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HIAYTT uH

"R # Al qEiRY a1 Repls ol 715 SifSat hict & sclopdAdt 11 WR <aferd ol gid o1 e a1feq, daaeiei iR
JIeTey SR STEET o hl i i URTY AN Bt 8§, A18eR shIsH Uit IR RUIE ¥ gidt 8, 3R ehee geamn hd S
gahdarg?”

URA H Asf awi=t a1 Reprd Y 7 Afeat wpra @
Qaeif= (setrafeT) giv R FrfHl SuaR, & fafdes
urae, Raifér uferar sik arft gea &t fafdes uferar

HI’ier

WRd H i aEdiiRY a1 ReprE ol 715 difeat didt & solepddt (Yeraeiaie) gie iR difsd &t gia fefSiee ameat ot
RiSrd R T A1geR SRty RUfET uide (cybercrime.gov.in) W fRierid &t s arfey ofk Hefda
feriferat & Tt g o1 SR AT AMfeq | ST diR WX, Saaeiie o A | wRd = €fgar (BNS),
2023 ht 4RT 308 (extortion) 3R Fa=T Urenfireht (IT) sifafa=s, 2000 &t &1 66E (privacy violation) @
YRT67/67A (transmission of obscene/sexually explicit content) @] gt & | Taiea =TT A
Apoorva Arora & Anr. v. State (Govt. of NCT of Delhi) & Anr. (2024) & ¥9€ a1 feh &RT 67A faiw
&Y § ardfdes a4 Attt a1 ucaet F=1aT1 ol Uafid e arell ArTift o SeidriT=eh TR SR UHROT i
&fea ot 8, g smur R fifed =amare™ & Areny T e A} @ Ot grfY gear 9ohd &

gafa gHen “@fafaat Fdtaan Pofg

14 5 2025

12 I WA - 2 Fated AraTerd High Court of Karnataka
Rwa-gh
1. forega Rrsdror 2
1. gifafde grae 4
111, afdd geheH 6
IV. TheH I faeror 8
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. I - fawga RAsdwor

1. fasqd fascwor

qgEg RAgia

01  J¥d Agd 3R Al bt geamT (Takedown and Immediate Relief)

YRR & AWl A IR-TgAfd dTeft d14 TE It (non-consensual explicit content) 3 AT TR &l IAeht
3R I dhTel geam™ oh forg difed <amarer ¥ u=ATesT (mandamus) a1 SIS 77T Tehd 8, STal gford $fR ddhriich!
H9 (S 10T, Her) e At at scfen sl AT 82 oh ol WgaNT @hed &, ST ok Ms. G v. Union of India
(2024) & T fopar maT &1

02 Y IZER chigH UlEd TR fAepraa ok Siiw i 1fd (Reporting on National Cyber Crime
Reporting Portal)

HISeR UIe R &oi ahl 715 AR U gford SiferenTial a1 ag il i ¢ foh d fwaer, 3IRd ok aRa ®u @ o=
gfehdT @l X1 &<, ST foh Ramesh Kumar v. Ministry Of Home Affairs (2021) # SATgIag 3o <R GRT
gferd &l & 7g & Hfiar ST gt e a1 Figer Sane Feifa fomar mam

03 TTeR dYei! UR sGAQH <l gatsaar (Applicability of BNS on Extortion)

VR = GfgdT (BNS), 2023 &t =T 308 (St foh gdardt [PC &t 9RT 384 o THKhel &) o ded fohdl oft aafad ot
SelagiAeh HILTH § AT ST IHeh! (ST =R wfich e hl emehl dens 98 AT 3= SATHT ehl HITT ShAT "STaR agel”
(Extortion) @1 Ti+fR SroRry &, foreH gaadt sl & 9+t Rigid @rg 8id 8, St fk B.Y. Vijayendra v. State of
Karnataka (2024) ® Toe forar man g1

04  TUHIIAT & Jeeig <hl HHTY (Violation of Privacy boundaries under Section 66E IT
Act)

GegHfd o forT fordlt aafery o Fsht oit ('private area') ar fAsht gt & difeat t Repls ez ar gamRa azer smEd
SfAfATH Y &RT 66E o dgd MU=AdT o TR Iewia ol STURTY &, J21d foh Al & areaa # it o a1 uae= &,
Saifch AT A1 ATH TeRl o A | I8 4RT 1] Aal gift, St foh Shukla Gajanandprasad Jagdishchandra
v. State of Gujarat (2019) & AT 4T &1

05 I MYUT & folg setepdet (Blackmailing for Sexual Favors)

foret ifgar ot ITeht smufeies a1 Gaeafiar uRfAfat &t difsat faeru ot saaeie ®u @ gaiika &= 6 et
T ARIReR QM7 AT A T I Y HT T et AT hY 4RT 67 o dgd 31ciiel ITft o UHRUT chl YHeh!
o1 TR SrRTe €, ST foh A6 and A7 v. State (2016) ® HFT 4T &1
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. I - fawga RAsdwor

