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A Delhi court on Thursday directed the city police to give
seven working days’ prior notice to Congress MP and
dismissed Jawaharlal Nehru University (JNU) professor
Angomcha Bimol Akoijam before taking any coercive action
against him in a sexual harassment case.

Disposing of Akoijam’s anticipatory bail plea, Special
Judge Dig Vinay Singh said the notice would be mandatory
if the dismissed professor needs to be arrested.

In its order, the court said, “The crux of the matter is that
against the applicant (Akoijam) there are allegations of
sexual harassment and inappropriate professional conduct.”

The court noted that Delhi Police had submitted that it
was not presently contemplating Akoijam’s arrest, given the
nature of the allegations and the stage of the investigation.
However, if any material change during the probe
necessitated his arrest, the investigating agency would serve
a seven-day written notice on him. It said the offences
invoked in the case carried a maximum punishment of three
years’ imprisonment.

“Some of the offences are non-bailable, and during the
hearing, it is stated by the investigating officer (IO) that by
now no victim could be examined since the particulars of
the victims have not yet been supplied by the JNU
authorities and the investigating agency is in the process of
obtaining the same,” the court said. It also noted that
Akoijam had clean antecedents and had joined the
investigation immediately after being summoned 
by the city police.

“In this view of the matter, it is ordered that the present
application stands disposed of with a direction to the
investigating agency not to resort to any coercive process
against the applicant in the present FIR without giving him
a written notice as suggested by the investigating agency
itself,” the court said.

On November 2, the Delhi High Court stayed the JNU
administration’s decision to terminate the services of
professor Akoijam, issuing notice to the university on the
Congress MP’s petition challenging the dismissal order. This
case has been listed for hearing in January. (PTI)

Activists Sharjeel Imam and Umar Khalid have moved the
Supreme Court against a Delhi High Court order refusing
them bail in an Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act (UAPA)
case on the “larger conspiracy” behind the February 2020
riots in northeast Delhi.In their plea before the top court, the
activists contended that they should be granted bail as the
prosecution has failed to examine protected witnesses and
the one-year embargo imposed by the top court is about to
expire.The petition by Imam contended that the chargesheet
was filed on September 25, 2020, in which 18 accused face
trial and the prosecution has
cited more than 900
witnesses, including 47
protected witnesses.Khalid,
in his plea, said the
prosecution has failed to
examine protected witnesses
and the one-year embargo
imposed by the top court is
about to expire and therefore
prolonged incarceration
would violate Article 21 of
the Constitution.Imam was
arrested in the case on
August 25, 2020, while
Khalid was arrested on
September 13, 2020. On
January 5, the apex court said
that both can apply for bail
after the trial court examines
crucial witnesses or after an
year. (PTI)
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n New Delhi

The Centre on Thursday
informed the Supreme Court
that it is setting up a special
committee to re-examine
the University Grants
Commission’s (UGC) 2026
regulations aimed at pro-
moting equity in higher edu-
cation institutions. 

A bench comprising Chief
Justice Surya Kant and Justice
Joymalya Bagchi was told by
Solicitor General Tushar
Mehta that the Government
was examining ways to
address the concerns of stu-
dents and ensure that no
section of the student com-
munity feels excluded, threat-
ened or apprehensive under
the regulatory framework. 

“The Government is con-
templating appointing a
committee,” the law officer
said. The CJI stressed the
need to protect the interests
of every student and
adjourned the batch of 

petitions for four weeks.
He said the concerns,

welfare and well-being of the
younger generation should
remain at the centre of the
deliberations. 

The matter arose in Abeda
Salim Tadvi v. Union of India
and connected cases. 

The 2019 petition was filed
by the mothers of Rohith

Vemula and Payal Tadvi,
who died by suicide after
allegedly facing caste dis-
crimination on campuses. 

It sought stronger safe-
guards against such discrim-
ination in higher education
institutions.

The UGC notified the 2026
Regulations in January after
consultations, superseding

the 2012 framework.
In January, the Supreme

Court stayed the 2026
Regulations,  observing
that they appeared prima
facie vague and capable of
misuse. It directed that
t h e  2 0 1 2  R e g u l a t i o n s
would continue to operate
in the interim.

Key concerns centred on
the definition of “caste-
based discrimination” under
Regulation 3(1)(c), which
focused on unfair treat-
ment directed at members
of Scheduled Castes,
Scheduled Tribes and Other
Backward Classes.

Petitioners from general
categories said the frame-
work was exclusionary and
could promote discrimina-
tion against non-reserved
students,  while others
defended the need for tar-
geted protection.

The Centre had earlier, in
August 2026, informed the
Court that the regulations
were under reconsideration.
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n Prayagraj

The Allahabad High Court on
Thursday provided relief to
Congress leader Rahul
Gandhi, refusing to overturn
a Varanasi court order reject-
ing an application for an FIR
against him over his alleged
remarks on Sikhs during his
US visit in 2024.

