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The Legal Question

4 Analyze whether a government notification restricting access to social media )
platforms during periods of civil unrest would withstand constitutional scrutiny
under Articles 14, 19(1)(a), 19(1)(g), and 21 of the Constitution of India. Identify
Supreme Court and High Court precedents discussing proportionality,
reasonable restrictions, public order, national security, internet shutdowns, and
procedural safeguards. Compare the principles laid down in relevant cases and

kexplain the current legal position. J

Traditional Legal Research Requires

Scanning Judgments

This requires:

e multi-regulator understanding, e financial law concepts,
e entity relationship reasoning, e and event-driven legal evolution.
What We Tried

We typed the full legal question into Manupatra Al Search -
Just the way we think. No framing query. No thinking of key words.
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* Al Fearch understends nefural language—you don't need o use exact keywards, Just wiite as you think: ask questions, explove ideas, and describe concepts freely.
* Liza Al Ssarch for meaning-bazed guanes searches with names, cifations, of exael phrases will be roufoed fo Many Seanch,
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And this is the Result we got
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This case is highly relevant as it direcily addresses the constitutional scrnutiny of a complete
internet serdce ban during civil unrest, specifically in Manipur. The legal Issues align perfectly with
thi user's query, focusing on balancing the fundamental right to information (o facet of Article
18{1Ma)) agalnst state security and public order concems. The court’s reasoning and ratko
decidendl emphasize proporionality, the need for technical safeguards (ke whitelisting and MAG
binding) for partial restoration, and the severe public hardship caused by blanket bans. it provides
& strong precedent for conditional internet restoration, directly discussing infemet shuldowns,

public order, and the application of Articke 1901 )1{a) and 19(2]
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Courts have consistently applied the ‘proportionadity test’ to assess the validity of such
restrictions. This test reguires that the restriction must hawve a legitimate alm, be suitable for
achieving that aim, be necessany (1., nd ess restfictive alternative s available), and not have &

dis proportional® impact

In cases like Aribam Dhananjoy Sharma and Ors, vs, State of Manipur and Ors. |
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direcily addressed internet shutdowns duing civil unrest. The cownt emphasized balancing the
fundamental right to information (a facet of Article 19{1)(a)) against state security and public
order. It disected the exploration of ‘surgical’ or Bmited intemet acoess through technical
safequards like whitelisting mobile numbers and strict controle on broadband, rather than blanket

bans. This highlights the judicial preference for less restrictive means. Sinilarly, Banashree Gogod

v Unicn of Inedis sned Oes | i

and directly surfaced:

and more

Manupatra Al Search analyzed the query, understood the legal issue,

\——e Top 10 relevant judgments along with a structured snapshot of
each judgment including the issues, facts, arguments, findings

J

e Al analysis of the query

e Direct links to the judgment text within the Manupatra database __/
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References  Judgment

MANU/MN/0134/202553
IN THE HIGH COURT OF MANIPUR AT IMPHAL
PIL Nos. 25, 29, 30 of 2023 and WP (C) No. 441 of 2023
Decided On: 27.06.2023
Aribam Dhananjoy Sharma and Ors. Vs. State of Manipur and Ors.

Honble Judges/Coram:

Counsels:
For Appellant/Petitioner/Plaintiff: K.H. Radhesana, TH. Ranjeeta and G. Pushpa, Advocates

For Respondents/Defendant. H. Debendra, Dy. A.G., Sharmila, |. Somorjit, L. Brizet, S. Samarjit and Tayenjam Momo Singh, Advocates

Subject: Civil
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No keyword breakdown.

No Boolean operators.
Just the legal question.




What makes Manupatra Al Search different

W ENLINE Y [e]g X Every result is grounded in real judgments
from the Manupatra database.

WX alW a1 pleR{e] &Y IU[{eI-X N Relevant cases appear on a click
N R A XS oI AT Y s le R Every result links directly to the

original judgment.

Nlo oo Ia BTN CIa g Y WAV ANalysis is based on curated legal

content.

NV T QN CTe EIR SIS dle] g W NO keywords. No Boolean search.

Ask the legal question.
Manupatra Al Search finds the law.
To see itin actioncomment Manupatra Al

To view the complete Al analysis m

and relevant Judgment
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