=rgraal & 3@ &9 g fRar

wate =naraa &0 Tateg rarerg 3 e fhar § foh smedt aifaffam Y 4T 67B & dgd rer aiHToTh grf @

g TeifRIe et verer TR € T, e 59 SO A, TRST T SIS e ek T
STURTY T Ut & AT § SR Tg T<al o Si-eis M7 o RIATh Yeh AT 3R GG I &,
ST o Just Rights for Children Alliance v. S. Harish (2024) ® ®ifud forar mar &1

3= =naraa & vl Io AT = 741 ok gerft ggafa & ey 5= g, o off fomr geafa & foneht afgen &t

Frsrard T feat ufdy a1 TSt B SETRa @A OT ST 4RI 67A & dad ST ST aht @1ReT e
g R SruRTY 8, S foh Esrar Nazrul Ahemad v. State of Maharashtra (2022) #
AT TAT| §8ch HATARed, cheel I R = AR WIgeR URTY GIde o ATeaH 8 gferq Stra
% HRUT T ek @ral i IhIST e Y Sl Fi Aferat ok 37 wR 15 A A gog S &
e F feem-fAcer STt fahg €, St fok Yasmin K.A. v. Federal Bank (2024) ® &1 741 §1

g1 @1 frF g1 & fAofat #, St foh eheifeeh I=a =amarer gRT Abhishek Mishra v. State of Karnataka
(2025) H, SraTeld! & Tgafd @ o= Taul & are FAsh Hfear & gruahT sk daeii= ot defiar
Y forar ¢ ofR SMSél rfAfes &t 9RT 66E & dgd qehaHT Tci hl T i g1 $8ch STfdRe,
el Iea =rTed 4 Moiz Ahmed v. State of Maharashtra (2024) ® ¥ fohar s Sigt
STEYTT < &RT 354C (voyeurism) hae AfgerTsi o RIeTh AN gl 8, I8! 3Msc! sifafam
& 4RI 66E folT-dewa (gender-neutral) & SR gest g Afgamsii gH1 tR I9H &9 § 1 gidt
gl

sfaoffa &= ar Farafrgt

JRdfdeh THRUT Hifeld & a1 &I (Requirement of Proof of Transmission)

Toereiq iR omedt iAo i 4T 67/67A & ATHE! H adide U T Saiagi-dh H1ead I Il o THROT a7 Rl I
TOE Y107 T §; Al SIFAANISTH U8l hict feded a1 Aiasd BhiF oY ifdes areg 91 o § fdther 78T g, af SRt el st
fora ST gehar &, ST o CR.A/671/2019 (2023) H 31 747 &1

SHHd 3R fgeed # ggdi® (Bail and Custodial Interrogation)

T STEET AfATTIH Fl &RT 67A TR-SHF &, wAfch STaTerd] A i T9T & Il 317 Ig SATUH TgAfdera dae o daf &
gRfRfrat &1 faactwor e gy Fafia sS4 #SR &I 8 (Manoj Dattatray Supekar v. State of Maharashtra (2016)),
Safch ST & TgaNT A el AT AETSd thid GUH aTet STRIFUAT i S ST aTfaiearst s Ot & @RS o fgerad &
UsdTs Y SgAfd & 718 § (Jaykumar Bhagwanrao Gore v. The State of Maharashtra (2017))!
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grT & s gzl a1 Rerd A 18 AL gt wfa & ... II - wifafds graar=

11. Gifdferep U@em s e

SECTION 66E, INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY ACT, 2000 — PUNISHMENT FOR VIOLATION OF PRIVACY

Tg U1 foRedt oft aafary &t agafa & fomr 3Tes fAsht o (private area) &Y a<fRl ot @Wiem, U e a1 U=ATRT & i
STURTY TIYT el & SR I Tl deh hl SieT AT & ARG TUY deh oh S[HT ol UTaET e g

"Whoever, intentionally or knowingly captures, publishes or transmits the image of a private area
of any person without his or her consent, under circumstances violating the privacy of that person,
shall be punished with imprisonment which may extend to three years or with fine not exceeding
two lakh rupees, or with both." 3gd: research U # IS T

SECTION 67A, INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY ACT, 2000 — PUNISHMENT FOR PUBLISHING OR TRANSMITTING OF
MATERIAL CONTAINING SEXUALLY EXPLICIT ACT, ETC., IN ELECTRONIC FORM

g IR Selai-ich T H Y TE Al T TERUT dTelt FTHUT bl TR ehe= T YehITRA e o folg T I &l uraem=
Fedt g, o ugel! IR avfifeg W Ui Iret 9k i dhe 3R 38 AR T0d dh o AT ol U199 8|

