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CLARIFICATIONS 

 

1. Why was the arrest memo not provided to the family at 6:45 PM on January 20th, and only 

emailed at 10:18 AM the following day? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

2. What was the justification for detaining Mr. Vardhan overnight before producing him at 

10:05 AM on January 21st? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

3. Since the speech was broadcast live on national television and the police already seized 

the material from the news channel, what "custodial interrogation" is required that cannot 

be achieved through a regular investigation? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

4. The police mentioned "foreign-backed activity" in their remand application. Is there any 

prima facie evidence in the FIR or case diary to support this, or is it a speculative 

justification for custody? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

5. Has any action been taken against Mr. Terzim, who actually edited and circulated the viral 

clip that allegedly provoked separatist sentiment? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

6. Is any separate offence alleged under VNS or other statute against Mr. Terzim (who posted  

the edited 32‑second clip)? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

7. Whether judicial precedents under the Indian Penal Code, CrPC, and Constitution of India 

may be relied upon for interpreting analogous provisions under the laws of Vedanta? 

 

Yes 

 

8. Whether Section 152 VNS is pari materia with any repealed or existing Indian penal 

provision, and whether prior jurisprudence on sedition / national integrity is applicable? 

 

Read Nota Bene, Point No. 2 

 

9. Whether any written notice of arrest or grounds of arrest (other than the arrest memo) was 

ever communicated orally or in writing to the petitioner at the time of arrest? 

 

No further clarification required. 
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10. Whether the independent witness signing the arrest memo was a neighbour or a police-

associated person? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

11. Whether any reasons were recorded in writing by the Investigating Officer justifying arrest 

without prior notice? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

12. Whether the petitioner’s personal electronic devices (mobile phone, laptop, etc.) were 

seized prior to or during the period of police custody? 

 

During Arrest 

 

13. Whether any data recovery, forensic analysis, or extraction had already been conducted 

before the remand hearing on 21 January 2026? 

 

Not Conducted 

 

14. Whether there exists any material on record linking the petitioner to the creation, editing, 

or circulation of the viral 32-second clip? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

15. Was the chargesheet filed by the Investigating Officer (IO) or not? If filled, can you please 

share it with us? 

 

The investigation is in the initial stage. Chargesheet not filed. 

 

16. Is the entry of receiving letter from pdp youth wing and arrest made in Rojnamcha or not, 

and the witness to whom the grounds of arrest are communicated its entry made in the 

register under BNSS? 

 

All entries are made corresponding to the arrest memo 

 

17. While the property of Mr. Kalyan Vardhan seized as mentioned in the arrest memo, is 

there a property seizure memo prepared? The arrest memo is incomplete and there are 

some corrections in the memo, so are those mistakes on the end of Proposition maker or 

those mistakes are from the IO? 

 

There is no error in the drafting of the proposition. No further clarification required. 

 

18. Is it argued by the petitioner in the JMFC court about the invalid arrest and procedural 

irregularities? 

 

No further clarification required. 
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19. Was the issue regarding grounds of arrest not provided while arresting, argued in court or 

not? 

 

No further clarification required. 

 

20. Specifically, we would like to confirm whether, given that the matter is a petition before 

the High Court under Section 528, the parties are to be referred to as the Petitioner and 

Respondent, instead of the Prosecution and Defence. 

 

Petitioner and Respondent 

 


