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INTRODUCTION 

India's Constitution guarantees the fundamental right to freedom of speech and expression 

under Article 19(1)(a). This provision grants citizens the right to express their thoughts, 

opinions, and beliefs freely, without fear of censorship or government interference. Freedom 

of speech and expression is essential for the functioning of a democratic society, enabling 

individuals to participate in public discourse, criticize government policies, and hold 

authorities accountable. 

Freedom of speech encompasses various forms of expression, including spoken words, written 

publications, artistic creations, and symbolic gestures. It protects not only popular or agreeable 

opinions but also dissenting or controversial viewpoints. The right to free speech is not absolute 

and may be subject to certain limitations, such as restrictions on hate speech, obscenity, 

defamation, incitement to violence, and national security concern 

Freedom of speech is a fundamental right enshrined in the Constitution of India under Article 

19(1)(a), which guarantees citizens the freedom to express their thoughts, opinions, and beliefs 

without censorship or government interference. This right forms the cornerstone of a 

democratic society, allowing individuals to engage in public discourse, criticize government 

policies, and participate in political, social, and cultural debates. 
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The right to freedom of speech encompasses a wide range of expressions, including spoken 

words, written publications, artistic creations, symbolic gestures, and digital communications. 

It protects not only popular or agreeable opinions but also dissenting or controversial 

viewpoints, recognizing the importance of diversity, plurality, and open debate in a democratic 

society.1 

Freedom of speech is essential for the exchange of ideas, the discovery of truth, and the 

advancement of knowledge. It enables individuals to challenge prevailing norms, question 

authority, and explore new perspectives, fostering intellectual growth, innovation, and social 

progress. By promoting a marketplace of ideas, freedom of speech contributes to the vitality 

and resilience of democratic institutions and the protection of individual autonomy and dignity. 

However, the right to freedom of speech is not absolute and may be subject to certain 

limitations and restrictions. The Constitution allows for the imposition of reasonable 

restrictions on freedom of speech in the interest of public order, morality, and the sovereignty 

and integrity of the nation. These restrictions are intended to balance the right to free speech 

with other competing interests and ensure that exercise of this right does not infringe upon the 

rights of others or undermine the stability and security of society. 

Moreover, freedom of speech carries with it certain responsibilities and obligations. While 

individuals have the right to express themselves freely, they also have a duty to respect the 

rights and dignity of others, refrain from spreading false information or engaging in hate 

speech, and adhere to the principles of civility, tolerance, and mutual respect. Responsible 

 

1 Thomas, P. M. "Social Media, Free Speech, and Democracy: An Indian Context." 

Journal of Social Media and Democracy 2, no. 1 (2019): 33-50. 
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exercise of freedom of speech contributes to a culture of constructive dialogue, empathy, and 

understanding, fostering social cohesion and harmony. 

Freedom of speech extends beyond the realm of government regulation to encompass private 

actors and institutions, including corporations, educational institutions, and online platforms. 

While these entities are not bound by the constitutional guarantees of freedom of speech, they 

play a significant role in shaping public discourse and facilitating the exchange of ideas. 

Balancing the rights of individuals to freedom of expression with the responsibilities of private 

actors requires careful consideration of competing interests and values, as well as dialogue and 

engagement among stakeholders. 

In conclusion, freedom of speech is a fundamental right essential for the functioning of a 

democratic society. It empowers individuals to express themselves freely, participate in public 

discourse, and hold authorities accountable. While subject to certain limitations and 

responsibilities, freedom of speech remains a cornerstone of democracy and a bulwark against 

tyranny, oppression, and censorship.2 

 

Freedom of speech is not only a legal right but also a moral imperative that underpins 

democratic governance and human dignity. It empowers individuals to challenge injustices, 

advocate for social change, and express their identities and beliefs freely. In the digital age, 

freedom of speech has taken on new dimensions, with online platforms serving as forums for 

public discourse, activism, and cultural expression. 