"Whoever publishes or transmits or causes to be published or transmitted in the electronic form
any material which contains sexually explicit act or conduct shall be punished on first conviction
with imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to five years and with fine
which may extend to ten lakh rupees and in the event of second or subsequent conviction with
imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to seven years and also with fine
which may extend to ten lakh rupees." 3gd: Esrar Nazrul Ahemad v. State of Maharashtra,
Jaykumar Bhagwanrao Gore v. The State of Maharashtra

SECTION 308, BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 — EXTORTION

Ig 9T fohelt eafery ot Ate a1 g1 & g # STeiahe dsAT! & Huft a1 geaar ufasgfa diom & forg AsTeRr e (STe=e agett/
TYcAT) Tl TR el § SR A1 I deh o HRTAT i TSI T UG Dt 8

"(1) Whoever intentionally puts any person in fear of any injury to that person, or to any other, and
thereby dishonestly induces the person so put in fear to deliver to any person any property, or
valuable security or anything signed or sealed which may be converted into a valuable security,

commits extortion.

(2) Whoever commits extortion shall be punished with imprisonment of either description for a term which
may extend to seven years, or with fine, or with both." 3gd: B.Y. Vijayendra v. State of Karnataka
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grT & s gzl a1 Rerd A 18 AL gt wfa & ... II - wifafds graar=

SECTION 67, INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY ACT, 2000 — PUNISHMENT FOR PUBLISHING OR TRANSMITTING
OBSCENE MATERIAL IN ELECTRONIC FORM

IE YR Seiagi-ich &0 H 375cHe] Grt (STt ShTHch 81 AT I fodl ol STTeh(Nd e B1) S TSI AT THRUT i STORTY AT
& 3R Ugell o IR diF 91 deh o hR1aT 3R Ui dRg FUY deh o S[ATA Sl UTaET el 8l

"Whoever publishes or transmits or causes to be published or transmitted in the electronic form,
any material which is lascivious or appeals to the prurient interest or if its effect is such as to tend
to deprave and corrupt persons who are likely, having regard to all relevant circumstances, to
read, see or hear the matter contained or embodied in it, shall be punished on first conviction with
imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to three years and with fine
which may extend to five lakh rupees and in the event of second or subsequent conviction with
imprisonment of either description for a term which may extend to five years and also with fine
which may extend to ten lakh rupees.” 3gd: A6 and A7 v. State, Moiz Ahmed v. State of

Maharashtra

SECTION 384, INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 — PUNISHMENT FOR EXTORTION
T YRT STeRA aYett o STURTY oh folQ i I ek o ShRTATH, S[AT AT T hl TSI AT UTEeT e g

"Whoever commits extortion shall be punished with imprisonment of either description for a term
which may extend to three years, or with fine, or with both." 3gd: Ms. Gv. Union of India, B.Y.
Vijayendra v. State of Karnataka
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grT & s gzl a1 Rerd A 18 AL gt wfa & ...

111, A HRGH 14 5o - aron
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III - uffa gwed

g&g fAofg

R-Tgafa arelt fsft difzat & gem ok it
T & g JepiihT Tl @t e

HIgTQ Y 4RT 308 & TEd SR agelt
(extortion) & STTadeh ST deal e YR

TETT ATEER U UR &of (AR TR ferd ol
@Rk a Aoger st o1 HEen

ISsR Ui & AT Sk WIdl bt Thist e 3fR
I ETYT i ufeka|
QUTEY T ST SR TS TS STt TR & geuanT

R YRT 66E &l vatsaar|

YRT 67A & dgd aTdideh THRUT AT Uk
I & fom Srufifg & fathera

YRT 66E & d8d MU=1adT & Seeta & forg i
3T hY TR ohT TehTM SfAamd|

IMSE Tae T URT 67A 3R 67B & dgd I WE
3R a1t WY Rl T grR

o ggafa & ufd-uett & fAsh eron & difem R
YRT 66E 3R 67 HI garsaarl
3reettet e Ao 3fik i Ramad g or awr

67A & dgd fexrad & ggdars |

TeAfd T ured T3 St et g e gaTiRd
T TR URT 67A ohT Jeeie |

difeat foaftin oamRa et aht enveht da a1
LTOT T HRT UR YRT 67 2T STV

S T deh 3@ MU} gafas dael 7 ¢RT
67A % T8d STHIAA <hl SIAR |
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. III - =fdfa gwead

# qhgHT [rATAg Ty g fvfa

14 Apoorva Arora & Anr. v. State (Govt. SUPREME COURT OF 2024 3roefierar SR URT 67A & dgd 'O ®U § W'
of NCT of Delhi) & Anr. INDIA gt & AT A a1 Rafor
ESCR010001992024
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

IvV.

