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Memorandum of Writ Petition
(Filed Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India)
(Special Original Jurisdiction)
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH
AT AMARAVATHI

W.P.NO. OF 2020

BETWEEN:

Tr_1e High Court of Andhra Pradesh at Amaravati,
High Court Buildings, Nelapadu, Amaravati,
Rep. by its Registrar General,

Sri.B.Rajasekhar, Aged about 58 years,
Slo.Late Venkata Rao,

Currently Working as Registrar General (FAC),

High Court of Andhra Pradesh at Amaravati.
... PETITIONER

AND

1 State of Andhra Pradesh,
Represented by its Secretary,
Department of Law and Legislative Affairs,
Velagapudi, Secretariat Buildings, Amaravati.

2. State of Andhra Pradesh,
Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Department of Home,
Velagapudi, Secretariat, Amaravati.

3. The Director General of Police,
State of Andhra Pradesh, Police Headquarters,

Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

4, Additional Director General of Police,
CID, Cyber Crime Cell, AP Police,
Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

5. The Superintendent of Pblice,
CID, Cyber Crime Cell, AP Police,
Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

6. The Station House Officer, CID P.S., Cyber Crime,
AP Police, Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

7. The Union of India,
Rep. by its Secretary to the Ministry of Home Affairs,

North Block, New Delhi-110001. ,

8. The Union of India,
Rep. by its Secretary to the Ministry of External Affairs,

South Block, New Delhi.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19

The Union of India,

Rep. by its Secretary to the Ministry of Electronics and
Information Technology (Govt. of India),

Electronics Niketan, 6, CGO Complex,

Lodhi Road, New Delhi — 110003.

Twitter Inc. (Company incorporated in USA),
Clo.Jeremy Kessel 1355 Market Street Suite 900, San
Francisco, California, New Mexico, USA,

Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Twitter Communications India Private Limited,
Having its Registered Office at C-20,

G Block, Near Mca Bandra Kurla Complex,
Bandra (E) Mumbai- 400051,

Rep. by its Authorised Signatory/ Nodal Officer.

Facebook Inc.
1601, Willow Road, Menlo Park, California, 94025,

Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Facebook India Online Services Pvt Ltd.,

A Company Incorporated in India,
With its Regd Office at Unit Nos. 1203 and 1204, Level 12,

Building No.20, Raheja Mindspace, Cyberabad, Madhapur,

Hitech City, Hyderabad-500081,
Rep. by its Authorised Signatory/ Nodal Officer.

Instagram, Inc.
1601, Willow Road, Menlo Park, California,

New Mexico, USA- 94025,
Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Whatsapp Inc.
1601, Willow Road, Menlo Park, California,

New Mexico, USA,
Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Google Llc. o
1600 Amphitheatre Parkwary, Mountain View,

California, New Mexico, USA,
Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Youtube Lic

901, Cherry Avenue,
New Mexico, USA,
Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

San Bruno, California,

Google India Pvt Ltd
(Incorporated Under the provisions of Companies Act 1956),

Having its Regd Office at No.3, RMZ Infinity Tower E, 4" Floor

0Old Madras Road, Bangalore 560016,
Represented by its Authorized Signatory/ Nodal Officer.
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19, The Union of India,
Rep. by its Secretary, Ministry of Law and Justice,
4™ Floor, A\Wing, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi, Delhi 110001.

...RESPONDENTS

The address for service of all notices summons and process on
the above named petitioners is that of his counsel Mr.N.Ashwani Kumar
(11879), Advocate, Standing Counsel for High Court of Andhra Pradesh
at Amaravathi, 4th Floor, Sumana Towers, Door.No.48-17-9/2 (3F-401),
Road No.2, Nagarjuna Nagar Colony, NTR Road, Vijayawada- 520008.

PHONE:- 9052219194,

For the reasons stated above, it is prayed that this Hon'ble Court
in the interests of justice be pleased {o issue an appropriate writ or order
or direction more particularly in the nature of nature of “Writ of

Mandamus”,

A. To declare the action of the Respondent Nos.2 to 6 in
failing to act progressively and to take necessary action and to
invoke the appropriate provisions of law, as mandated, pursuant
to the registration of FIR.No.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020, and
FIR.No.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 on the file of Respondent No.6
against the said offenders, as being illegal, arbitrary and
unconstitutional, and in violation of provisions of Criminal

Procedure Code and Information Technology Act, 2000, and

B. To declare the action of the Respondent Nos.7-9 & 19,
more particularly, Respondent Nos.9 & 19, in failing to act against '
the Respondent Nos.10 to 18, where under the social networking
platforms are being utilised and abused for creating ill-will and

hatred against the Petitioner herein in the mind and eye of the
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Public, as being illegal, arbitrary, unconstitutional and in violation
of provisions of IPC, Cr.P.C. and |.T.Act, 2000, thereby securing

protection to the Judiciary, and

C.  Todeclare the action of the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 and 19
in failing to frame guidelines for the intermediaries in compliance
of Section 79(2)(c) read with Section 87(2)(zg) of the Information
Technology Act which authorises the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 and

19 to prescribe guidelines to intermediaries, thereby securing

certain protection to the Judiciary, and

D. Consequently, in the alternative, transfer the investigation
in FIR.No.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 and FIR.No.17/2020 dated
18.04.2020 to any other competent investigating Agency under
the supervision and control of Respondent No.7, or direct the
Respondent Nos. 2 to 5 to act progressively and take necessary

steps pursuant to the registration of said FIRs and

E. Consequently, to direct Respondent Nos.7 to 9 to frame
guidelines for the intermediaries in compliance of Section 79(2)(c)
read .with Section 87(2)(zg) of the Information Technology Act
which authorises the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 to prescribe

guidelines to intermediaries,

F. Consequently, to direct the Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 to
devise self-regulatory framework to prohibit the posting of
defamatory, incriminatory and abusive contents on their

respective platforms with respect to Judiciary in India, and
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G.  Consequently to direct the Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 to’

forthwith remove all such posts/ comments/ tweets/ videos and

those contents which are defamatory, incriminatory and abusive

in nature pertaining to this Hon'ble Court as reported in the said
FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 and FIR.N0.17/2020 dated
18.04.2020 on the file of Respondent No.6, in consultation with
the Petitioner herein and further desist and cease any such posts/
comments/ tweets/ videos and those contents which are

defamatory, incriminatory and abusive in nature pertaining to this

Hon'ble Court, and

H. Pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble Court may
deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

AT AMARAVATHI
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER

Dated:- 26.05.2020
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DISTRICT :: GUNTUR

IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA
PRADESH
AT AMARAVATHI

W.P.NO. OF 2020

MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION

Filed On: 26.05.2020
Filed by:

N.ASHWANI KUMAR (11879)
ADVOCATE
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER

(Standing Counsel for High Court of
Andhra Pradesh at Amaravathi)
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

W.P.NO.

AT AMARAVATHI
OF 2020

Annexure — |

['SI.No.

Date

Event

Page and

Para

16.04.2020
18.04.2020

Writ Petition is filed aggrieved by the action of
the Respondents, more particularly, Respondent
Nos.3 to 6 in failing to take immediate and
necessary action and the steps thereto, as
mandated under law pursuant to the registration
of FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020, and
FIR.No.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 on the file of
Respondent No.6 for offences of Sections
505(2) and 506 of IPC against the offenders,
and the Respondent Nos. 7-9, more paricularly,
Respondent No.9, in failing to act against the
Respondent Nos.10 to 18, where under the
social networking platforms are being utilised
and abused for creating ill-will and hatred
against the Petitioner herein in the mind and eye
of the Public, and for other consequential reliefs.
The above Writ Petition 1s preferred by the
administrative side of this Hon'ble Court.

Para.
Page.

2

23.05.2020

It is submilted that the Petitioner herein being
the Hon'ble High Court, one of the three pillars
of democracy, off-late had come under scathing
attack from a section of social media circles,
with the recent one, being unprecedented on
23.05.2020, where under the social media
circles were agog, commenting unabated on the
three Judgments delivered by this Hon'ble
Court, which is incriminating and defamatory In
nature, attracting the provisions of IPC and IT
Act, 2000.

Para.
Page.

4

16.04.2020
18.04.2020

It is submitted that in response to the said e-
notices, the Respondent No.12 replied
requesting for formal legal process for any

| records that is issued from a court of competent

jurisdiction and as such, letters of request for
mutual legal assistance are being prepared by
the Respondent Nos.5 & 6 to comply with the
demands made by Respondent No.12. Since
then, the Petitioner was not informed or put on
notice in respect of any progress made in the
investigation undertaken in FIR.Nos. 16 and 17
dated 16.04 2020 and 18.04.2020 respectively.
It is relevant to submit herein that the FIRs
conveniently fail to mention provisions of IT Act,
2000, and Section 153A of IPC, which is
allracted prima facie.

Para.
Page.