 

 

 

2 Thomas, P. M. "Social Media, Free Speech, and Democracy: An Indian Context." 

Journal of Social Media and Democracy 2, no. 1 (2019): 33-50. 

http://www.ijlra.com/


www.ijlra.com 

Volume 2 Issue 7|March 2024 
ISSN: 2582-6433 

 

 

Page | 8  
 

 

 

However, the expansion of digital communication has also given rise to new challenges and 

complexities for the protection of freedom of speech. Issues such as online harassment, 

misinformation, and algorithmic bias raise questions about the limits of free expression and 

the responsibilities of online platforms in moderating harmful content. Balancing the principles 

of free speech with the need to prevent harm and promote a safe and inclusive online 

environment requires thoughtful consideration of competing interests and values. 

Moreover, freedom of speech is closely intertwined with other fundamental rights, such as the 

right to privacy, the right to assembly, and the right to access information. Protecting freedom 

of speech requires safeguarding these complementary rights and ensuring that individuals have 

the autonomy and agency to exercise their right to free expression without fear of reprisal or 

censorship. 

In the face of evolving threats to freedom of speech, it is essential for governments, civil society 

organizations, and technology companies to work together to uphold and protect this 

fundamental right. This may involve enacting laws and policies that balance the principles of 

free speech with the need to address harmful speech, investing in media literacy and digital 

literacy programs to empower individuals to navigate online spaces responsibly, and fostering 

a culture of open dialogue, tolerance, and respect for diverse perspectives. 

Ultimately, the protection of freedom of speech is essential for the preservation of democracy, 

human rights, and social justice. By upholding this fundamental right and promoting a culture 

of free expression, societies can create environments where individuals can freely exchange 

ideas, challenge injustice, and contribute to the advancement of knowledge and progress. 
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1.1.2 Reasonable Restrictions 

While the Constitution guarantees the right to freedom of speech and expression, it also allows 

for the imposition of reasonable restrictions in the interest of public order, morality, and the 

sovereignty and integrity of the nation. These restrictions are intended to balance the right to 

free speech with other competing interests and ensure that exercise of this right does not 

infringe upon the rights of others or undermine the stability and security of society. 

Additionally, restrictions on freedom of speech may be imposed to safeguard the sovereignty 

and integrity of the nation. Speech that undermines national security, promotes secessionism 

or separatism, or jeopardizes diplomatic relations with other countries may be restricted to 

protect the interests of the state. These restrictions aim to prevent threats to the territorial 

integrity, political stability, and international reputation of the nation and ensure its continued 

security and well-being.3 

Moreover, restrictions on freedom of speech may be justified to prevent defamation or the 

spread of false information that harms the reputation or rights of individuals. Defamatory 

speech that damages a person's reputation or violates their privacy rights may be subject to 

legal sanctions to protect the individual's dignity and integrity. Similarly, restrictions on hate 

speech, discriminatory speech, or speech that promotes enmity between different groups may 

be imposed to prevent harm and promote social harmony and cohesion. 

However, the imposition of reasonable restrictions on freedom of speech must be narrowly 

tailored and proportionate to the legitimate aims 

 

3 Thomas, P. M. "Social Media, Free Speech, and Democracy: An Indian Context." 

Journal of Social Media and Democracy 2, no. 1 (2019): 33-50. 
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pursued. Any restrictions must be necessary and proportionate to achieve a legitimate 

objective, and must not unduly infringe upon the right to free speech or restrict legitimate forms 

of expression. Moreover, the application of restrictions should be subject to judicial oversight 

and review to ensure that they are consistent with constitutional principles and international 

human rights standards. 

In conclusion, while freedom of speech is a fundamental right, it is not absolute and may be 

subject to reasonable restrictions in certain circumstances. Restrictions on freedom of speech 

may be justified to maintain public order, uphold morality, safeguard national security, and 

protect individuals from defamation or harm. However, any restrictions must be carefully 

balanced against the right to free speech and should be applied in a manner consistent with 

constitutional principles and international human rights norms. 

 

Furthermore, the determination of what constitutes a reasonable restriction on freedom of 

speech is often complex and context-dependent, requiring careful consideration of competing 

interests and values. Courts play a crucial role in adjudicating disputes involving freedom of 

speech and assessing the constitutionality of restrictions imposed by legislative or executive 

authorities. Judicial review ensures that restrictions on freedom of speech are consistent with 

constitutional guarantees and do not unduly curtail the right to free expression. 