01

02

ﬂﬂw‘d‘ﬁﬂﬂﬁlﬂ?ﬂ AP

Ms. G v. Union of India

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024-10-03 - W.P.(CRL)/3320/2023

g HIHAT o HIRTe HIFSAT SURIUER (T1fRiehrehdl) & Haifrd 8, fSreent Gan sisefter difeat agafa o fomr Repls aeeh 4 sciehiet foham
TR 3R gexAe IR UATRd o e mar| arfRiehrerdt 3 <ammerd 9 549 difsa) &) sifarsT tiden @ geam ok ufosy & g9 vgR &t
Aeprt o forg Fder ARt &) =rarera & w98 Yo $iR Hafad ¢k Wi (S Google 3R Meta) = gam o 314 ugat &t
gifAehTehal & 1 fAerent smufistes Traft ot germ ok Tsifda @ral ot fAfsha ozt & fore Tfeha ehew Ia1Q &1 =amaTer = Rt
TR ot 718 ehrfdTal 3R WICthiFe gIRT &Y 718 Jeheiich! edNT o STIYTEH ehl ad §Y AT foh Haifdra vt gr1 fAeren fohg <1 <@ vt @
fRrepTad et AT B @7 & 3R 3t ofY 53t UehR e ST kg

frofa fecell 3o <t A Gferd o TgeR At 3R deh-ich! Aea (S 7T, Aen) ot fcar fa fon 3 anfentend <t wgafd &
forT Sruette i 715 srscfter Aifeat/shiAeiTe t dhre sdlieh 3R feefte & =amarer A g A1 foh gford ofk deich! #f & =
ftha &g § ULt Il T TR AT ST TehdT &

“The present writ petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India read with section 482 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (hereinafter referred to as the “Code”) seeking directions to the
respondents to disable and prevent online dissemination of non-consensual explicit content/videos/

screenshots.”

HIGH COURT OF DELHI - 2024 Hid DLHC010453442023

B.Y. Vijayendra v. State of Karnataka

HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA - 2024-12-17 - CRL.P/13192/2024

g ATHAT FRATT STAT UTET h dchleli=] TRT 37eHeT o (It gof SRS hRIATe! i IE i & afdd g1 fRIshrraedf 3 oTRIg
ST AT foh che TR hY SeideR dig AT & Aread & faferg dufat & STerA ageft (extortion) &Y 78 oft | ar<h 3 Ies fear
fRARTITeRat o UTH 9 AT St & e T YRR (locus) 8T & SR IPC hY URT 384 o J&d STURIY & dcd HISIG 6l 8| =T
A gd # Hg-3ifgerd| o forg utika sméer ot Haf &d gQ, 39 Amet 7 off 98t arfdher s Sr=1q | =amarera 7 SiuRifAreh shrfaret
T A Y AT & gY TuE o {3 59 ke & SIRIuT &l g &t & iy srasaes st siifiey &t srema g1

fivfa  hriiech Sod ATATerd = WE foha foh R = SifgdT, 2023 &t &RT 308 STeRA agett (extortion) & SRy & Hefdd
&, ST gaad TS &l =T 383 3R 384 & THM g | =TITerd A AT foh 3 4RTedi o fgial ofiR Sasaeh dl ol e 14

@I (BNS) & dgd oft gt avg arp it 81

“Section 308 of BNS deals with extortion. It reads as follows: “308.Extortion.—(1)Whoever intentionally
puts any person in fear of any injury to that person, or to any other, and thereby dishonestly induces the
person so put in fear to deliver to any person any property, or valuable security or anything signed or

sealed which may be converted into a valuable security, commits extortion.”

HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA - 2024 |id KAHC010707532024

VITARK ffds Rad - mu-fig 8 / 14



ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

03

04

05

Ramesh Kumar v. Ministry Of Home Affairs
ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2021-10-21 - CRLP/9114/2021

Tg T1feRt Ramesh Kumar gRT &R &l 718 off, fS9# 37i= National Cyber Crime Reporting Portal WR &si S1a-t fR1eradi &
Taiyy # fAwaer ofik IRa ST &t 771 Y oft| ArfRerrerat T STRIY o7 3 g 7 FIR gof 819 & sTasie i dhRars el dl 8k &
SR il &= 3@ &1 =amarer = gfer st fAder fa fos 3 ame it St ey, et oz fterar @ ot &%, sifeea: g9 st
Tt g fehy ST o &l #giH o ffaR | =graTerd = T fohar foh 351+ A1t o TOUT-&1Y WR i 19 e ol &l & 3R Faiferd Srferepry
Tl I oh SITHR HIRATS e i AT fear g1

frofa  SATEIEIG Ied AT A Yferd STferIRaT st It Argear srorter Ruifém wiée (National Cyber Crime Reporting
Portal) &R &si fRrenrarat &t fAeger, urasff $ik @Rd Sira st et fcsr fean ) =marera = gfers @t &t 78 & iR e g A
& e few arfes difsal ot =ma et aah|

“In pith and substance, the petitioner is seeking direction to the respondent nos. 3 and 4 to take action
against the respondent nos. 5 and 6 to ensure fair, impartial and proper investigation of the National
Cyber Crime Reporting Portal Acknowledgement N0.23104210111968,, P.S. Mubarakpur, District
Azamgarh dated 2.4.2021 and the complaint ID N0.23111200081347 dadted 22.11.2020.”

ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT - 2021 Ha UPHC011497482021

Yasmin K.A. v. Federal Bank
HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2024-03-26 - WP(C)/10553/2024

Cyber Crime Sifa & @@« # 'National Cyber Crime Reporting Portal' & #ATeq @ thist & feam mar o1 anfesrerdtar &

Teh e foh I8 Seifard SrorTel &t STHeRRY 181 & 3R @rdl & WhIST 819 @ IRl &feh ehrehTST Feh TN ¢ 1 <IraTerd = fAdsr fear fos

gfe dop @1dl # I3 Aferer A-e g1 uran ST 8, df siah Faifda St sifAeRal sl giad St 3R @rdl et SHIhIST e i gfehan
LF | T = gg Ht T R i afe sra sifdenrt 15 faet & Hfiar alg wuetensor ar fAcsr =181 &d €, dt do arfaereatart &
Qi ot Gfehd et & forg T gt

frofa heel Jed NI A MBI A13aR o1y RUfén miée ok saah fafera <0t & Aieet drger sifrentRal i gt ffent
! TE fohdT| AATerd A A1SaR STURTY Y ST H deheiten! 74t 3R fRrepraa vonferat & fafsa Isat St gferd sersal & sifdar
&3t ot off geftag fomam)

“NATIONAL CYBER CRIME REPORTING PORTAL REPRESENTED BY ITS NODAL CYBER CELL OFFICER,
KUTCHERY CHOWK, RANCHI, JHARKHAND CYBERPS@JHPOLICE.GOV.IN, PIN - 834001 3 NATIONAL
CYBER CRIME REPORTING PORTAL REPRESENTED BY ITS NODAL CYBER CELL OFFICER, OFFICE OF
SPECIAL COMMISSIONER OF POLICE, ECONOMIC OFFENSES WING, PS MANDIR MARG COMPLEX,
MANDIR MARG, NEW DELHI ADDLCP.EOW@DELHIPOLICE.GOV.IN"

HIGH COURT OF KERALA - 2024 Ha KLHC010918982024
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

Abhishek Mishra v. State of Karnataka

HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA - 2025-07-08 - CRL.P/8596/2024

TE HTHAT Ueh STURTI ITfIehT ¥ Gafdd & fSad arfteptanal 3 3o AT gt shrfarg! vl 38 e bt AT & oft| frepradendt siik
TTfAhTehd! & ot da &, [Siaeh a1¢ fRAIs™dedl 3 STRIT & foh arfReptaral = forarg ot arer eh ITeh! st adiR ok difsa
RenfE fohg ok I8 et fohaT| aTfierTendf = adh fea foh ey Tgafd iR smemRa & SR swrfaTe! S &l uaNT 81 =raTerd 3
HHA & dT 3R I o Wifia Rgidl & faswor sed gy urn foh shidd gerd gen it @ wR gs off, f519d 'place within
public view' @7 9@ TIe T, St Scheduled Castes/Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 & dgd STURTel
& foTq STTaxges & | =Ty = 91edt o 1Tg § I« e} ot @it & feam ofiR arfiet o1 fAuerT fahar

frofa  hriiceh I <ATATTd = T fohar b smEdY aifafam &t uRT 66E & dgd ag eafay Ia=er & St foned) 3= aafery it
geafa & fomm Iuas 't oivi a1 &= (private area) Fi a&iii a1 difEat ot SFeEIeRR RelE, vania ar Herrfd &ear g1
AT A g oft AT o Ut AR ofR it R A O A § SR 3 AT HeheHT Ieman ST ATfe gl

“Section 354-C deals with voyeurism. The allegation against a man who watches or captures image of a
woman engaging in a private act in circumstances where she would usually have the expectation of not
being observed. [...] Whoever intentionally or knowingly captures, publishes or transmits the image of
private area of a person without his or her consent is said to be committing the offence under Section

66E."

HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA - 2025 Hid KAHC010418292024

o6 CR.A/671/2019

HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH - 2023-10-17 - CR.A/671/2019

frofa  TEHTE TeST =g =AmaTerd = AT o st Sifafam &l 4T 67 A1 67A & dgd ol YT el o forg sifvrate e
R S I+eh & & JTafas-en Arift & 'WepiRM' (publication) a7 'T=ROT (transmission) @t TTfed &A1 SIfAarR] &1
g arafdes ®u @ fifeat arre g a1 yaRd fhg S &1 S Tea el &, dt &RT 67 & dgd aIufieg el hl ST Tehelt |

“As regards offence under section 67A of the I.T. Act, Section 67 reads as under:- [...] While considering
the ingredients of aforesaid Section, it can be said that firstly there must be a publication or transmission
of any material in the electronic form. [...] In the instant case, there is no proof of either publication or

transmission of any material in the electronic form so as to attract ingredients of Section 67 of .T.”

HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH - 2023 |id HPHC010429352019

o7 Shukla Gajanandprasad Jagdishchandra v. State of Gujarat
HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2019-07-24 - CR.MA/9170/2014

g AT Uah FIR ol € - oht aTfdehT T Gafea g, forad arfeiertarat iR Indian Penal Code (IPC) & dgd A=gI=
(Defamation) 3R IT Act &l YRT 66E & d8d SR AT 7T &| =TT 3 IrT foh 9RT 66E (MU-adT T Seeied) & d8d i
STRIT AN 6! §idT &, Hifch ST (il STl b e Wiee a1 U= e SIET hig e a1 AT T1 &, AT h IRl & forg,
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

R 7 Section 199 of the Cr.P.C. &1 Iewiwd fohaT, STt TUE et g foh AgTA ol T34 chaer fifea aafat grr grR fAsh
fRARrad IR Y foraT ST TehdT 81 37 STYRY WR, =TT = UfehdT & gUANT &l Akt & foIg FIR SR Heifdra shrdfare! ot T e fea|

frofa ORI I ATATAT 3 AT foh Mt Sifdfagm &t ey 66E faty wu @ wgafa 3 fam fonedt cafaa & Fsht sif (S
HEATRACH & ok ST AT AfgelT W) Y TR ht HheaR et AT Teh1fRId e o HIHA bl dIferd et g1 afe 3 ST et
TR ugTRd 81 &t 7S & 3R hael AgIHeRe o foid TT &, af &RT 66E & dgd STuR1Y ! a-idT|

“A perusal of the provision of Section 66E of the IT Act reveals that the same pertains to intentionally or
knowingly captures, publishes or transmits the image of a private area of any person without his or her

consent. Unquestionably, no such allegations are levelled against the applicant.”

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT - 2019 Ha GIJHC240477262014

os Just Rights for Children Alliance v. S. Harish
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024-09-23 - 2024 INSC 716

g "AHaT POCSO Act &Y 9RT 15 <l et § Iaifed 8, St aeal & J3T UHiaithes IRt & 8RT (storage) SR et
(possession) et &&-f1T sHTaT &1 =TITerd = T foRaT foh aRT 15 Ta 'inchoate offence’ 8, STeT ardfdes A i SiTaaehdr
T8l 81 'Constructive possession' & figid & AN =d §Y, =amaTerd 3 &gl foh I dis eafdd dexie & Aread & Ul ammft iR
=T Tgar §, ot ag oft amT 15 & 98d 'possession' HHT SITQT | 58 Sifafker, =marera 3 IT Act 6t &IRT 67B &t eTdeh IdrT
3R gl foh g Treal o TS NV0T & foeeg Yok Hotgd wrae™ &1 fAofa & ag oft svgr mat & ai=fnftees arft & s=2 6 SufRfa
&1 fAefRor 'prudent person' & ASIRT @ prima facie YR W fasar ST @13

frofa AT AT = 3Tsel fAfATH & dga sixefter ol & s w=i &t suren 61 =umarer = Toe foran s a1 67
315t TTAUT o TR § Hefd T 4RI 8, STdfch URT 67A I TIE il o TehiH o ol 3R 31fdeh sk
(aggravated) TSI T U &t g1

“Section 67 of the IT Act is the principal provision that criminalizes the publication or transmission of
“obscene material” in any electronic form and constitutes an offence. Section 67A of the IT Act, is a more
aggravated offence, prescribing enhanced punishment than the preceding provision. It does so by further

amplifying the scope of ‘obscene material’...”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024 Hd ESCRO10004852024

09 Moiz Ahmed v. State of Maharashtra
BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2024-12-06 - APPLN/1688/2020

g ATHE Udh difeal fero & TR & defda § fSad iRisrraesat (Respondent No.2) 3fiR 3k ufdr @t fsh eron & femmar mar
SRIYAT wR IPC hl &RT 354, 354-C 3R 506 & T&d HehaHT &ol [ohdl T AT| Sl gTaehic A T foha o gifes gt a1 suRifees s«
(criminal force) & d@ UfRAT &, 3T YRT 354 T ITORTY g1 I & | gTeAifch, AT = U foh Aifeat foera & TR sk
& ofR et srerera et fdar fean fak @g IPC &t emr 354-C & @y-ary Information Technology Act, 2000 &t &RT 66E 3R 67
& dgd +ff 3TRIT 97 A R GATAR &R
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

10

11

frofa SN I AT A TSR I &R 354C (voyeurism) iR SmEdt sifdifaam i emT 66E & it siar ol T fomaml
AT = 71T o 4RT 354C Shaet Afgerrsdl & &t fhg g SroRTe 0k AW 8l 8, STafch 9RT 66E st ofR Afgeradt aHt
& TRt T g miuefadt & Seits & AHe 1R A ¥ § @ gl 21