The court of Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Varanasi on
October 17, 2025 rejected the
application of petitioner
Nageshwar Mishra to register
a case against Gandhi for his
alleged statement.

Newspaper reports quoted
Gandhi as saying that Sikhs
are not feeling safe in India. 

Mishra filed a revision peti-
tion before the sessions court
which also dismissed it on July
9. These two orders were chal-
lenged before the high court in
under section 528 of BNSS.

Justice Vikram D Chauhan
dismissed the petition after
observing that the sole alle-
gation against Gandhi was of
news published in some
newspapers about his
alleged statement made
during his US visits for which
no date, time or place have
been given.

PIONEER NEWS SERVICE 
n Mumbai

The Bombay High Court on
Thursday cancelled the bail
granted to dismissed police
officer Sachin Waze, an
accused in the 2021 ‘Antilia’
bomb scare case.

A bench of Justices Girish
Kulkarni and Neela Gokhale
allowed the appeal filed by
the National Investigation
Agency (NIA), probing the
case, against a special court
order granting bail to the
former Assistant Police
Inspector (API).

“The impugned order is
quashed and set aside,” the
high court said.

Waze, a key accused in

the 2021 Antilia bomb scare
and killing of Thane-based
b u s i n e s s m a n  M a n s u k h
Hiran, was granted bail by
t h e  s p e c i a l  c o u r t  i n
September.

The NIA immediately
moved the HC and sought
an urgent stay on the order.
The HC had then granted an
interim stay on the bail due
to which Waze, booked
u n d e r  t h e  U n l a w f u l
Activities (Prevention) Act
(UAPA), continued to remain
lodged at the Thane Central
Prison.

On February 25, 2021, an
SUV packed with explosives
was found near industrial-
ist Mukesh Ambani’s resi-
dence, ‘Antilia’, in south

Mumbai.
Businessman Hiran, who

was in possession of the

SUV before it was allegedly
stolen, was found dead in a
c r e e k  i n  n e i g h b o u r i n g

Thane city on March 5, 2021.
The probe agency alleged

that Waze, who was then an
API with the Mumbai crime
branch, himself parked the
explosives-laden SUV as
part of a conspiracy. Waze
was arrested by the NIA on
March 13, 2021, in the com-
bined case of the Antilia
bomb scare and Hiran’s
killing.

He was subsequently
made an accused in a cor-
ruption case being probed
by the CBI and Enforcement
D i r e c t o r a t e .  W a z e  h a s
already been granted bail in
the corruption case.

The special court, while
granting bail to Waze in
the Antilia case, had said the

NIA failed to establish a
prima facie case of terror-
ism under the stringent
UAPA law against him, and
that there was no evidence
on record to prove Ambani’s
family was terrorised by his
alleged act.

The NIA, in its appeal,
sought the HC to quash the
special court order, terming
it as “illegal and bad in law”
and, by way of interim relief,
sought for it to be stayed.

The central agency had
further claimed that the
special court was “totally
wrong” in granting relief
to the dismissed cop as he
intended to create terror
a n d  w a s  a l s o  a c c u s e d  
of murder. 
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2026 equity regulations: Centre to SC

Allahabad HC junks petition
against Rahul Gandhi over
alleged remarks on Sikhs

Activists moves SC seeking bail in
UAPA case over 2020 Delhi riots

Delhi court directs police to give
notice before action against JNU prof

Delhi HC asks ED to respond to
Al Falah University chairman’s
plea for interim bail
PIONEER NEWS SERVICE 
n New Delhi

The Delhi High Court on
Thursday sought response of
the Enforcement Directorate
(ED) on a plea by Al Falah
University group chairman
Jawad Ahmed Siddiqui, who
is in custody in two money
laundering cases, seeking
interim bail or custody
parole to take care of his
ailing wife.

Justice Mini Pushkarna
issued notice to the
Enforcement Directorate
(ED) on the plea and asked it
to verify the medical docu-
ments submitted by Siddiqui
and inform the court on
Friday. “In view of the
urgency expressed by the
counsel for the petitioner, list
on November 6,” the court
said. Siddiqui has sought
interim bail for a week on
medical and humanitarian
grounds. He said his wife is
a stage 4 ovarian cancer
patient and has to undergo
next cycle of chemotherapy

on November 10.
His counsel submitted

that the petitioner needs to
consult doctors for further
line of treatment of his wife
and urged the court to grant
him interim bail for a week.

In the alternative, he said
he be granted custody parole.

Custody parole entails a
prisoner being escorted by
armed police personnel to
the place of visit.  

The ED opposed the
interim bail plea contending
that he is a flight risk. 

The high court, in July,
had refused to  grant
interim bail to Siddiqui and
permitted him to meet his
wife on custody parole on
three dates.