 

 

 

 

It is essential to recognize that the imposition of reasonable restrictions on freedom of 

speech is not intended to stifle dissent or suppress 
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unpopular opinions. Rather, it is aimed at balancing the rights of individuals to express 

themselves freely with the broader interests of society, including the protection of public order, 

morality, and national security. In a democratic society, robust debate and disagreement are 

inherent features of political and social discourse, and the right to dissent and criticize 

government policies is central to democratic governance. 

Moreover, the imposition of reasonable restrictions on freedom of speech should be guided by 

principles of necessity, proportionality, and non- discrimination. Restrictions should be 

necessary to achieve a legitimate aim, proportionate to the harm sought to be prevented, and 

applied in a manner that does not discriminate against particular individuals or groups based 

on their beliefs, identity, or viewpoint. Additionally, restrictions should be clear, predictable, 

and consistent with the rule of law to ensure transparency and accountability in their 

application. 

In the digital age, the application of reasonable restrictions on freedom of speech presents new 

challenges and considerations. Online platforms have become essential forums for public 

discourse and expression, providing individuals with unprecedented opportunities to share 

information, exchange ideas, and engage in political activism. However, the borderless nature 

of the internet and the rapid dissemination of information online also pose challenges for the 

enforcement of restrictions and the protection of individual rights. 

In conclusion, while freedom of speech is a cherished right in a democratic society, it is subject 

to reasonable restrictions to safeguard the broader interests of society. Restrictions on freedom 

of speech may be justified to maintain public order, uphold morality, safeguard national 

security, and protect individuals from harm. However, any restrictions must be carefully 

balanced against the right to free expression and should 
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be applied in a manner consistent with constitutional principles, human rights norms, and 

democratic values.4 

In the digital age, jurisdictional challenges regarding defamation cases have become 

increasingly complex due to the borderless nature of the internet and the global reach of online 

communication platforms. Determining the appropriate jurisdiction for adjudicating 

defamation claims involving social media can be challenging, particularly when the parties 

involved are located in different jurisdictions or when the defamatory content is accessible 

globally. 

One of the primary jurisdictional challenges in defamation cases is determining where the 

alleged defamation occurred. With social media platforms allowing users to post content from 

virtually anywhere in the world, identifying the geographic location of the defamatory 

statement can be difficult. Moreover, the mere accessibility of defamatory content in a 

particular jurisdiction may not be sufficient to establish jurisdiction, as courts typically require 

a stronger connection to the jurisdiction to assert authority over the matter. 

Another jurisdictional challenge arises from the lack of uniformity in defamation laws across 

different jurisdictions. Each country has its own legal framework governing defamation, with 

varying standards of liability, defenses, and remedies. This diversity complicates efforts to 

adjudicate cross-border defamation disputes and may lead to forum shopping, where plaintiffs 

seek out jurisdictions with favorable laws or sympathetic courts to pursue their claims. 

Furthermore, the global nature of online communication platforms presents challenges for the 

enforcement of court judgments in defamation 

 

4 Citron, Danielle Keats. "Cyber Civil Rights." Boston University Law Review 89, no. 1 

(2009): 61-125. 
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cases. Even if a court in one jurisdiction issues a judgment against a defendant for defamation, 

enforcing that judgment against a defendant located in another jurisdiction may be difficult, if 

not impossible. Differences in legal systems, enforcement mechanisms, and diplomatic 

relations between countries can hinder the enforcement of judgments across borders.5 

Additionally, the anonymity and pseudonymity afforded by online platforms pose challenges 

for identifying and holding perpetrators of defamation accountable. Defamatory statements 

made anonymously or under pseudonyms may make it difficult for plaintiffs to identify the 

individuals responsible for the harmful content and pursue legal action against them. This 

anonymity can also embolden individuals to engage in defamatory conduct without fear of 

consequences, exacerbating the challenges faced by victims seeking redress. 

Moreover, jurisdictional challenges in defamation cases may be compounded by conflicts of 

law, where the laws of different jurisdictions conflict or overlap, leading to uncertainty and 

inconsistency in the application of legal principles. Conflicts of law may arise in cases 

involving defamation claims across multiple jurisdictions, requiring courts to determine which 

jurisdiction's laws apply and how to reconcile conflicting legal standards. 