“The distinguishing feature between 354-C of the IPC and 66-E of the IT Act are that 354-C is attracted
only against a woman whereas Section 66-E of the IT act applies to both man and woman. Likewise,

Section 354-C speaks of a private act and 66-E speaks of ‘private area’.”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2024 Ha HCBM030219402020

Jaykumar Bhagwanrao Gore v. The State of Maharashtra

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2017-01-09 - ABA/2220/2016

g AT Ueh faemaes TR it 1ok IRiTl & daifdd 8, S fRrepradend! 3 3IRIT o o7 foh 38 HiTse thid WR 37seiel Tesr 3R
I It 7T & iR SR} 7 It ueruTa (sexual favour) &t T &t off | SRITY Wk Indian Penal Code &t faf¥ia amwraf ofiR
Information Technology Act, 2000 &I Section 67A & dgd AR &St fohdT AT UT| =TT = AT foh Sfdd &0 F HSh 75
Jeeftet FIEft Section 67A & GRR H ATl 81 —RITerd 3 SRIYY & TuRiferes sfagra 3R Sfiw # 98T A & & hdgR &t a@d gy,
JUT AISTSe HiA hl SR 3R g+ IBdTs hl ST ehdT o STUR TR ITeh! 31 SHd (anticipatory bail) arfeent st @Rsr
= feam

frofa SR I <ATATAT A AT ok Mt SifAfAgm &t eRT 67A & Siafa a9 T ' a1 et fguefia (bilateral) at
TeRuefia (unilateral) fafafe= <Y ae fasgd &1 3 antg srsefter ofT WY ofk T wu § fom fonedt Tdg & I o ot
T fRid Tl §, ) I8 URT 67A & dgd 1R TU I T g

“Insofar as the meaning of sexually explicit act under section 67A is concerned, [...] It does not require a
bilateral sexual activity, it can be unilateral sexual activity but it should be explicit and not implied.
Image exhibiting penis is lascivious, so is covered under section 67 of the Act which is bailable. The
obscene image in the present case of erected handled penis is sexually explicit activity contemplated u/s
67A of the IT Act and hence, directly falls under section 67A of Information Technology Act.”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2017 Fd HCBM016536642016

Esrar Nazrul Ahemad v. State of Maharashtra
BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2022-06-10 - ABA/1459/2022

g ATHET Udh UM ST (Anticipatory Bail) sfide & afdd g1 STRIUT 0R STRIY o7 foh I8 Tgafd ¥ §91¢ 7Y RIRes dde &
R fABraaehdt et T difgat T fohar ok a1g & I8 3T ufd ok Mg & gamRa wvdh Afger et wRen= fmar smRidt 3 adk fean
fer @ g Section 67A of the Information Technology Act & &R & g1 3Td & | =TT ¥ S(RIUT e Fehi ehl @IRST &d Y
g o Geh AfgdT 1 T St TR ST TE ¥ F 7R el T STURTY &1 <ITaTerd = Ig AT o A1 el TiiRaT l d&d §9
SR T fevrd # YR dTs A g SR dedR ITch! SIfF SHT-T aTfent ot @RS & Tl
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

frofr SIS S AT = AT foh Tgafa @ 59 dae & SR IreT fohe 71T 97 difeat ot a1 & Geer SgTet 7 et IR 3~
T X Hifed & gRaR a1 Frdwifes ®U & TR SeT STt ifAfAgs & &Rt 67A iR STSUIt hl STaR agett g Sadied
I uRT3nt & dgd Teh TR TR-SHMCT SroRTey §1

“The complainant, aged 44 years [...] request the complainant to share her nude video [...] on a promise
that after watching the video, he will immediately delete it, she has forwarded it on her WhatsApp. [...]
when she refused, he threatened her that he is in possession of her nude video. Upon this threat, she
again started meeting him. Immediately thereafter, she received the nude video on her Whatsapp and,
thereafter, even her husband received the said video. The video was widely circulated in village.”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2022 Ha HCBM016219282022

12 A6 and A7 v. State

HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2016-11-18 - CRLP/13944/2016

Ig gt Criminal Petition Nos. 13944 3fR 14375 of 2016 & T&fdd &, fSrod arfierrerdtait (A6 3R A7) 3 37a f&ems S.C.
No. 333 of 2016 H =TT e SMTURTAh ShriaTe! @l Section 482 Cr.P.C. & dgd € @ ht A7 i off | arfRepTeralsi ©k IPC i
Sections 354-A & C 3R Information Technology Act, 2000 & Section 67 & dgd 3TRIT Y 7T & | ATRIRIAITST T deh o7
foh @ et FIR & 1A &1 & SR 37 R oMY 1Y SRy FAR1eR &1 3= <ararerd 3 g8 A1 foh a3 <RI &t st ot oft ameisfie &
11 3@ ST @1y | =T 3 g sy fenter o arfaereatet o R gem gear (prima facie) iR ki 8, 39ferg
HRIATE! TE e T S SMYR g1 & 3R arfenran st @Rt & fear mar|

