural Dist.

1. District : Bengaluru Dist Circle/Sub Division : Anekal Sub Division PS : Sarjapura PS

Crime No : 0051/2026 FIR Date : 24/02/2026

2. Act & Section : THE BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA (BNS), 2023
(U/s-115(2),118(1),324(4),189(2),191(2),190,351(1),352,329(3))

3. (a) Occurence of Offence Day : Tuesday From Date: 24/02/2026 To Date : 24/02/2026
From Time: 17:40:00 To Time: 17:50:00
(b) Information received at the PS : 24/02/2026 20:10:00 Written/Oral : Written

(c) Reasons for Delay in reporting by the Complainant / Informant

(d) General Diary reference Entry No. & Time : 2, 20:10:00

4. (a) Place of occurence with full address
AZIM PREM JI UNIVERSITY COLLEGE,BURUGUNTE VILLAGE,
BIKKANAHALLI ROAD, SARJAPURA HOBLI,Bengaluru Dist , Karnataka,

(b) Distance from PS : 2 KM TOWARDS SOUTH
(c) Vilage : BURUGUNT Beat Name: 5 BEAT
E
(d) If the place belongs to another jurisdiction,PS. Name :
District :

5. Complainant/Informant:
(@) Name: S WILSON Father's/Husband's Name : SAMUEL Y
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(b) Age

(d) Religion

(f) Fax

(h) Phone No.

(j) Passport No.

(k) Address :

(m) Whether complainant has seen the occurence or merely heard of it :

SEEN

56

Christian

1 6364653318

SECURITY
MANAGER, AZIM
PREM JI
UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,BURU
GUNTE,
BIKKANAHALLI
ROAD,
SARJAPURA
HOBLI, ANEKAL
TALUK,
Bengaluru Dist ,

Karnataka

(c) Occupation
(e) Caste
(g) Email

(i) Nationality

Date of Issue :

(1) Sex: Male

Employed in private firms

CHRISTIAN

sarjapurabng@ksp.gov.in

India

6. Details of known/suspected/unknown accused with full particulars(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

SINo Name / Father Name / Type Person Type Sex Age Occupation
S Caste / Address
1 Unknown
,LABOUT 20-25 ABVP
MEMBERS

7. Details of Victims with full particulars
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SI.No.

Name

Address

Injury Type

Sex

Age

Occupation

JAGADISH

AZIM PREM JI
UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,
SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK
Bengaluru Dist

Karnataka

Minor

Male

Security
guard

CHATTARA
BAHADDUR

AZIM PREM JI
UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,
SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK
Bengaluru Dist

Karnataka

Minor

Male

Security
guard

CHANDANA

AZIM PREM JI
UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,
SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK
Bengaluru Dist

Karnataka

Minor

Male

Security
guard

SRIPATHI

AZIM PREM JI
UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,
SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK
Bengaluru Dist

Karnataka

Minor

Male

25

years

Security
guard

NARESH

AZIM PREM JI
UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,
SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK
Bengaluru Dist

Karnataka

Minor

Male

Security
guard




Security
guard
Student

Male
Male

Minor
Minor

AZIM PREM JI
UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,
SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK
Bengaluru Dist
Karnataka

1ST BA STUDENT AZIM
PREM JI UNIVERSITY
COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,
SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK
Bengaluru Dist
Karnataka

MOHAMAD

ALl
AHAMAD

HARISH

6
7

8. Particulars of Property stolen/involved with value(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

Estimated Value

(in Rs.)

Item description

Property Type

SI.No.

Total Value of the property Stolen / Involved :

9. Inquest Report/U.D. Case No. if any :

10. F.I.R Contents (Attach separate sheet if necessary)
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Investigation

(a) Action Taken :

11.

(b) Is the F.I.R read over and explained in his/her language to the complainant and

Yes

a copy given to the complainant free of cost? :

(c) If the Police Officer does not proceed to the spot for investigation or if he declines to

investigate.

U/S 157 Cr.PC provision (a)or (b) / 176 Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita (BNSS) the

reasons there of should be mentioned :

TO BE VISITED

12. Signature/Thumb impression of the complainant

13. Date and time of dispatch to the Court : 24/02/2026 20:30:00
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14. Name of PC/HC who carried the FIR to the Court : VEERESHA.K , HC 766

Read Over and Found to be correct
Date and Time : 24/02/2026 20:10:00

Signature of the SHO

Name: KEMPAHANUMEGOWDA.H.K - CHC
531

Copy to: Superintendent of Police/Commissioner of Police
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KARNATAKA STATE POLICE Annexure II

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT
(Under Section 173 Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita)

Before the Honourable Court of Prl. Civil Judge(Jr. Dn) & JMFC
Court,Anekal, Bangalore Rural Dist.