7

22.05.2020

Be that as it may, this Hon'ble Court during its
course of business, delivered three Judgments/
pronounced three Orders on 22.05.2020, which
allegeadly triggered the trollers into an overdrive
to comment, attack and taint this Hon'ble Court,

' which amounts to sheer intimidation and brow-

beating this Hon'ble Court. Inspite of registration

| of two FIRs attracting offences of IPC, the same

does not deter the trollers and netizens from
attacking the Judiciary, which amounts to

Para.
Page.

9
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defamation and contempt of court. Hence, the
above Writ Pelition, with reliefs sought as
against Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 and also
against Respondent Nos. 7 to 9, since, the
Ministry inter-alia, seeks to promote e-
Governance and enhance role of the Nation in
Internet Governance. Further, it is also the nodal
ministry for policy matters relating to information
technology, the internet and matters relating o
Cyber laws, administration of the IT Act and
other IT related laws. It is submitted that as
such, the Ministry is also responsible for
ensuring that arbitrary and illegal actions of an
intermediaries, such as Respondent Nos.10 to
18 do not result in the infringement of the
fundamental rights and violation of any of the

statutory laws of the Nation.

ANNEXURE-II
Under Article 226 of Constitution of India

AT AMARAVATHI NMM"‘»W

Dated:- 26.05.2020 COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

AT AMARAVATHI

W.P.NO. OF 2020

BETWEEN:

The High Court of Andhra Pradesh at Amaravati,
High Court Buildings, Nelapadu, Amaravati,
Rep. by its Registrar General,

Sri.B.Rajasekhar, Aged about 58 years,
S/o.Late Venkata Rao,

Currently Working as Registrar General (FAC),
High Court of Andhra Pradesh at Amaravati.

AND

1.

... PETITIONER

State of Andhra Pradesh,

Represented by its Secretary,

Department of Law and Legislative Affairs,
Velagapudi, Secretariat Buildings, Amaravati,

State of Andhra Pradesh,

Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Department of Home,

Velagapudi, Secretariat, Amaravati.

The Director General of Police,
State of Andhra Pradesh, Police Headquarters,
Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

Additional Director General of Police,
CID, Cyber Crime Cell, AP Police,
Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

The Superintendent of Police,
CID, Cyber Crime Cell, AP Police,
Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

The Station House Officer, CID P.S., Cyber Crime,
AP Police, Mangalagiri, Andhra Pradesh.

The Union of India,
Rep. by its Secretary to the Ministry of Home Affairs,
North Block, New Delhi-110001.

The Union of India,
Rep. by its Secretary to the Ministry of External Affairs,
South Block, New Delhi.

The Union of India,

Rep. by its Secretary to the Ministry of Electronics and
Information Technology (Govt. of India),

Electronics Niketan, 6, CGO Complex,

Lodhi Road, New Delhi — 110003.

ww\\,
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1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

18.

Twitter Inc. (Company incorporated in USA),
Clo.Jeremy Kessel 1355 Market Street Suite 900, San
Francisco, California, New Mexico, USA,

Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Twitter Communications India Private Limited,
Having its Registered Office at C-20,

G Block, Near Mca Bandra Kurla Complex,
Bandra (E) Mumbai- 400051,

Rep. by its Authorised Signatory/ Nodal Officer.

Facebook Inc.

1601, Willow Road, Menlo Park, California, 94025,
Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Facebook India Online Services Pvt Ltd.,

A Company Incorporated in India,

With its Regd Office at Unit Nos. 1203 and 1204, Level 12,
Building No.20, Raheja Mindspace, Cyberabad, Madhapur,
Hitech City, Hyderabad-500081,

Rep. by its Authorised Signatory/ Nodal Officer.

Instagram,-Inc.

1601, Willow Road, Menlo Park, California,
New Mexico, USA- 84025,

Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Whatsapp Inc.

1601, Willow Road, Menlo Park, California,
New Mexico, USA,

Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Google Llc.

1600 Amphitheatre Parkwary, Mountain View,
California, New Mexico, USA,

Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Youtube Lic

901, Cherry Avenue, San Bruno, California,
New Mexico, USA,

Rep. by its Grievance Officer.

Google India Pvt Ltd

(Incorporated Under the provisions of Companies Act 1956),
Having its Regd Office at No.3, RMZ Infinity Tower E, 4" Floor
Old Madras Road, Bangalore 560016,

Represented by its Authorized Signatory/ Nodal Officer.

The Union of India,

Rep. by its Secretary, Ministry of Law and Justice,
4" Floor, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi, Delhi 110001.

...RESPONDENTS

W,
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AFFIDAVIT
I, B.Rajasekhar, Aged about 58 years, S/o.Late Venkata Rao,
Currently Working as Registrar General (FAC), High Court of Andhra
Pradesh at Amaravati, having sworn to the Affidavit in the presence of
an Advocate, at Amaravati, do hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely

state on oath as follows:

1. | am the Registrar General (FAC) and authorized and designated
to represent Petitioner herein and as such well acquainted with the facts

of the case.

2, The above Writ Petition is filed aggrieved by the action of the
Respondents, more particularly, Respondent Nos.3 to 6 in failing to take
immediate and necessary action and the steps thereto, as mandated
under law pursuant to the registration of FIR.N0.16/2020 dated
16.04.2020, and FIR.N0.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 on the file of
Respondent No.6 for offences of Sections 505(2) and 506 of IPC
against the offenders, and the Respondent Nos. 7-9, more particularly,
Respondent No.9, in failing to act against the Respondent Nos.10 to 18,
under the social networking platforms are being utilised and

where
abused for creating ill-will and hatred against the Petitioner herein in the

mind and eye of the Public, and for other consequential reliefs. The

above Writ Petition is preferred by the administrative side of this Hon’ble

Court.

3. Brief Facts of the case are as follows. \./
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4. It is submitted that the Petitioner herein being the Hon'ble High
Court, one of the three pillars of democracy, off-late had come under
scathing attack from a section of social media circles, with the recent
one, being unprecedented on 23,05.2020, where under the social media
circles were agog, commenting unabated on the three Judgments
delivered by this Hon'ble Court, which is incriminating and defamatory in

nature, attracting the provisions of IPC and IT Act, 2000.

5. It is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner herein on
16.04.2020 registered/ lodged complaint with the Respondent No.5
against some unknown persons who had posted defamatory material
against a learned Hon'ble Judge of the Hon'ble High Court of Andhra
Pradesh, making wild, baseless and untenable statements in his
account of Twitter (arrayed as Respondent Nos.10 & 11) and sought for
immediate action, more particularly, to trace the said culprits, and to
take steps for removal of defamatory material in the said Twitter
account, which insults the Judiciary, amounting to grave abuse of the
free speech and expression and access to social media. Pursuant to the

said complaint, FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 for offences attracting

Sections 505(2) and 506 of IPC, naming three persons as Accused.

6. Since, the said defamatory comments on platforms provided by
Respondent Nos.10 to 18 continued unabated, the Petitioner once
again, on 18.04.2020 registered/ lodged complaint. The said complaint
was received and the same was registered as FIR.No.17/2020 dated
18.04.2020 for offences attracting Sections 505(2) and 506 of IPC,

naming four persons as Accused. The statement of the deponent were

W
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recorded on 01.05.2020 as part of investigation, and the relevant
material was submitted by the deponent to the Respondent No.6. While,
the Pelitioner was awaiting information of the progress of the
investigation, since, the same concerns the image of the Judiciary,
which is one of the three npillars of this democratic Nation; the
Respondent No.5 vide letter dated 13.05.2020 communicates to the
Petitioner herein that e-nofices were sent to the Nodal Officers of
Respondent Nos.10 and 12, to furnish the registration particulars of the
Facebook accounts of the Accused persons, to establish their identity
and to access the IP logs of their respective accounts. Further, request
was made as under Section 79(3) (b) of the IT Act, 2000 to delete the
incriminating posts and comments made by the accused persons and
also to preserve the same as under Section 67-C of IT Act, 2000 for the

purpose of investigation.

7. It is submitted that in response to the said e-notices, the
Respondent No.12 replied requesting for formal legal process for any
records that is issued from a court of competent jurisdiction and as such,
letters of request for mutual legal assistance are being prepared by the
Respondent Nos.5 & 6 to comply with the demands made by
Respondent No.12. Since then, the Petitioner was not informed or put
on notice in respect of any progress made in the investigation
undertaken in FIR.Nos. 16 and 17 dated 16.04.2020 and 18.04.2020
respectively. It is relevant to submit herein that the FIRs conveniently fail

to mention provisions of IT Act, 2000, and Section 153A of IPC, which is

attracted prima facie. |
\JM
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8. It is relevant to mention herein that the tweets/ posts/ comments
and videos have travelled beyond mere offensive speech,
encompassing speech which is insulting, derogatory, discriminatory,
provocative or even such that it incites and encourages use of violence
or results in violent backlashes. The said comments and posts are
disturbing the harmony and order in society at large, amounting to hate
speech, which is of heinous type of hate crime causing direct physical

and psychological harm to the Institution and its believers.

