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Most Immediate
Supreme Court matter

No. 21021/46/2016-IS-II/M
A1 9 Government of India
Ministry of Home Affairs

1. Chief Secretaries of States/ Administrators of UTs
2. Directors General of a‘H States/UTs

Subject: Regarding implementation of Hon’ble Supreme
Court Order dated 24.03.2015 in the matter of Shreya Singhal
VS. Uol- striking down of Section 66A of IT Act, 2000.

| am directed to refer to d.o. letter no. 4(13)/2012-

CLFE/VOL.II dated 11.1.2019 of MeitY ( copy enclosed)
regarding above mentioned subject and to say that the Section

&\\’7) 66A of the Information Technology Act, 2000 was struck down by

the Hon’ ble Supreme Court of Indla in WP (Criminal) No. 167 of
2012 in Shreya Slnghal Vs Union of India on 24" March, 2015.
Consequently, Section 66 A of the AT Act, 2000 became null and
- - void and no action can be taken under this section.
Y :
\Q\ 2. An application no. MA No. 118 in Writ Petition (Criminal) No.
199/2013 has been filed by People’s Union for Civil Liberties in
/ Hon'ble Supreme Court of India stating that section 66A of the IT
/Act 2000 is still being used by some law enforcement agencies
and has sought inter alia to collect and furnish data for all
ro ecutions invoking Section 66A after 24.3.2015.

Hon ble Court has passed an order dated 7-1-2019 directing
UOI (Meity) to file a counter affidavit in response to petitioner’s
prayer seeking compliance w.r.t. the implementation of judgement
dated 24" March, 2015, in the matter of Shreya Singhal Vs UOI.
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4. You are, therefore, requested to kindly confirm that the

Hon'ble Supreme Court’s judgment has been implemented in its
totality, and may also kindly furnish data for prosecutions invoking
Section 66A after 24.3.2015, if any, to the Secretary, Meity, to
enable filing of Counter affidavit in the Hon’ble Supreme Court by
Meity. Kindly furnish the requisite information by 20.1.2019.

| e S A L
Brosn

(Anuj Sharma)

Joint Secretary (CIS)
North Block, New Delhi
Dated |{ January, 2019

Copy:

The Secretary, Meity: For kind information w.rt. your d.o. letter
no. 4(13)/2012-CLFE/VOL.II dated 11.1.2019 of MeitY. You are
requested to defend the matter in the Hon’ble Court.
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ITE
M NO.52 COURT NO.6 SECTION PIL-W

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

M.A. No. 3220/2018 in w.P. (crl.) No. 199/2013

pugned final judgment and order dated 24-03-2015

(Arising out of im
199/2013 passed by the Supreme Court of

in W.P.(Crl.) No. No.
India)
PEOPLES’ UNION FOR CIVIL LIBERTIES Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. Respondent (s}

(FOR ADMISSION and IA No.170338/2018-CLARIFICATION/DIRECTION)

Date 15-02-2019 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : i
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ROHINTON FALI NARIMAN

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KISHAN KAUL

For Petitioner(s) Mr. Sanjay Parikh, Adv.
Mr. Pukhrambam Ramesh Kumar, AOR

Mr. Apar Gupta, Adv.

Mr. Abhinav Sekhri, Adv.
Ms. Sanjana Srikumar, Adv.
Mr. Ritwick Parikh, Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. K. K. Venugopal, AG.
‘ Mr. Tushar Mehta, S$G.

Mr. Zoheb Hossain, Adv.
Ms. Shraddha Deshmukh, Adv.
Mr. G. S. Makker, Adv.

‘Mr. Siddhesh Kotwal, Adv.
Ms. Bansurl Swaraj, Adv.
Ms. Shreya Bhatnagar, Adv.
Mr. R. Sethupathy, Adv.
Mr. Gagan Narang, Adv.

Ms. Arshiya Ghose, Adv,

the counsel the Court made the following

UPON hearing
ORDER

The learned Attorney General appears before us and has

made a concrete suggestion, which we accept.

e ——————CA
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M.A. No. 3220/2018 in W.P.

(crl.) No. 199/2813

The suggestion is that copies of this Court’s judgment

in ‘Shreya Singhal v. Union of India’ [(2015) 5 SCC 1] will

be made available by every High Court in this country to all

the District Courts. This should be done within a period of

eight weeks from today.

Also, we direct the Union Government to make available

copies of this judgment to the Chief Secretaries of all the

State Governments and the Union Territories. This should be

done within a period of eights weeks from today. The Chief

Secretaries will, in turn, sensitise the police departments
in this country by sending copies of this judgment to the

Director General of Police in each State, within a period of

eights weeks thereafter.

The application stands disposed of accordingly.

(NIDHI AHUJA) (HARI SWAROOP PARASHER)
COURT MASTER (SH) ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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