In conclusion, jurisdictional challenges pose significant obstacles to the effective adjudication 

and enforcement of defamation claims in the digital age. Addressing these challenges requires 

international cooperation, harmonization of legal standards, and innovative approaches to 

cross- border  dispute  resolution.  By  overcoming  jurisdictional  barriers, 

 

5 Gillespie, Tarleton. Custodians of the Internet: Platforms, Content Moderation, and the 

Hidden Decisions That Shape Social Media. Yale University Press, 2018. 

n, 
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stakeholders can ensure that individuals have access to effective remedies for online 

defamation and uphold their rights to reputation and dignity in the digital realm. 

 

Furthermore, efforts to address jurisdictional challenges in defamation cases require 

collaboration among governments, law enforcement agencies, online platforms, and civil 

society organizations. One approach to mitigating jurisdictional challenges is the development 

of international agreements or treaties that establish common principles and procedures for the 

adjudication and enforcement of cross-border defamation disputes. Such agreements could 

provide mechanisms for mutual recognition of court judgments, cooperation in evidence 

gathering, and assistance in enforcing judgments across borders. 

Moreover, technology companies and online platforms play a crucial role in addressing 

jurisdictional challenges by implementing measures to prevent and mitigate online defamation. 

Platforms can develop policies and procedures for addressing defamatory content, including 

mechanisms for reporting and removing harmful content, as well as cooperating with law 

enforcement agencies and judicial authorities in investigating and prosecuting defamation 

cases. By taking proactive steps to combat online defamation, platforms can contribute to the 

protection of users' rights and the promotion of a safer online environment. 

Additionally, educational initiatives and awareness-raising campaigns can help raise awareness 

about the consequences of online defamation and empower individuals to protect themselves 

from defamatory content. Media literacy programs, digital citizenship courses, and public 

awareness campaigns can educate individuals about their rights and responsibilities in online 

communication, as well as provide guidance on 
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how to recognize and respond to defamation-related risks effectively. By promoting digital 

literacy and responsible online behavior, these initiatives can help reduce the incidence of 

online defamation and mitigate its harmful effects. 

Furthermore, alternative dispute resolution mechanisms, such as mediation or arbitration, may 

offer a more efficient and cost-effective means of resolving defamation disputes compared to 

traditional litigation. These mechanisms provide parties with an opportunity to resolve disputes 

outside of the formal court system, often with the assistance of neutral third parties. By offering 

a flexible and confidential process for resolving disputes, alternative dispute resolution 

mechanisms can help alleviate jurisdictional challenges and promote access to justice for 

individuals affected by online defamation. 

In conclusion, addressing jurisdictional challenges in defamation cases requires a multi-faceted 

approach that involves international cooperation, technological innovation, public education, 

and alternative dispute resolution. By working together to overcome these challenges, 

stakeholders can ensure that individuals have access to effective remedies for online 

defamation and uphold their rights to reputation and dignity in the digital age. 

1.2 Traditional Defamation Principles 

Defamation principles in India are rooted in common law and statutory provisions, which 

govern civil and criminal liability for false and harmful statements that damage an individual's 

reputation. Traditional defamation laws require proof of publication, falsity, relevance to 

reputation, and intent, among other elements, to establish liability. However, the emergence of 

social media presents new challenges and complexities for the application of defamation 

principles in the digital age. 
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1..2.1 Jurisdictional Challenges 

One of the key challenges in applying traditional defamation principles to social media is 

jurisdictional issues. Social media platforms operate globally, making it difficult to determine 

the appropriate jurisdiction for adjudicating defamation claims. Jurisdictional challenges arise 

when defamatory content is posted online from one jurisdiction but accessed and viewed in 

another, raising questions about which laws apply and which courts have jurisdiction over the 

matter. 

1.2.2 Responsibility of Platforms6 

Social media platforms play a significant role in facilitating online communication and 

dissemination of information. As intermediaries, these platforms may be held liable for 

defamatory content posted by users under certain circumstances. However, legal frameworks 

vary across jurisdictions, and platforms may enjoy legal protections, such as safe harbor 

provisions, that shield them from liability for user-generated content. Balancing the rights of 

individuals to freedom of expression with the responsibility of platforms to moderate harmful 

content is a complex and ongoing challenge. 