9. Be that as it may, this Hon'ble Court during its course of
business, delivered three Judgments/ pronounced three Orders on
22.05.2020, which allegedly triggered the trollers into an overdrive to
comment, attack and taint this Hon'ble Court, which amounts to sheer
intimidation and brow-beating this Hon'ble Court. Inspite of registration
of two FIRs attracting offences of IPC, the same does not deter the
trollers and netizens from attacking the Judiciary, which amounts to
defamation and contempt of court. Hence, the above Writ Petition, with
reliefs sought as against Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 and also against
Respondent Nos. 7 to 9, since, the Ministry inter-alia, seeks to promote
e-Governance and enhance role of the Nation in Internet Governance.
Further, it is also the nodal ministry for policy matters relating to
information technology, the internet and matters relating to Cyber laws,
administration of the IT Act and other IT related laws. It is submitted that
as such, the Ministry is also responsible for ensuring that arbitrary and
illegal actions of an intermediaries, such as Respondent Nos.10 to 18 do

not result in the infringement of the fundamental rights and violation of

any of the statutory laws of the Nation. \)“\J\_/\/v\&v(_[/

Scanned with CamScanner



10. It is submitted that Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 are online social
networking and micro-blogging websites, with active users all over the
world, and about 60 — 70 million users in India. Over the years, the
Respondent Nos.10 to 18, more particularly, Respondent Nos.10-15 and
17 have emerged as one of the largest media of communication across
the world and in India, as well. At the outset, it is submitted that though
the said Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 are private entities, they discharge
public function, i.e., dissemination of and access to information, and as
such, are amenable to the jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Court as under

Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

11.  On legal advise, it is respectfully submitted that the above Writ

Petition raises important questions regarding the nature, scope and

applicability of fundamental rights to an Institution, which is one of the
three pillars of this Democratic Nation, and specifically, it raises the
issue of whether multi-national corporations/ companies, discharging a

public function by serving millions of users, while making profit, are

amenable to constitutional scrutiny for their actions.

12.  On legal advise, itis respectfully submitted that under Article 226,

A Writ can be issued to “any person of authority”, including private

bodies; it can be issued for the enforcement of fundamental rights or “for

any other purposes’. The words “any person or authority” used in Article

226 are not to be confined only to statutory authorities and
instrumentalities of the State. They may cover any other person or body

performing public duty. A Writ can be issued for the performance of a
AN
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public duty that may be imposed by statute, charter, common law,
custom or even contract. Reliance is placed on the Judgment reported
in (1989) 2 SCC 691 [Andi Mukta Sadguru Shree Muklajee Vandas
Swami Suvarna Jayanti Mahotsav Smarak Trust v. V.R.Rudani], and
(2015) 16 SCC 530 [Janet Jeypaul v. SRM University]. An activity/
function of a body can be said to be a public function, for the purposes
of scrunity by a Writ Court when to seeks to achieve some collective
benefit for the public or acts in furtherance of social or economic affairs
in the interest of the public. Reliance is placed on the Judgments
reported in (2005) 6 SCC 657 [Binny Ltd. v. Sadasivan] and (2015) 3

SCC 251 [BCCl v. Cricket Association of Bihar].

13.  Itis humbly submitted that the internet has proved its potential to
empower, educate and create global communities. It offers the means
for any individual to participate in a free flow of information and ideas
with others across the world. Social media includes web-based sites for
social networking and micro-blogging, through which users can create
communities to share information, ideas, personal messages, etc.
Unlike any other medium of communications, such as radio, television
and printed publications, which are based on one-way transmission of
information, platforms, such as Twitter, facilitate participatory information
sharing and collaboration. Users are not passive recipients, but active
publishers of information. By enabling individuals to exchange
information and ideas instantaneously and inexpensively across national
borders, social media sites allow access to information and knowledge
that was previously unattainable, and infact, portraying the image of the

Nation on the World canvas. Therefore, since, these websites and
\/‘\\/\/\/\AJ\{,,
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online messaging platforms are serving as a madium for the citizens to
communicate and exchange their grievances, concems and ideas, it
seres as a source of news and information and as such, amounts to
performing public function and is amenable to the jurisdiction of this

Hon'ble Court as under Article 226.

14. It is respectfully submitted with absolutely “no holds barred” reach
and access to the netizens and with no restrictions or guidelines framed
for conducting one-self on the online platforms, the same is put to gross
abuse of access, leading to maligning individuals and institutions formed
and carved by the Constitution of India. While, the individuals can refute,
deny and voice their opinion either in defence or offence, unfortunately,
the institutions, more paricularly, the Judiciary is left rudderless and
defenceless. At the outset, the question that is raised in the above Writ
Petition, the unabated criticism of this Hon'ble Court, with trollers
conveniently accessing the Respondent Nos. 10 to 15 to comment using
unparliamentary and unpardonable language of their choice, and the
Respondent No.17 available to voice opinions (visual media), which can
be viewed and commented upon. There seems to be no guidelines or
limits placed on criticism on the three pillars of the State, more
particularly, the Judiciary. With the availability of Law Of Contempt, does
the said mechanism suffice for initiating necessary action in view of the
technology outburst and causes of action, traversing beyond borders.
Infact, in the instant case, the posts/ tweets/ comments and audio &
visual contents prima facie attract the offence of Section 153A of the
IPC, but, unfortunately, none of the State Agencies, neither the

Respondent Nos. 1 to 6 nor Respondent Nos. 7 to @ and 19 failed to
k A\ R \/\’,,_v\_l\' _
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invoke Section 153A of 1PC againat the said tollers, Mote particularly, in
. N
the instant case, both of the FIRs egistered fall to Invoke Soction 163A

of IPC and provisions of 1T Act, 2000,

15, On legal advise, it is submitted that the constitutional position of
the Judiciary is independent and fundamentally ditforent, with the
Judiciary being an independent pillar of estate, constitutionally
mandated to exercise the judicial authority of the State foarlossly, and
impartially. The doctrine of separation of powers mentions the Judiciary
to stand on equal footing with the Executive and Legislative, but in terms
of political, financial or military powers, it cannot hope to compete. Itis in
these terms by far, the weakest of the three pillars, with no ground to
defend or voice its opinion; yet its manifest independence and authority
are essential. Having no constituency, no purse and no sword, the
Judiciary must rely on moral authority. Without such authority, it cannot
perform its wvital function as the interpreter and protector of the
Constitution of India, the arbiter in disputes between the organs of the
State and ultimately, as lthe conscience and watchkeeper of the basic

structure of the Constitution.

16. It is submitted that the Judiciary, particularly, the Courts have
over the years developed a method of functioning, a self-discipline and a
restraint which, although, it differs from jurisdiction to jurisdiction, has a
number of essential characteristics. The mosl important is that Judges
speak in Court and only in Court. They are not at liberly to defend or
even debate their decisions in public. It requires little imagination to

appreciate that the alternative would be chaotic. More over, as a matter
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of general policy, all judicial proceedings are conducted in open court, to

which every body has free access and can witness the process of its

resolution. All decisions of judicial bodies are as a matter of course

announced in public; and, as a matter of virtually invariable practice,

reasons are automatically and publically given for judicial decisions in

contested matters. All courts of any consequence are obliged to

maintain records of their proceedings and to retain them for subsequent

scrutiny. Ordinarily, the decisions of Courts are subject to appeal and

review at the higher level, which is again debated and judgment is

pronounced publicly. This manner of conducting the business of the

Courts is intended to enhance public confidence, it is the people of this

nation who have to believe in the integrity of their Judges, otherwise,

without such trust, the Judiciary cannot function dispassionately. And

where the Judiciary fails to discharge its duties, the rule of law takes an
automatic death. Because of the importance of preserving public trust in
the Judiciary and because of the reticence required for it to perform its
arbitral rile, special safeguards have been in existence for many
centuries to protect the judiciary against vilification, and one of the
protective devices is to deter disparaging remarks calculated to bring the
judicial process into disrepute. Infact, when a case is reserved for orders
either by the Learned Trial Judge or by the Hon'ble Judge of the High
Court, till the same is pronounced, unnecessary comments are made on
the various social media groups under the supervision of Respondent

Nos. 10 to 18, which affects psychologically and mindset of the

concerned. L\{\J\'/W&(‘/ -
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17.  Therefore, there exists a positive obligation on the State to aid
the exercise of the rights as under Article 19 (1) and accordingly, invoke
the restrictions as under Article 19 (2); given that most of the
communication services over the internet are operated and maintained
by private companies, the private sector has gained unprecedented
influence over access to information. It is necessary and just that the
Respondent Nos. 1 to 9 act immediately, as its fundamental duty, to
restrain and restrict the users and netizens from continuing with the
unabated and unprecedented attack on this Hon'ble Court on the
platforms of Respondent Nos. 10 to 18. The various comments on the
platforms of Respondent Nos. 10 to 15 and excerpts of the comments
made on the visual media platforms of Respondent Nos. 16 to 18 are
enclosed to the above Writ Petition as material papers. The failure of the
Respondent Nos. 1 to 9 & 19 to cease and desist the social media

platforms, i.e., the Respondent Nos.10 to 18, constrains the Petitioner

herein to file the above Writ Petition

18. Itis submitted that Section 79(2)(c) read with Sectlion 87(2)(zg) of
the Information Technology Act authorises the Respondent Nos. 7 to 9
to prescribe guidelines to intermediaries, however, no guidelines to that
effect have been laid down. Further, the privacy policies of the
Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 also do not lay down any protective or
restrictive measures towards such vilification. Thus, in the absence of

statutory remedy, the Petitioner herein invokes Article 226 in the

absence of effective alternative remedy, for a relief of direction to the

Respondents Nos. 10 to 18 to immediately cease and desist the variO\s/\/
{

\Nsea
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users who are causing disrepute to the Judiciary, particularly, the

Petitioner herein.

