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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

Heard M. Sanjay Parikh, |earned counsel for thepetitioenr
M. Ranjit Kumar, learned Solicitor General of India, M. Shyam
Di van, | earned senior counsel for Respondent No.3, M. Anupam Das
Qupta, |earned counsel for Respondent No.4 and M. Vishwanat han
| earned seni or counsel for Respondent No. 5.

All the affidavits are taken on record.

It is submitted by M. Ranjit Kumar, |earned Solicitor Genera
of India, relying on the additional affidavit filed by the Union
of India, that it can stop the presentation of any kind of thing
that relates to sex selection and eventual abortion, if the URL
and the |.P. addresses are given along with other information by
the respondents, regard being had to the key words, nanely,
"pre-natal diagnostic tests for selection of sex before or after
conception, pre-natal conception test, pre-natal diagnostic,
pre-natal foetoscopy for sex selection, pre-natal ultrasonography
for sex selection, sex selection procedure, sex selection
techni que, sex selection test, sex selection adm nistration, sex
sel ection prescription, sex selection services, sex selection
managenent , sex sel ection process, sex selection conduct,
pre-natal image scanning for sex selection, pre-natal diagnostic
procedure for sex selection, sex determ nation using scanner, sex
determ nati on using nmachi nes, sex deternination using equi pnent,
scientific sex deternination and sex sel ection” It is his
subni ssi on t hat such bl ocking/filtering on key-wor ds
advertisenents |inks can be effectively or regularly done by the
respondents as they have access to their respective mathematica
algorithns all the tine. In essence, either the respondents can
bl ock thensel ves or on certain details being provided the Union of
India can block it.

Learned counsel for the respondents have referred to Section
22 of the PCPNDT Act 1994 and Section 69A of the Information
Technol ogy Act, 2000, apart from other provisions.

M. Sanjay Parikh, |earned counsel appearing for the
petitioners has submitted that throughout the world, the search
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engi nes have been directed to block certain service/giving of

i nformati on which are not perm ssible to be shown in that country
despite the issues of jurisdiction and technical problens being
rai sed. He undertakes to file a conveni ence vol unme of judgnents
by the next date.

Havi ng heard the | earned counsel for the petitioner, as an
interimmeasure, it is directed, the respondents, nanely, Googl e,
yahoo and Mcro Soft shall not advertise or sponsor any
advertisement which would violate Section 22 of the PCPNDT Act,
1994. If any advertise is there on any search engine, the same
shall be withdrawn forthwith by the respondents.

At this juncture, M. Parikh, |earned counsel appearing for
the petitioner submitted that the order passed today shall be put
on the policy page as also on the page containing 'terns and
conditions of service' by respondent Nos. 4 to 6. The prayer is
accepted and accordingly so directed.

The matters relating to total blocking of the itens that have
been suggested by the Union of India and providing the URL and IP
addresses by Google, Yahoo and Mcro Soft shall be taken up on
11. 02. 2015 when the matter shall be taken up for further hearing.
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