 

 

While freedom of speech is a fundamental right, it is not absolute and may be subject to certain 

limitations and restrictions deemed necessary for the maintenance of public order, morality, 

and the sovereignty and integrity of the nation. These reasonable restrictions are enshrined in 

Article 19(2) of the Indian Constitution and are intended to strike a 

 

 

6 Van Alstyne, Marshall W., and Erik Brynjolfsson. "Could the Internet Balkanize 

Science?" Science 329, no. 5991 (2010): 768-769. 
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balance between the right to free speech and the broader interests of society. 

One of the primary grounds for imposing reasonable restrictions on freedom of speech is the 

maintenance of public order. Speech that incites violence, promotes communal disharmony, or 

threatens public safety may be subject to restrictions to prevent societal unrest and maintain 

peace and stability. Such restrictions aim to protect individuals and communities from the 

harmful consequences of inflammatory speech and ensure the peaceful coexistence of diverse 

groups within society. 

Furthermore, restrictions on freedom of speech may be justified in the interest of morality, 

which encompasses principles of decency, propriety, and ethical conduct. Speech that is 

obscene, sexually explicit, or morally offensive may be subject to limitations to uphold 

community standards of morality and decency. These restrictions reflect societal values and 

norms regarding acceptable forms of expression and aim to protect individuals, particularly 

vulnerable groups such as children, from exposure to harmful or inappropriate content. 

 

 

Responsibility of Platforms 

Social media platforms play a significant role in shaping online discourse and facilitating 

communication among users. As intermediaries, these platforms host a vast amount of user-

generated content, including text, images, videos, and links, which can include defamatory 

material. While platforms provide valuable opportunities for expression and interaction, they 

also face challenges in managing and moderating content to prevent the dissemination of 

harmful or unlawful material. 
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One of the key responsibilities of social media platforms is to establish and enforce community 

guidelines and content moderation policies to regulate the types of content that are allowed on 

their platforms. These guidelines often prohibit content that violates laws or infringes on the 

rights of others, including defamatory statements, hate speech, harassment, and incitement to 

violence. By establishing clear rules and standards for acceptable behavior, platforms aim to 

create a safe and respectful online environment for users. 

Moreover, social media platforms have a duty to implement mechanisms for reporting and 

removing defamatory content in accordance with applicable laws and regulations. This may 

involve providing users with tools to report content that they believe to be defamatory, as well 

as establishing processes for reviewing and acting on these reports in a timely manner. 

Platforms may also employ automated content moderation algorithms and human moderators 

to identify and remove potentially harmful content proactively. 

Additionally, social media platforms may be subject to legal liability for defamatory content 

posted by users under certain circumstances. In many jurisdictions, platforms enjoy legal 

protections, such as safe harbor provisions, that shield them from liability for content posted 

by third parties. However, these protections are often contingent upon platforms' compliance 

with certain requirements, such as promptly removing illegal content upon notice. Failure to 

meet these requirements may expose platforms to liability for facilitating the dissemination of 

defamatory material.7 

 

 

 

7 Benkler, Yochai. The Wealth of Networks: How Social Production Transforms Markets 

and Freedom. Yale University Press, 2006. 
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Furthermore, social media platforms have a responsibility to balance the rights of users to 

freedom of expression with the need to prevent harm and protect individuals' rights to 

reputation and dignity. This requires platforms to strike a delicate balance between promoting 

open dialogue and protecting users from harassment, abuse, and defamation. Platforms must 

develop content moderation policies and practices that are transparent, consistent, and fair, 

while also respecting users' privacy and autonomy. 

Moreover, social media platforms have a role to play in educating users about the risks and 

consequences of online defamation and promoting responsible digital citizenship. This may 

involve providing users with information about the types of content that are prohibited on the 

platform, as well as guidance on how to report and respond to defamatory material. By 

empowering users to recognize and address defamation-related risks, platforms can help create 

a safer and more inclusive online environment for all users. 