19.  ltis reliably learnt that the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India had
sought for the Central Government to frame rules to regulate hate
speech, fake news, defamatory posts and anti-national activities on
social media platforms, and to protect the “sovereignty of the State,
privacy of an individual and prevention of illegal activities”, granted three
months to file an affidavit. The government stated that there had been
an exponential increase in such messages and posts and greater
control of the internet and social media platforms were needed to help
protect national security. Therefore, since its an emerging field, and
while, the Law Commission is seized of the issue concerning the Hate
Speech in the current circumstances, it is just and necessary that the

extra-ordinary jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Court is invoked.

20. It is respectfully submitted that unless or until this Hon'ble Court
directs the Respondent Nos.10 to 18 to immediately remove/ take down
the tweets/ posts/ comments/ audios & videos concerning this Hon'ble
Court uploaded or posted over last few weeks, and to further direct the
Respondents to cease and desist any tweets/ posts/ comments/ audios
& videos concerning this Hon'ble Court henceforth, otherwise, the
Petitioner will be put to irreparable loss, grave injustice and injury. The
balance of convenience lies in favour of the Petitioner, and prima facie
case is made out for grant of the interim relief. Thus, unless urgent

orders are passed, the Petitioner will be put to irreparable loss and

injury. \,"\\‘\/\/\A\/\/
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21, Against the said action of the Respondents, Petitioner has no
other alternative remedy than to approach this Hon'ble Court under

Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

22.  The Petitioner has not filed any other Writ Proceedings before

any other court or Authority praying the same relief sought for in this

Writ Petition.

23.  The alternative or inconsistent pleas if any are taken without
prejudice to each other and the Pelitioner reserve the right to raise

additional grounds/pleas at the time of hearing.

24.  Therefore, it is prayed that this Hon'ble Court in the interests of
justice be pleased to issue an appropriate writ or order or direction more

particularly in the nature of nature of “Writ of Mandamus”,

A. To declare the action of the Respondent Nos.2 to 6 in
failing to act progressively and to take necessary action and to
invoke the appropriate provisions of law, as mandated, pursuant
to the registration of FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020, and
FIR.N0.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 on the file of Respondent No.6
against the said offenders, as being illegal, arbitrary and
unconstitutional, and in violation of provisions of Criminal

Procedure Code and Information Technology Act, 2000, and

\/\)\/\/\»«!\.\,—
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B. To deciare the action of the Respondent Nos.7-@ & 19,
mere particuarly, Rescondent Nos.@ & 19, in failing to act against
the Respondent Nos 10 10 18, where under the social networking
piatiorms are being utiised and abused for creating ill-will and
hatred against the Petitioner herein in the mind and eye of the
Public, as being ilegal, arbitrary, unconstitutional and in violation
of provisions of IPC, Cr.P.C. and 1.T Act, 2000, thereby securing

protection to the Judiciary, and

C. To declare the action of the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 and 19
in failing to frame quidelines for the intermediaries in compliance
of Section 78(2)(c) read with Section 87(2)(zg) of the Information
Technology Act which autherises the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 and
18 to prescribe guidelines to intermedianes, thereby securing

certain protection to the Judidiary, and

D. Conseguently, in the alternative, transfer the investigation
in FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 and FIR.N0.17/2020 dated
18.04.2020 to any other competent investigating Agency under
the supervision and control of Respondent No.7, or direct the
Respondent Nos. 2 to 5 to act progressively and take necessary

steps pursuant to the registration of said FIRs and

E. Consequently, to direct Respondent Nos.7 to 9 to frame
guidelines for the intermediaries in compliance of Section 79(2)(c)

read with Section 87(2)(zg) of the Information Technology Act

L \\\ N \«\Ik L
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which authorises the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 to prescribe

guidelines to intermediaries,

E: Consequently, to direct the Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 to
devise self-regulatory framework to prohibit the posting of
defamatory, incriminatory and abusive contents on their

respective platforms with respect to Judiciary in India, and

G.  Consequently to direct the Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 to
forthwith remove all such posts/ comments/ tweets/ videos and
those contents which are defamatory, incriminatory and abusive
in nature pertaining to this Hon'ble Court as reported in the said
FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 and FIR.N0.17/2020 dated
18.04.2020 on the file of Respondent No.6, in consultation with
the Petitioner herein and further desist and cease any such posts/
comments/ tweets/ videos and those contents which are
defamatory, incriminatory and abusive in nature pertaining to this

Hon'ble Court, and

H.  Pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble Court may

deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

25.  Pending disposal, in the interim it is respectfully prayed that this
Hon'ble Court in the interest of justice be pleased to direct the
Respondent Nos.10 to 18 to cease and desist such posts/ comments/
tweets/ videos and those contents which are defamatory, incriminatory

and abusive in nature pertaining to this Hon'ble Court within their

iy
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- ; ; T i
spective operations within the territorial limits of India in respect of

thei ' . :

1eir online social media platforms, and pass such other order or orders

as this Hon'ble Court deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the

case.

26. i i : b T
Pending disposal, in the Interim, it is respectfully prayed that this

Hon'ble Court in the interest of justice, be pleased to direct the
Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 to forthwith remove all such posts/
comments/ tweets/ videos and those contents which are defamatory,
incriminatory and abusive in nature pertaining to this Hon'ble Court as
réported in the said FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 and
FIR.N0.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 on the file of Respondent No.6, in
consultation with the Petitioner herein and further desist and cease any
such posts/ comments/ tweets/ videos and those contents which are
defamatory, incriminatory and abusive in nature pertaining to this
Hon'ble Court, and pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble

Court deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

27. Pending disposal, in the interim, it is respectfully prayed that this
Hon'ble Court in the interest of justice, be pleased to direct the
Respondent Nos.2 to 6, 7 to 8 and 19 to forthwith identify the offenders,
their IP address and take necessary steps as mandated under Cr.P.C,

in pursuance of FIR.No.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 and FIR.No0.17/2020

dated 18.04.2020, and pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble

Court deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the case. M

Solemnly affirm and signed \c/v{Z l1/

On this 25" Day of May, 2020. efore ni Pt Y.’;{‘TP
Aduocate Amaravathl *‘*” Court of i Pragesh

oy {
\S5IS 1 . area Pradesi.
- 1ot
tiak, O
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VERIFICATION

I, B.Rajasekhar, Aged about 58 years, S/o.Late Venkata Rao,
Currently Working as Registrar General (FAC), High Court of Andhra
Pradesh at Amaravati, having sworn to the Affidavit in the presence of
an Advocate, at Amaravati, as such acquainted with the facts do hereby
verify and state the contents of the affidavit and the prayer filed in
support of the Writ Petition are true to my personal knowledge,
information and based on legal advice believed to be correct. Verified on

this the 25" Day of May, 2020.

:'\M‘i@%w@ﬂ_ Dl

ovqle
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER DEPONENT '
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B. RAJASEKHAR
REGISTRAR GENERAL

AMARAVATI,
Dt: 16.04.2020.

To

The Superintendent of Police,
Cyber Crimes - CID,
Amaravati, Andhra Pradesh.