1. District : Bengaluru Dist Circle/Sub Division : Anekal Sub Division PS : Sarjapura PS

Crime No : 0052/2026 FIR Date : 24/02/2026

2. Act & Section : INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY ACT 2008 (U/s-66(E),67); THE
BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA (BNS), 2023 (U/s-299)

3. (a) Occurence of Offence Day : Tuesday From Date: 24/02/2026 To Date : 24/02/2026
From Time: 16:30:00 To Time : 18:00:00
(b) Information received at the PS : 24/02/2026 23:30:00 Written/Oral : Written

(c) Reasons for Delay in reporting by the Complainant / Informant

(d) General Diary reference Entry No. & Time : 1, 23:30:00

4. (a) Place of occurence with full address
AZIM PREM JI UNIVERSITY COLLEGE,BURUGUNTE VILLAGE,
BIKKANAHALLI ROAD, SARJAPURA HOBLI,Bengaluru Dist , Karnataka,

(b) Distance from PS : 2 KM TOWARDS SOUTH
(c) Vilage : BURUGUNT Beat Name: 5 BEAT
E
(d) If the place belongs to another jurisdiction,PS. Name :
District :
5. Complainant/Informant:
(@) Name: RISHIKESHB S Father's/Husband's Name :
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(b) Age 52

(d) Religion Hindu

(f) Fax

(h) Phone No. 9845949066

(j) Passport No.

(k) Address : REGISTRAR,
AZIM PREM JI
UNIVERSITY,
BURUGUNTE,BI
KKANAHALLI
ROAD,
SARJAPURA

HOBLI, ANEKAL
TALUK ,
Bengaluru Dist ,

Karnataka

(c) Occupation
(e) Caste
(g) Email

(i) Nationality
Date of Issue :

(1) Sex: Male

Employed in private firms

sarjapurabng@ksp.gov.in

India

(m) Whether complainant has seen the occurence or merely heard of it :

SEEN

6. Details of known/suspected/unknown accused with full particulars(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

SINo Name / Father Name / Type Person Type Sex Age Occupation
Caste / Address
1 Unknown
,WHO OPEN Spark Reading
Circle, APU instagram Accou
7. Details of Victims with full particulars
Sl.No. Name Address Injury Type Sex Age Occupation
1 RISHIKESH REGISTRAR, AZIM Male 52 Employed in

COLLEGE,
BURUGUNTE,

Bengaluru Dist

Karnataka

PREM JI UNIVERSITY

SARJAPURA HOBLI,
ANEKALTALUK

years

private firms
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8. Particulars of Property stolen/involved with value(Attach separate sheet if necessary)

Sl.No. Property Type Item description Estimated Value
(inRs.)

Total Value of the property Stolen / Involved :

9. Inquest Report/U.D. Case No. if any :

10. F.I.R Contents (Attach separate sheet if necessary)
QT908: 24-02-2026 ToTo To&) 11-30 Motdnt LOITDFTIITTHTTY TFN TowRTHN JeRT TROS TT0ITTEI0TT, 85 O
DT008:; 24-02-2026 ToTS 30093, BWITY 04-30 NRotd e [T BINT300 FOY) ;8.1 TWIILE
ROTRRY., BOTEIL,T,, WoBd AIN,0NT, SIN 390&ATRL,,00, wtexond, Spark Reading Circle, APU <ot
TOTITORT WLTIIT ToogoTmS® WolsTD,., 83 D6 WI0RHNSY,
“Kunan-Poshpora saw one of the most gruesome incident of mass-rape on the intervening night of
February 23-24, 1991. Both the villages were cordoned off by armed troopers at Trehgam around 11-30
pm. The men were dragged out of their homes and tortured in a makeshift barn. Around 35 women were
brutally gang-raped by the army men till 9 am the following day. The victims ranged in age from 13-80
years. 35 years on, not a single conviction has taken place.Despite there being constant pressure to
close the case, the victims are still righting an unequal battle for justice. This is just on among numreous
instances of violence inflicted on people of Kashmir. Join us for the discussion on violence by the Indian
State ofn Kashimir JOIN US ON 24TH FEB 6 PM KABIRA*®
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11. (a) Action Taken: Investigation

(b) Is the F.I.R read over and explained in his/her language to the complainant and
a copy given to the complainant free of cost? : Yes

(c) If the Police Officer does not proceed to the spot for investigation or if he declines to

investigate.

U/S 157 Cr.PC provision (a)or (b) / 176 Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita (BNSS) the
reasons there of should be mentioned :

to be visited

12. Signature/Thumb impression of the complainant

13. Date and time of dispatch to the Court : 24/02/2026 23:50:00

14. Name of PC/HC who carried the FIR to the Court : VEERESHA.K , HC 766

Read Over and Found to be correct
Date and Time : 24/02/2026 23:30:00

Signature of the SHO

Name: NAVEEN KUMAR P G - PI -

Copy to: Superintendent of Police/Commissioner of Police
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