Additionally, social media platforms have a responsibility to engage with relevant 

stakeholders, including governments, civil society organizations, and academic institutions, to 

develop effective strategies for combating online defamation. This may involve participating 

in multi-stakeholder initiatives, sharing best practices, and collaborating on research and 

policy development efforts. By working together, stakeholders can develop holistic approaches 

to addressing the challenges posed by online defamation and promoting a culture of respect 

and civility in digital communication.8 

 

 

 

 

8 Lessig, Lawrence. Code and Other Laws of Cyberspace. Basic Books, 1999. 
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In conclusion, social media platforms have a significant responsibility to regulate and moderate 

content to prevent the dissemination of defamatory material and protect users' rights to 

reputation and dignity. By establishing clear guidelines, implementing effective reporting 

mechanisms, and collaborating with stakeholders, platforms can create safer and more 

inclusive online environments that foster free expression while mitigating the harmful effects 

of online defamation. 

 

 

Moreover, social media platforms should invest in robust content moderation tools and 

technologies to enhance their capacity to identify and remove defamatory content efficiently. 

This may involve leveraging artificial intelligence and machine learning algorithms to detect 

patterns of abusive behavior and automatically flag potentially harmful content for review. 

Additionally, platforms can hire and train teams of content moderators to manually review 

reported content and make decisions about its removal in accordance with established policies 

and guidelines. 

Furthermore, transparency and accountability are essential components of responsible content 

moderation practices. Social media platforms should provide users with clear explanations of 

their content moderation policies, including the types of content that are prohibited and the 

consequences for violating these policies. Platforms should also be transparent about their 

decision-making processes and provide users with avenues for appealing content removal 

decisions. 

 

 

In addition to content moderation, social media platforms can play a proactive role in 

promoting positive online behavior and fostering digital citizenship. This may involve 

implementing educational initiatives and 
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awareness-raising campaigns to educate users about the importance of respectful 

communication, critical thinking, and empathy in online interactions. By promoting digital 

literacy and responsible online behavior, platforms can empower users to recognize and 

address defamation-related risks effectively.9 

Moreover, social media platforms should engage in ongoing dialogue with stakeholders to 

solicit feedback, address concerns, and improve their content moderation practices. This may 

involve establishing advisory boards or consultative mechanisms comprised of representatives 

from diverse stakeholder groups, including users, civil society organizations, academics, and 

government agencies. By fostering collaboration and transparency, platforms can build trust 

with users and demonstrate their commitment to addressing the challenges posed by online 

defamation. 

Additionally, social media platforms should explore innovative approaches to addressing the 

root causes of online defamation, such as hate speech, misinformation, and polarization. This 

may involve investing in research and development efforts to better understand the underlying 

dynamics driving harmful online behavior and developing targeted interventions to mitigate its 

impact. By addressing the underlying factors contributing to online defamation, platforms can 

help create a more inclusive and respectful online environment for all users. 

In conclusion, social media platforms have a crucial role to play in combating online 

defamation and promoting a culture of respect and civility in digital communication. By 

implementing effective content moderation policies and practices, promoting digital literacy 

and responsible online behavior, engaging with stakeholders, and addressing 

 

9 Fuchs, Christian. Social Media: A Critical Introduction. SAGE Publications, 2017. 
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the root causes of harmful online behavior, platforms can help create safer and more inclusive 

online environments where users can express themselves freely without fear of defamation or 

abuse.10 

 

 

2.3 Freedom of Speech and Expression in Social Media vis-à-vis Defamation 

The intersection of freedom of speech and expression with defamation in social media raises 

important questions about the regulation of online speech and the protection of individuals' 

reputations. Balancing the rights of individuals to express themselves freely with the need to 

prevent harm and protect against abuse is a delicate task that requires careful consideration of 

competing interests and values. 

 

 

2.3.1 Balancing Rights 

Balancing the rights of individuals to freedom of speech and expression with the protection of 

reputation and dignity requires a nuanced approach. While freedom of speech is a fundamental 

right essential for democratic discourse, it is not absolute and must be balanced against other 

rights and interests, including the right to reputation. Regulatory frameworks must strike a 

balance between promoting open and robust debate while preventing the spread of false and 

harmful information that can damage individuals' reputations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

10 Tufekci, Zeynep. Twitter and Tear Gas: The Power and Fragility of Networked Protest. 

Yale University Press, 2017. 
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2.3.2 Regulatory Frameworks 

Regulatory frameworks governing social media and online speech vary across jurisdictions, 

reflecting different legal traditions, cultural norms, and policy priorities. Some countries adopt 

a more permissive approach, emphasizing freedom of expression and limiting government 

intervention, while others impose stricter regulations to combat misinformation, hate speech, 

and online abuse. Developing effective regulatory frameworks for social media requires 

collaboration among governments, technology companies, civil society organizations, and 

other stakeholders to ensure that online platforms are safe, inclusive, and conducive to free and 

open expression. 