Dear Madam,

SUB:-Complaint regarding posting of defamatory material in the
Twitter (social networking site) against Hon’ble Sri Justice M.
Satyanarayana Murthy, Judge, High Court of Andhra Pradesh
by (1) Kondnrcddy(llmnircddy YSRCP shared by Sudheer
Pamula and (2) Man; Annapureddy on 15.04.2020 in
Gunturmahanagaram group — Regarding,

-00o-

As directed, I am 10 inform you that some unknown persons in
the name of Knmlm'cddydlmnircddy YSRCP has posted defamatory
material against Hon'ble Sy Justice: M. Satyanarayana Murthy,
Judge, High Court of Andhra Pradesh in Twitter in telugu which has
been shared by Sudheer Pamula which reads as follows: ;
“the Judge by name Malluyolu Satayanarapana Murthi
who las given the judgment today in A.P. High Court
deprived the poor people 1o ger English Medium
Education. He was appointed by Chandrababu. There is
a rumour that he is the one who is also dealing with the
case of Election Commissioner”

I am also to inform you that another post has been posted by
Mani- Annapureddy in telugu in Twitter account which reads as
follows:

A caste Judge written a judgment in English that English
Medium Schools should not be run in the State, Days are not
too far for these kind of stupids that they will be slapped with
cheppals. Black coat thieves are not entitled for Honour”
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I have been dircctcd.by Hon'ble The Chicf Justice _lo'rcc_\u:::
you to register a case under appropriate Section c?f Law. 1nv n’:sugher
into the matter, trace out the culprits, furnish their names Em;j 'Olthe
particulars and take steps for removal of defamatory material 11
Twiltter account, as the same is nothing but an insult to the J udlClal.'}’};
You are also requested to furnish a report o the I-hgh C_O\m “;1(;-
regard to the action taken in order to take further steps in this regard.

1 am enclosing the photocopies of defamatory material which
has been posted in the Twitter account.
Yours sincerely, '
\}N\/\/\/xk | .
REGISTRAR GENERAL \e X
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Translation :

This is the Judge by name Mallavolu Sutyanarayana Murthy who
has given the judgment today in A.P.High Court depriving the poor
people to get English medium education. He was appointed by
Chandrababu.

Itis being rumored that he is the one who is also dealing with the

case of Election Commissioner.
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Translation :

The caste Judge, who wrote the judgment in English that English
Medium schools should not run in the State. Days are not too far
when this Kind of stupids are going to be slapped with chappals.

‘The black coat thieves are no longer entitled 1o be honoured.
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AMARAVATI,
B.RAJASEKHAR DT:17.04.2020
REGISTRAR GENERAL
To

The Superintendent of Police,
Cyber Crimes-CID,
Amaravati, Andhra Pradesh.

Respected sir,

SUB:  Complaint regarding defamatory and scandalous material posted In the Social
Netwarking site face book/twitter against the Hon'ble Judges of the High Court who
delivered judgments in English Medium Education In Government Schools -
Regarding.

REF:  Complaint dated 16.04.2020 sent to the Superintendent of Police, CID, Cyber Crimes,
Government of Andhra Pradesh, Amaravathl,
-00-

In continuation to the complaint dated 16.04.2020 sent to you, as directed by the Hon'ble the
Chief Justice, | am to inform you that unknown persons In the name of Aadarsh Pattepu and Manli
Annapureddy, Abhishek Reddy and Siva Reddy posted defamatory and scandalous material in the
Social Networking site face book/twitter against the Judges of the High Court of Andhra Pradesh, who
delivered the judgment in a case relating to English Medium Education In Government schools.

1am to inform you that today i.e., on 17.04.2020 some more postings have been made In the
social networking sites (facebook/twitter) in Telugu and some portlon of the same Is translated
hereunder:

“The Judges are interfering with the development of poor children and they should

be removed. The material also shows that there is a Blg mafia golng on and English

Medium schools In Andhra Pradesh is a big business and annual turnover Is more

than Rs.10,000 crores. Crores of rupees have changed hands to get the judgment.

“They have to see as to how Sisupala was punished”,

(The copy of the material which has been posted in the soclal networking sites Is enclosed.)

| am directed by the Hon'ble the Chief Justice to request you to register a case under
appropriate section of law and investigate into the case. You are also requested to trace out the
culprits who have posted the defamatory and scandalous material and Inform the detalls to the High
Court at the earliest along with your report.

Yours sincerely,

U,

(B.RAJASEKHAR) \‘)] Y ’ )
Encl; Coples of the matter containing the defamatory and scandalous materlal with English translation,

Copy to : The Addl. Director General of Police, CID, Amaravatl, Andhra Pradesh.
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;/";'.‘\;‘ AP.P.M
: F1 Lialr S
1@ 5 RST INFORMATION REPORT order 470
\\j_):;‘ (Under Section 154 Cr. P.C) Form No:
. DI ———— Date_ |
st . .
. | cunrug |75 CIPAP, | Yer: 2020 | FIR No: 16 12020 |5 04,2020
AMARAVATHI,
" MANGA
N T LAGIRI .
© N Act ]
‘\3 — sections: Ujs 505(2) & 506)IPC S
« {(a)General Diary Time:
Reference: Entry No: Vol =1 23:00 hrs
(b)Occurrence of | ..
Offence: Prior to 16-04-2020
(€) Information G.D. Page
received at .04. i No. 141
e Dol 16+04-2020 at 23:00 hrs
Station:
| & |Drped English typed complaint
| l Information: nglish typed complain
5. | Place of Occurrence: | Amaravathi & other places
(2)Direction and , '
Distance from P.S. 25 Kms towards west.
(b)Address: | Amaravathl & other places Beat No: NIL
(c) 1n case outside The name of P.5.: NIL District: NIL
limit of this Police
Station:
| 6 Complainant/Informant. B.Raja Sckhar, Registrar Genﬁral, High Court of AP.
| |Cetino. -
(a) Father’s Name: =
(b) Date, Year of Birth / Age: -
(c) Nationality: - Indian
7. | Details of known /suspected / unknown /accused with full particulars,
1) Kendareddy Dhamireddy, YSRCP (Tvitter Account)
2) Mani Annapareddy (Twitter Account)
3) Sudheer Pamula of gunturmahanagar and some others.|
8. |Reasons for celay In reporting by the Complainant/Informant. Nil
9. | Particulars of properties involved: (Attach separale sheet, f required): NIl
10. | Total value of propertics involved: - il
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11 Inques R a
R T e L y ural Death ase No., if any. - th

12, | F.L.R. Co
ntents (Attached complaint report): On 16-04-2020 at 23:00 hrs ;

received a '
English typed report from Sri B.Raja Sekhar, Registrar General, H:Qh‘

Court of AP gtali
in :
Kondareddy D% 9 that, as directed some unknovin persons in te name of !

Stl Justice M. g;{:ﬂ‘:z ISRCP has posted defamatory material against Hon‘b_le |
Twitter in Teldgu whiclr l?a i Jge, Hugh ot cf Andhrq Pwdgsr.] ","
follows: = The neipy 3s been shared by Sudheer pamula vehich rgad: .aa
judgment today in AP ':'in:née Mkl Stianbevaii aoru vk ha} given e
Education. He \vas ap oig t dOun deprived the poor people to get English Mr.-—d‘um .
one who is alko deali‘:; nted by Chandra Babu. There s  rumour that he is th&j
another post hbs been g with the ca?e of Election Commissioner.“‘And furthe:
which reads as fol p,ofmd by Mani Annapureddy in Telugu in Tvitter g:ccunt
English Mcdiujn s r.]ows. A caste Judge viritten 2 judgment in English H:al
hessopiet p i ¢ oal should ngt be run in the state. Days are not 100 lgr for
PR e upids that they will be slapped wiith cheppals. Black coat thieves
e itled for honour” and requested to registrar a case and investigate into j
er andl take steps to find out the culprits, remove defamatory material |
and furnish their names to the High Court, enclosed photo copies of defamatory :
materlal. The original complaint enclosed hereviith. .
13. | Action Taken: Received a English typed report submitted by Sti B.Raja Sekhar, !
Registrar General, High Court of AP submitted on 16-04-2020 at 23:00 hrs 2nd |
as per the ingtructions Issued by the ADGP, CID., AP., Mangalagiri proceedings '
vide C.No.1827/C-75/C1D/2020, dated:-16.04.2020, a case vide Cr.No.16/2020 |
U/s 505(2) & 506 1PC was registered in CID, Head Quarters PS, r{IangaIagiri, AP.!
Original FIR \:ith copies of enclosures forwarded to The Hon'ble V1= Addl. Junior !
Civil Judge Caurt, Guntur and copy of FIR sent to the L.O. S.Antonyraj, Inspactor !
of Police, CCPS, CID Head Quarters, AP, Mangalagiri for investigation.
14. | F.L.R. read over to the Complainant / Informant, admitted by him to b2 correct

and a copy Of[FIR given to the Complainant / informant on free of cost.
15. | Date and Time of dispatch to the Court: 17-04-2020 at 11:00 hrs |

D i
Slgnalun%f the officer-in rge?,JJ

Police Station with
Name: Sri M.Raja Rao, DSP, CID, AP.

|

Number, If any: DSP — 3025
senior Executive Officer
C.1.D., A.P., Mangalagirl.

