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November 12, 2020

Mr. Sattyendra Vinayak Muley
Advocate

1187/31, Vaman Malhar Joshi Marg
J.M Road, Shivaji Nagar

Pune 411005

Dear Mr. Muley,

Sub: Your request for consent to initiate proceedings for criminal
contempt under Section 15 of the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971
read with Rule 3(c) of the Rules to Regulate Proceedings for
Contempt of the Supreme Court of India, 1975

I am in receipt of your request for consent to initiate proceedings by way of
criminal contempt against Sh. Kunal Kamra. I have gone through each one
of the tweets which you have annexed for consent to proceed by way of
criminal contempt against Sh. Kunal Kamra. The tweets which I am
extracting below are not only in bad taste but clearly cross the line between
humour and contempt of the Court. For example:

“Honour has left the building (Supreme Court) long back.”
and

“The Supreme Court of this Country is the most Supreme joke of this
country.”

Apart from this, is a picture of the Supreme Court building dressed in
saffron colours with a flag of the ruling political party, namely the BJP
having replaced the Tricolour. This is a gross insinuation against the
entirety of the Supreme Court of India that the Supreme Court of India is
not an independent and impartial institution and so too its judges, but on the
other hand is a Court of the ruling party, the BJP, existing for the BJPs
benefit.

All this in my opinion constitutes criminal contempt of Court.
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The other tweets also are highly objectionable, and it would perhaps be for
the Court to decide the question as to whether these tweets also would
constitute criminal contempt of the Supreme Court of India.

I find that today people believe that they can boldly and brazenly condemn
the Supreme Court of India and its judges by exercising what they believe
is their freedom of speech. But under the Constitution, the freedom of
speech is subject to the law of contempt and I believe that it is time that
people understand that attacking the Supreme Court of India unjustifiedly
and brazenly will attract punishment under the Contempt of Courts Act,

1972.

I therefore grant consent to proceed by way of initiating contempt
proceedings against Sh. Kunal Kamra.

Yours sincerely,
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