 

Regulatory frameworks governing social media platforms encompass a range of legal 

provisions aimed at balancing the imperatives of free speech with the need to address harmful 

content and protect users' rights. In India, the Information Technology (Intermediary 

Guidelines and Digital Media Ethics Code) Rules, 2021, introduced by the Ministry of 

Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY), constitute a key regulatory framework for 

social media platforms. Section 69A of the Information Technology Act, 2000 empowers the 

government to issue directions for blocking public access to online content deemed prejudicial 

to national security or public o11rder, although concerns have been raised regarding its 

potential misuse to stifle free speech. 

Moreover, Section 79 of the Information Technology Act, 2000 provides a safe harbor 

provision for intermediaries, shielding them from liability for third-party content hosted on 

their platforms, provided they comply with due diligence requirements. However, the 

Intermediary Rules 2021 

 

11 Sunstein, Cass R. Republic.com 2.0. Princeton University Press, 2007. 
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impose additional obligations on social media intermediaries, including the appointment of 

grievance officers, proactive monitoring of content, and compliance with takedown requests 

within specific timeframes. Critics argue that these requirements may impose undue burdens 

on platforms and chill free speech by incentivizing overzealous content moderation. 

Furthermore, the Code of Ethics prescribed under the Intermediary Rules 2021 mandates 

platforms to adhere to principles of self-regulation, including measures to combat 

misinformation, fake news, and online abuse. Section 69B of the Information Technology Act, 

2000 empowers the government to issue orders for interception, monitoring, and decryption of 

online communications for national security purposes, raising concerns about surveillance and 

privacy infringements. Additionally, Section 505 of the Indian Penal Code criminalizes the 

publication or circulation of false statements with the intent to incite violence or public 

mischief, posing challenges for platforms in balancing free speech with the prevention of hate 

speech and incitement to violence. 

Moreover, the regulatory landscape is further complicated by judicial interpretations and 

evolving case law, which shape the contours of free speech online. The landmark judgment in 

Shreya Singhal v. Union of India (2015) struck down Section 66A of the Information 

Technology Act, 2000, which criminalized the dissemination of offensive or false information 

online, on grounds of vagueness and overbreadth, affirming the importance of protecting free 

speech online. However, subsequent judgments, such as the recent decision in Prajwala v. 

Union of India (2021), upholding the constitutionality of the Intermediary Rules 2021, have 

underscored the need to balance free speech with other competing rights and interests. 
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Furthermore, international standards and obligations, including those enshrined in the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), to which India is a signatory, 

provide additional guidance on the protection of free speech online. Article 19(2) of the 

ICCPR permits restrictions on freedom of expression only if they are prescribed by law and 

necessary for the respect of the rights or reputations of others, national security, public order, 

or public health or morals. However, concerns have been raised about the compatibility of 

certain Indian laws and regulations with international human rights standards, highlighting the 

need for greater alignment and coherence in the regulatory framework. 

Additionally, regulatory frameworks governing social media platforms must strike a delicate 

balance between fostering online innovation and protecting users from harm. Overly restrictive 

regulations may stifle innovation and creativity, limiting the potential of social media platforms 

as engines of economic growth and social progress. Conversely, lax regulations may fail to 

adequately address the proliferation of harmful content and online abuse, undermining trust 

and confidence in digital ecosystems.12 

Moreover, the regulatory landscape is characterized by a complex interplay of legal, 

technological, and societal factors, necessitating a nuanced and multifaceted approach to 

regulation. Policymakers must consider the unique challenges posed by digital communication, 

such as the virality and scalability of online content, the anonymity of users, and the global 

reach of social media platforms, in crafting effective regulatory responses. Additionally, 

regulatory frameworks must be adaptive and responsive to evolving threats and challenges, 

leveraging technological 

 

 

12 Anderson, Nate. The Internet Police: How Crime Went Online, and the Cops Followed. 

W. W. Norton & Company, 2014. 
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innovations such as artificial intelligence and machine learning to enhance content moderation 

and enforcement mechanisms. 