Report received through special messenger
Hence signature net obtained

Signature / Thumb Impression of the
Complainant/information
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<o |
St
&) )} FIRST INFORMATION REPORT AP.P.M,
N Order 470
iy (Under Section 154 cr, P.C) Form No:
| AMARAvmm' 20 |FIR Mot 17/2020 | 0 045090
1
] Act
Sectlons; U/s 505(2) & 506
3. (3)Generg) Diary Lellbidin
Relerenge, Entry No: Vol - | Time:
| 12:00 hrs
(b)OCCU“'anC O'
Offence: Prior o 18-04-2020
(©) Information
received at G.D. Page No.
the Police 18-04-2020 at 12:00 hrs 145
) Station:
4. T)'pc of En li A
glish typed complaint through e-mail g
Information: €id@ap.qov.in). plaint through e-mall (to cybercrimes: I "
5. | Place of Occurrence: | Amaravathi & other places
(2)Direction and
Distance from P.5. 25 Kms towards west.
(b)Address: | Amaravathi & cther places Beat No: NIL |
(c)In case outside The name of P.S.: NIL District: NIL ]
limit of this Police
I Station:
* . | Complainant/Informant. B.Raja Sekhar, Registrar General, High Court of AP.
Cell No. - |
(a) Father's Name: - .
! (b) Date, Year of Birth / Age: - .
(c) Nationality: - Indian
7. | Detalls of known /suspected / unknown Jaccused with full particulars.
1) Aadarsh Pattapu |
2) Mani Annapureddy
3) Abhishek Reddy
4) Siva Reddy and some others.

Reasons [or delay in reporting by the Complainant/Informant:  Nil

Particulars of properties Involved: (Attach separate sheet, If required): Nil __J

y anned

TR A e R s
™)
'3 Y - -t o -
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wi e

giscanner, - it o
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10, | Totol value of properties lavatied: - il =

TL. | Inquest Repert 7 Un-tidlueal Death case Ko, : 0 57804202

12 | F.LLR. Contents (Attai—tfc(l complaint rfDO")s'ckhar' pegistrar General, High |

econed a Fagish typed repsrt frem St B.A30 otinuation (o the complamnt

Court of A thraugh e-mal stabng . 8¢ ;ch Chief Justice, High Court |
gated 16 04.2020 sent 10 you, as drected by the mn( Asdarsh Patteou and MaN
of AP, irform that urknown Fersons in the nane fi’ (efematory and scandalous .
Annapureddy, Abhishoh Reddy end Siva Redey PDSW’- Jaainst the judges of tre
matena! n taa Social Retaorking ste (328 bopk / :\w“mnc?u in a case relating to
High Count ¢f Anchia Pradesh, who deweered 1N !Jdg:\ 17.04,2020 scme more |
Englsh Mecdum Educauen In Goveramant S(ncc"‘ ; ( CU(;O"Z/CWMC') In Telugu
posting have been made in tre scadl networking She (ot 1. The Judges 0"3’
and some gorton cf the same 15 translated ne'eunder-', no difference if they
intarfenng w.th the development cf poor chiceen and:hcle e a2 blg business n-
centinue or rot. Remove them. 2. [nghsh Hedum ;,cnools . 4 Crores. Mapor
Anzmra Pracesh and annudl turn0.er 1 MEFC 3 g Thnu?ﬂn Sri C.n.a lanya
perbon of (ha Lusingss 15 caned €7 by ex-TDP .'-1m'lsli'l i o nshiluticns )cly
institutions and Guntur Bashyam Schodls. The institutions ALE e l-‘ the above |
{ Crandratobu Haidu. Crores of 1upees have changed hands (0 .Qfgisu e-!a sl
jucgmen.3. \We have lo nat and see the count down 35 0 ho"TDD Dt: t
punished. 4. All vansfer game start shortly. 5. Opposition 15 not ut it is |
Khamm3a Media and Judges and recuesied © register a Case under apprD":“el
'sm.-:m =0 )aw arg investigaie 0 Ihe La5C Fyther quucs:cc? to trace cut the
ho =ave posted tne cafamatory and canda'ays material and infa'm the

Ul o
detads 10 the tugh Court. The cniginal complaint enciosed herewith.

13. | Action Taken: Recewed a English typed recont submitted by Sre B.Raja Sekhar,
Regstrar General, Hign Court of AP 01 15-04-2020 at 12:00 nrs through e-mal and
ag per the Instruchions 155ued O the ADGP, CID,, AP, Maﬂga'ﬁgm praceedings vide
C.No.1828/C-75/C1D/2020, datcd -12.04.2020, a case vide Cr.rlo.l.7/2020:
Urs 505(2) & 505 1PC was registered in CID, Head Quarters PS, Ma‘r:galaq n AP
;Ongmal FIR with copes cf enclasues forviarced o The Honle VIT AdCl Jumicr f
Cil Judge Court, Guniuf and copy o' FIR sent to the 1.0, S.Antonyra), Inspector cf
Potice, Cyber Crimes Poce Statizn, CID Head Quarters, AP, Mangalagin ’Of:
' investigation. ' .
T | F.IR. read over to the Complalnant / Inormanl, admitted by him to be correct and |
| a copy of FIR glven to the Complain2nt / informant on free of cost. ~

™ Gmail

2020 at 12:00 hrs

|

-t

=5 ! Date and Time of cispatch to the Ceurt: 18-04-2020 at 14:00 hrs

T fﬂ:af)/‘ylx o

Signatun\t: the Sificer-In-cifar Sollices
poice Station wisanior Execut!v®

Hame: Sri M Ra)$ L) bﬁ’: Efﬁ?ge'?""

Number, if any. DSP - 3025

Report 1eceived through e-mal!
Hence sipnature nol oZtyined

Signature / Thumb impression of the
Complainant/Information
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My Crime m,ap wepa il oogle unn'lull-'u0?-\‘nblm~l!hﬁ«l\i¢u~rm""

Jt
'\" Gmaijl .

e —

0. RAJASEKHAR <roglstrargoneralaphc@gmait.com>

Cr.Nos. 1
:"‘isases 2020 & 1712020 of Cyber Crime PS, CID, AP

g s ClID ap <
° “’9““0'3«»-:3';;“‘«&}:‘:5‘&*“@” govin> Wed, Apr 29, 2020 ot 10.54 Al

Resdected Se,

| .
":'\;\»: U3l 1 am (he Investgaten Offcer v Cr No 167070 & 1772020 of Cyber Crime PS, CID,
g st 3: e ".EK\‘W. Qe &y y O e the poshirg of aelamatory matenal in the sacial

¥ A3 Hoate S Sustce A Salyanarayany Murtny, Judge, High Cout1 of Andhra Pradesh.

AP wikeh part
Aot

Wihresargta e abeve, | request you 1o king!

eraN '
e me g Cxamae you I may ingly be inbmated the da

¥ Give me an appointment, at your convenience o
‘e and place ta meel you, sir,

m)t",\:cv you. Sa
Yours fasntfulty,

(S Anthony Ray) s
lnspecior of Poiice

CCPS.CID, AP .‘-

Mangalagn

8. RAJASEKHAR «rpg stiageneraaphe@smal coms Wed. Apr 29, 2020 at 531 PM
73 Cyves Cnmes CiD AP «Cybercnmes-caZJap govin>

Se.

:
.%

e
e ="

Heabie Registrar Genera! informed that he Investigation OMficer in CrNo. 16 012020 and 17 of 2020 can
meel tha Registrar General n between 11:00am 0500 pm onall working days In the High Courl.
Fheees wa Ndje]
From

PS 13 Repistrar Genera!
H'GH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
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CASE DIARY.
PARY- I

Cyder Crime Podice Station Cr.No, 1672020 GID, A.P, Mangalogir

Qlfenca Ws Seg 505 () 8 506 10C,

' Date and Place of Examination. On 01-05.2020, In the Oo the Rogistrar General of
Che High Court of Andhia Pradesh, Amaravalhi, Nelapadu, AP,

Statement of 81 B Raja Sekhar, Registrar General, High Count of AP, Armsraei,
Nelapado, Andhra Pradesh.

I am tho Registrar General of the High Cout of Andhm Pradesh. On 15-04-

200, threa persons namely 1) Kondaeddy Dhanireddy YSRCP 2) Manl Annapureddy,
3) Sudheer Pamua had posted defamatory material against Hon'ble St Justice
M Satyanarayana Murthy, Judge, High Court of Andhra Pradesh In their Facebook
accounts pertaining to a judgment delivered in a case rolating to English Med[um
Education in government Schools. In fact, the judgement was not dolivered by Hon ble

S dustice M. Satyanarayana Murthy.

Rondareddy Dhanireddy had made the following defamatory and dls.pamglng
pasting 1 his Facebook account in telogu and the translation of it in English is as
follows -

“The Judge by name Mallavolu Satyanarayana Murthi who has given the

judgement today in A.P. High Court deprived the poor people lo get English Medium
Education. He was appointed by Chandra Babu. There is a rumour that he is tha one

who is also dealing with the case of Election commissioner™

The above posting made by Kendareddy Dhanireddy was shared by Sudheer
Pamula in @ Facebook group "gunturmahanagaram® on the same day l.e., 15-04-2020.