Rrofa AT I =TT 3 AT ok forelt difsar ent Sueht smufisies a1 ddensfier uRfRAfGT &t Aifeat feera ot gdegien
Y Y TR T chl 4Hh] T sclchA el ehedT 37R ARIReh T A GaeT ST hl 7T T 3sel A hl &1 67 & dgd
31%eftel it & ggRoT Y Gouft 7 3mar g1

“This statement would clearly show the involvement of both A6 and A7 who demanded her to satisfy
their sexual lust, and if those allegations are taken on its face value, it would attract the offence
punishable under Section 67 of the Act. [...] threatening the de-facto complainant to transmit the video
clippings recorded while she was being raped by A1-Mahendra and A2 would amount to cause to
transmit or publish as per Section 67 of the Act.”

HIGH COURT FOR STATE OF TELANGANA - 2016 Hta HBHC010374952016

13 Manoj Dattatray Supekar v. State of Maharashtra
BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2016-11-23 - BA/2131/2016

Tg A= Section 439 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 & dgd aRR &t T8 ST I1feent & Taifdd &1 eimdee R

Indian Penal Code @& Sections 376, 292 (A) @ 506 3fiR Information Technology Act, 2000 & Section 67 (A) & dgd
AT &t fohaT 7T AT fRsrrderdt 3 = vt 3k difsa faera vamRa et o SIRIT vITaT 1| <IRITerd 3 ST g&ardsil eht

3IeliehT Shed §g UrT foh g Rl ofd T9a & consensual Teltd gIdT &T1 TORTe i Uehfal 3R ToT1 i 3rafe) st e # @d gy,
TR = TG h AT S G STHIAA UG il
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ARd # [ awlt a1 R & g Aifzar wra @ I5.. IV - H&Ed &1 Ao

frofa ST T AT = 71T foh Tef oTRIUT IR &RT 67A & dgd 7R /R €, Afhe afe sira Repté fewara & for & gert
& ff9 A Gey Il 8¢ des TgAfd W snuTRa 3, at =amareg Fafd SHma smded )R Fgryfaydde faar o) e gl

“Since the punishment for offence under section 67 (A) of the Information Technology Act, 2000 is for a

term which may extend to 5 years, applicant deserves to be enlarged on bail.”

BOMBAY HIGH COURT - 2016 Hid HCBM010430332016

14 Apoorva Arora & Anr. v. State (Govt. of NCT of Delhi) & Anr.
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024-03-19 - 2024 INSC 223

gg AmHe 'College Romance' 39-IRIST & TRIeRT 3195 T 3R STULTER] ht Tehs TR <hl 718 FIR & Hafdd g1 fAekmadenat
STRIY o7 foh a9-HRIST i 9o SR <fiefer srsefiet 8, St Sections 67 3R 67A of the Information Technology Act, 2000 @7
IAT ohd & | =rTerd A ot i fos haet S1eTg ITaT AT STuRTeg! bt TN ' SrscteAdT’ (obscenity) St Sioft | gt otrar| siscfierar
1 G1e70T g g foh o At shrigen € a1 @I o A eht Y S hl Ugf Tt g1 dfch d9-HRIT o dee | 3 sreal ot 3eed fohet
Bl I I AT T@l AT, FUTIY AT = AT {Sh hig IR @l §-dT g | 31d:, Fared e = High Court & 3TERT &l IE
&d gy FIR & @1ist & fe

frofa  Gared HATAT 3 TE AT foh &RT 67A 1 71 Ie-a I 31Tt AR o WehT=I AT UIRUT St AehAT § Sit AaT aT
T& ¥ § A Mfafaf ot qxrfdt &1 hae STasreal, i 7T IT Tefl-TTel sl & UAIT &l §9 URT & dgd 'dH T Hed' 7ol
AT ST HehdT|

“Section 67A criminalises publication, transmission, causing to publish or transmit in electronic form any
material that contains sexually explicit act or conduct [...] the phrase may have to be seen in the context
of ‘obscenity’ as provided in s.67 - Thus, there could be a connect between s.67A and s.67 itself”

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA - 2024 Ha ESCRO10001992024

A EHIOT

g A Vitark Al gRT 9resi<eh 0 T IUared fAufal 3R Iuatimeral & st & STUR R dOR fohar T §1 I8 dhaat RO Tgradr & forw € iR
ST 9eTg (legal advice) =gl 81 fnedt off filing, opinion, a1 correspondence # IualT & & ugat @+t case citations, holdings 3R
quotations @t g fAufa (source judgment) & g Wd= ¥U & T fokar ST ATfEQ|
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