Furthermore, fostering transparency, accountability, and stakeholder engagement is essential 

for building trust and legitimacy in regulatory processes. Platforms, governments, civil society 

organizations, and other stakeholders must collaborate to develop transparent and accountable 

mechanisms for content moderation, data governance, and user protection. By promoting 

greater transparency and accountability, regulatory frameworks can enhance user trust and 

confidence in social media platforms, thereby fostering a safer and more inclusive online 

environment. 

In conclusion, regulatory frameworks governing social media platforms play a crucial role in 

shaping the contours of free speech online. In India, the Intermediary Rules 2021, along with 

relevant provisions of the Information Technology Act, 2000 and the Indian Penal Code, 

constitute key legal instruments for regulating online speech. However, the effectiveness and 

legitimacy of these regulations depend on striking a delicate balance between promoting free 

expression and addressing legitimate concerns about harmful content and online abuse. 

Moving forward, policymakers must adopt a holistic and evidence-based approach to 

regulation, fostering collaboration among stakeholders and leveraging technological 

innovations to promote a safer, more inclusive, and rights- respecting digital environment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LANDMARK JUDGEMENTS 

http://www.ijlra.com/


www.ijlra.com 

Volume 2 Issue 7|March 2024 
ISSN: 2582-6433 

 

 

Page | 27  
 

 

 

R. Rajagopal v. State of Tamil Nadu (1994) 6 SCC 632: 

 

 Facts: In this case, R. Rajagopal, a former chief minister of Tamil Nadu, filed a 

petition challenging the publication of defamatory articles about him in a Tamil magazine. The 

articles alleged corruption and misconduct during his tenure as chief minister. 

 Arguments: Rajagopal argued that the articles violated his right to privacy and 

reputation, as the information published was false and damaging to his reputation. 

 Judgment: The Supreme Court recognized the right to privacy as an intrinsic part of 

the right to life and personal liberty guaranteed under Article 21 of the Constitution. The court 

held that individuals have a right to control the dissemination of information about their private 

lives and that this right outweighs the public interest in freedom of speech. The judgment 

emphasized the importance of balancing freedom of speech with individuals' rights to privacy 

and reputation. 

 

Subramanian Swamy v. Union of India (2016) 7 SCC 221: 

 Facts: This case concerned the constitutional validity of criminal defamation laws in 

India. Subramanian Swamy, a politician and public figure, challenged the validity of Sections 

499 and 500 of the Indian Penal Code, which provide for criminal defamation. 

 Arguments: Swamy argued that criminal defamation provisions were violative of 

freedom of speech and expression guaranteed under Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution. 

 Judgment: The Supreme Court upheld the validity of criminal defamation 

provisions, ruling that they serve a legitimate aim in protecting individuals' reputations and 

ensuring social harmony. The court held that the right to reputation is a fundamental right 

under 
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Article 21 of the Constitution and that criminal defamation laws strike a balance between free 

speech and reputation. 

 

 

S. Khushboo v. Kanniammal & Another (2010) 5 SCC 600: 

 Facts: This case addressed defamation arising from statements made by S. 

Khushboo, a public figure and actress, regarding premarital sex and HIV/AIDS awareness. 

 Arguments: The complainants argued that Khushboo's statements were defamatory 

and amounted to moral policing. 

 Judgment: The Supreme Court held that public figures are subject to greater scrutiny 

and criticism than private individuals. The court emphasized that criticism of public figures' 

conduct or policies does not necessarily constitute defamation unless it is false and malicious. 

The judgment reaffirmed the importance of protecting freedom of speech, particularly in 

matters of public interest. 

 

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, international cooperation is essential for addressing the complex challenges 

posed by free speech on social media platforms in an increasingly interconnected world. By 

fostering dialogue, collaboration, and mutual respect among countries, we can develop 

common principles and standards that promote free expression, protect users from harm, and 

uphold human rights and democratic values in the digital sphere. Through sustained efforts to 

promote international cooperation and collaboration, we can build a more inclusive, 

democratic, and rights-respecting online environment for all. 
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