Mani Annopureddy had made 8 posting in Telugu In his Facebook account
whose translation In English Is os follows:

*A casle Judga wrillen o Judgment In English that English Medium Schools
should not be run in the Stale. Days aro nol (oo far (or these kind of stuplds that they
will be slapped with cheppals. Black coat thicves ars not enlilled for Honour"

As such, on the direclions ol the Hon'ble Chlef Justice of the High Court of
Anchra Pradesh, | lodged a repert against tho above three persons so that a case under
appropnate Seclion of Law bo registered against them, to invesligale Into the matter,
trace out the culprits, fumnish their names and other particulars and take steps lor
removal of defamatory material in the Twiller account, as the same Is nothing bul an
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also requesled Ihe police 1o furnish a report to the High Court

insull 1o the Judiclary. |

Wih regard to the action laken in order to 1ake furthor steps in Ihis ragard and | also
Gnt;losed the three pholo copies of defamalory matorlal which has bo_on posted In the
Twilter account. The three accused parsons had made the incriminaling comments In

thelr Facebook accounts but in my original report to the Police, | had mantioned It as
Twiller accounts”.
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CASE DIARY.

PART-II

Cyber Crime Police Statlon Cr.No. 17/2020 cID, AP, Mangalagii

Olfence U/s Sec 505 (2) & 506 1IPC

:I')‘ale and Place of Examination: On 01-05-2020, in tho O/o the Reglstrar General of J
Lthe High Court of Andhra Pradesh, Amaravalhl, Nelapadu, A.P.

Statement of Sri B.RajaSckhar, Registrar General, High Court of AP, Amaravathi,
Nelapadu, Andhra Pradesh.

‘I am Ihe Regislrar General of the High Court of Andhra Pradesh. On 17-04-
2020, the Hon'ble the Chief Justice of tha High Court of Andhra Pradesh had directed
me to lodge a report against AadarshPatlepu, Mani Annapureddy, Abhishek Reddy and
Siva Reddy who posted defamatory and scandalous material in the Social Networking
site Facebook/Twiller against the Judges of lhe High Court of Andhra Pradesh who
delivered the judgment in a case relating to English Medium Education in govemment
Schools. Earlier, on 16-04-2020, as per the directions of the Hon'ble the Chief Justice of
the High Caurt ol Andhra Pradesh, | gave o report to the Superintendent of Police,
Cyber Cnmes, CID, AP against soma persons who had also commitied the above

staled offence, for necassary legal action.

On 17.04.2020, some more scandalous and defamatory postings were made in
the social networking site (Facebook/twilter) in Telugu by the above ciled four persons
and the English translalion of those incriminaling poslings is as follows -

1. The Judges are interfering wilh the development of poor children and there is no
difference if they conlinue or nol. Remove them. (Posled by AadhrashPallapu in
his Facebook account)

English Medium Schools is a big business in Andhra Pradesh and annual
turnover is more than Ten lhousand Crares. Major porlion of the business is
carried on by ex-TDP Minisler Narayana, Sri Chailanya Inslitutions and Guntur
Bashyam Schools. The nslilutions are benami institulions of Chandrababu
Naidu. Crores of rupces have changed hands lo gel the above judgment. We
have 1o wail and sce the count down as lo how Sisupala was punished. (Posted

by Mani Annapureddy in his Facebook account)
All transfer game slarl shortly.(Commenled by Abhishek Reddyon the posting of

AadharshPallapu)
Opposilion is nol TDP bul it is Kamma Media and Judges.(Commented by Siva

Reddy Lon the posting ol AadharshPattapu)

In view o( the above disparaging posts and comments made by the above
persons, on the dafeclions of lhe Hon'ble the Chief Juslice, | sent an emall, dated 17-04-
2020 to the Superintendent of Police, Cyber Crimes, CID, Amaravathl, Andhra Pradesh
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tha |

Sy
Nel

3

~sec nNIARY

(4

request 1o rogi
the ¢q vistor a cagg u&dor appropriale Soction of Law and Investigalo into
5 0 culpdts who have posted the dafamatory and
repot. | also enclosed tho b @ dolalls lo the High Court al tho earliest along with
plos of tha Incriminaling matertal (threo printouts) posted

the above me
complaint® ntlonod parsons In the soclal nolworking gllos along with the
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Date: 13-05-2020
To ,C)
T‘t}c Registrar General,
High Court of Andhea P
:\::'.;u.n':uhl.
Andhra Pradesh

tadesh,

Sir,

CID ~ Cyber Crime I'S - Submission of Action taken Report
= Reygardmy,

Ref o 10 CrNu 1672020 UJs 305 (2) & 500 10C of CID I'S, CID,
AL Manpalayan,
2. Cr.N0 1 7/2020 U/s A05 (2) & 500 1PC of CID 'S,CID,
AL Mangalipun

.

With reference 1o the above subject, it is submined that based on the
reports of Sri B .RajaSekhar, Repistrar General, High Court ul AP, the two cases
aited in the relerence 2™ nbove were registered ot CID PS, CiD, AP, Mnngulnglri
on 16082020 and 18.04.2020 reapectively nnd the cugey were cnlr'u""fd 9
the Inspeeter of Police, Cyber Crume 1S, CID, AP, Mangalagiri for investipation.

The luspecter of Pohice took up investigution i the Lwo coases, During the
course of ivestgaten,the 1O, sent e-notices to the Nocal officers of an..'cbonk
Inc. and Twatter International Company to furnish the registration purtxcuh‘nrs
of the Facebook  accounts of  the  accused  persons - viz,
DhanireddvRondareddy $/0 Tirumala Reddy, Mulapalle village,Reddicherla
Panchavat, Nomarole Mandal, Prakusam Distret(2) Mam Annupureddy, R/o
USA 3 SudheorPamula,S/o Nancharaiuh, R/o 3 Line, Ronda Venkatuppaish
Colony. Guntur  in Cr.No 1072020 of CID  PS, CID, AP and
MtadharshPattapuN/e Angalakuduru (V), Teauli (M), Guntur District., R/o
301, Creenspace Llotus, PuppulaGuda, Manikondn, Hyderabad(2) Mani
AnnapureddyR/o USA (3) Abhishek Reddy R/o Bengaluru (4) Siva Reddy L R/o
Hyderabad in Cr.No.17/2020 of CID P§, CID, AP to establish the identity of the
accused persons and also to furnish the registration and accessing IP logs of
the accounts of the accused persons o trace them. A request was also made
U/s 79 (3) (1) of the IT Act, 2000 to delete the inciminating posts and
roriments made by the accused persons and also to preserve the same U/s 67-
C ol 1T Act, 2000 for the purpose of the investigntion,

I response to the c-notices, the authorities it Fucebook Inc. gave & reply
stating that they require formal lepal process for uny records that is issucd
from a court of competent jurmtition and complies with the Storel
Commumecations Act, 18 US.C. Henee, Levers of Request for Mutual Legal

Assyintance are bemng prepared o comply with the demands made by Fucebook
Inc for edrmmng the requited data from tnein

Further, dunng the course of investignuon, some of the incriminating
pusts made by the accused persans which were available in their Facebook
accounts were retneved, prntouts were taken und seized by the 1.0, under o
cever of mediator report duly attested by two medintors, 1 submit thut efforts

are being made to establish the antecedents of all the secused persons in this
Case

i submit this repont (or favour of inforination.

Yours Sincerely,

Q.O-M(/}ow

(G.R. RADIIKA)
Superintendent of Police,
Cyber Crime, CID,

AP Moangalapiri.
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B. RAJASEKHAR

AMARAVATI
REGISTRAR GENERAL Date:25-05-2020
To
Advocate General,

Government of Andhra Pradesh,
High Court of Andhra Pradesh,
At Amaravati,

Sub: Posting of defamatory, deregatory, scandalous and threatening
st‘atements in the social networking media against the Hon'ble
High Court and the Honble Judges of the High Court who
delivered judgments recently - consideration.

~ I'am to inform you that the Registrar (Judicial) of the High Court has received
various e-mails in the Official e-mail account and mablle of Registrar (Judicial) with
videos and postings in the social networking media. The material reveals the names
of several persons including Mr.Nandigam Suresh, Mr. Amanchi Krishna Mohan,
Mr.Metta Chandra Sekhar Rao, Mr. Gopala Krishna Kalanidhi, Mr.Kishore Reddy
Darisa, Mr.Chandu Reddy Mr. G.Sridhar Reddy, Mr. Jalagam Venkata Satyanarayana,
MrArun  Ganji, MrSridhar Reddy Avuthu, Mr.Ramanjaneya  Reddy,
Mr.Satish Kumar, Mrs.Gowthami K, Mr.Linga Reddy, Dr.Ravi Kumar, Mr. Samir
Rathod, Mr.Seenu P, Mr.Ramesh Gunta, Mr.Chiranjeevi and others, who in their
interviews/speeches/postings attributed motives, caste and corrupt allegations to
some of the Hon'ble Supreme Court Judges, Hon'ble High Court and Hon'ble High
Court Judges in delivering orders/judgments including in Suo Motu PIL 124 of 2020,
WP (PIL) 110 of 2020, WP (PIL) 101 of 2020, WP (PIL) 177 of 2019, WP (PIL) 183
of 2019 and WP 8185 of 2020. They posted abusive, life-threatening and
intimidating postings against the Hon'ble Judges in sacial networking media.

[ am to inform you that the video footages of Sakshi News revel that
Mr. Nandigama Suresh has commented that Mr. Chandra Babu Naidu Is managing
the High Court and came to know about the judgment 10 minutes before it is
pronounced. Mr Chandu Reddy tweeted that “total how many judges ae there in the
High Court, all those will be cut into pieces” and also tweeted that “Everyone shall
be cut into pieces. All the Judges shall be kept in a room and a Carona patient shall
be left with them” and Mr.Kishore Reddy Darisa in a facebook message stated that
“All the High Court Judges are Bastards, they ae good for nothing, except for
sleeping with their wives. Let them arrest me and order for CBL enquiry”, further
there are identical and other abusive and intimidating messages in the soclal media,
All these appear there is larger conspiracy against the Hon'ble Judges.

The contents in the video clipping also amount to Criminal Contempt for
trying to Scandalise and lower the image of the Hon'ble Court and Hon'ble Judges.

Wt
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I am to Inform you that previously when simllar allegations were made against
Hon'ble Sri Justice M.Satyanarayana Murthy, reports dated 16-04-2020 and
17-04-2020 have been lodged with cyber crimes Police.  Communication has been
received on 13.05.2020 In which the service provider company has refused to
provide the 1.P. address as they require formal legal process to be followed. They
are taking recourse for it. The net recourse has even elapsed one month. No
proceedings came to be initiated and, now, number of scandalous postings have
been made; however, taking legal recourse Is necessary.

I am to inform you that rule 5 (a) to (d) of AP High Court Rules provides as
hereunder:

Rule 5. In case of contempt other than the contempt referred to in Rule 4, the High
Court may take cognizance of the contempt and take action.

(a) suo motu, or

(b) on a petition made by the Advocate-General of the State of Andhra Pradesh, or

(c) on a petition made by any person, and in the case of Criminal Contempt with the
consent in writing of the Advocate-General of the State of Andhra Pradesh, or

(d) on a reference made to it by a Court Subordinate to it in the case of any
contempt of such Subordinate Court or on a motion made by the Advocate-
General of the State of Andhra Pradesh in that behalf.

In view of the above, on behalf of the High Court, I request you to take up
necessary steps by filing contempt proceedings in respect of the previous as well as
the present defamatory, derogatory, scandalous and threatening postings and
statements In the social networking media against the High Court as well as the
Judges; otherwise, submit consent for initiating two (2) contempt proceedings by
taking immediate action in this regard.

Your immediate response is expected.

With regards,

\N\/\/\/\NN,J“

REGISTRAR GENERAL, »> \V
High Court of Andhra Pradesh,
At Amaravati
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Homemaker Trolls Madras High Court Judge
On Facebook, Lands In Jail
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Taking to Faccbook to troll and criticise a High Court judge has landed a 40-ycar-old housawife from
Vellore in jail.

Maha Laxmi. a 40-year-cld homemaker active on Faccbook was arrested and remanded in Vellare
Central prisen for criticising a judge of the Madras High Court for his remarks against the Tamil Nacu
government school teachers' strikes in September. 25 other people have been apprehended for the
samoreported The indian Express.

Government school teachers in Tamil Nadu had boycotted classes as part of thair protestin
Septemboer this year, demanding implementation of the seventh pay commission
recommendations

Justice N Kirubakaran had then stated that strikes by teachers were the reason why government
school students scored low in NEET exams.
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circulating against him,
ACCQTiNg to the report, Moha Laxmi was arrested for criticising the judge by name and posting the

-
-

seme on social media.
"Her post referred to the judge's name and personal details. and alicged personal motives for his
anger against teachers. She was traced among many, including somae 25 teachers and government
staff, who arc awaiting action from their respective departments before arrests,” the report quoted a
scnior police officer as saying.

«In a separate incident. a 24-year-old man was detained for aglizgedly posting abusive comments
against NCP chicf Sharad Pawar and his MP doughter Supriya Sule. Palice Tuesday detaincd
Walchand Geete, a resident of Surendra Nagar in Dhantoli arca of tho city, for allegedly posting

objectionable and abusive comments against Pawars by tagging their twitter accounts.
In May this year, a Karnataka Whatsapp group admin was arrested for sharing PM Modi's picturc with

‘obscenc content in a private chat.

In 2015, the Supreme Court struck down a controversial law, Section 664 of IT Act. allowing police to
arrest people for comments on social networks and other internet sites,

Though the government defended the law, Justice RF Narimanh ordered that “Section 68Ais

unconstitutional and we have no hesitation in striving it down.”.
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E. Consequently, to direct Respondent Nos.7 to 9 to frame guldelines for lhe
Intermediaries In compllance of Section 79(2)(c) read with Section 87(2)(zg) of the
Information Technology Act which authorises the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 to prescribe

guidelines to Intermediaries, -
F. Consequently, to direct the Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 to devise self-regulatory
framework to prohiblt the posting of defamatory, incriminatory and abusive contents on
their respective platforms with respect to Judiciary in India, and

G. Consequently to direct the Respondent Nos. 10 to 18 to forthwith remove all
such posts/ comments/ tweets/ videos and those contents which are defamatory,
incriminatory and abusive In nature pertaining to this Hon'ble Court as reported in the
said FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020 and FIR.N0.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 on the
file of Respondent No.6, in consultation with the Petitioner herein and further desist
and cease any such posts/ comments/ tweets/ videos and those contents which are
defamatory, incriminatory and abusive in nature pertaining to this Hon'ble Court, and

H. Pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper
in the circumstances of the case.

Date of Presentation: 26.05.2020
Representation: 26.05.2020
Date of filing: 26.05.2020

Scanned with CamScanner




40

SINGLE/BENCH

SERVICE/NON-SERVICE

DEPT.: '
Category Code and
Sub Category Code
Admission Couyrt:

HIGH COURT
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF

ANDHRA PRADESH
AT AMARAVATHI
WRIT PETITIQN
(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

Ao
W.P.NO.‘“L OF 2020
DISTRICT :: GUNTUR

The High Court of Andhra Pradesh at Amaravat|,
High Court Bulldings, Nelapadu, Amaravatl,
Rep. by Its Reglstrar General,

Srl.B.Rajasekhar, Aged about 58 years,

S/o.Lato Venkata Rao,

Currently Working as Reglstrar General (FAC),
High Court of Andhra Pradesh at Amaravatl.

... Petitioner.

By:-
N.ASHWANI KUMAR (11879)
ADVOCATE
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER

(Standing Counsel for High Court of
Andhra Pradesh at Amaravathi)

NATURE OF APPLICATION
(Under Art 226 of Constitution of India)

For the reasons stated above, it is prayed that this Hon'ble Court in the interests of
justice be pleased to issue an appropriate writ or order or direction more particularly in
the nature of nature of “Writ of Mandamus”,

A To declare the action of the Respondent Nos2 to 6 in failing to act
progressively and to take necessary action and to invoke the appropriate provisions of
law, as mandated, pursuant to the registration of FIR.N0.16/2020 dated 16.04.2020,
and FIR.N0.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 on the file of Respondent No.6 against the said
offenders, as being illegal, arbitrary and unconstitutional, and in violation of provisions
of Criminal Procedure Code and Information Technology Act, 2000, and

B. To declare the action of the Respondent Nos.7-9 & 19, more particularly,
Respondent Nos.9 & 19, in failing to act against the Respondent Nos.10 to 18, where
under the social networking platforms are being utilised and abused for creating ill-will
and hatred against the Petitioner herein in the mind and eye of the Public, as being
illegal, arbitrary, unconstitutional and in violation of provisions of IPC, Cr.P.C. and
I.T.Act, 2000, thereby securing protection to the Judiciary, and

C. To declare the action of the Respondent Nos.7 to 9 and 19 in failing to frame
guidelines for the intermediaries in compliance of Section 79(2)(c) read with Section
87(2)(zg) of the Information Technology Act which authorises the Respondent Nos.7 to

9 and 19 to prescribe guidelines to intermediaries, thereby securing certain protection
to the Judiciary, and

D. Consequently, in the alternative, transfer the investigation in FIR.N0.16/2020
dated 16.04.2020 and FIR.N0.17/2020 dated 18.04.2020 to any other competent
investigating Agency under the supervision and control of Respondent No.7, or direct

" the Respondent Nos. 2 to 5 to act progressively and take necessary steps pursuant to
the registration of said FIRs and
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