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Right to be Forgotten and the Delhi High Court Ruling

NEWS ITEM

The Delhi High Court recently laid down principles on the right to be forgotten, holding that the right flows from Article 21
as part of dignity and informational privacy. The ruling came in a batch of over 30 petitions led by Laksh Vir Singh Yadav v.
Union of India, where the court considered whether judicial records should be erased, masked or de-indexed to protect privacy.

PRELIMS FACTS

* The Delhi High Court recognised the right to be forgotten as part of privacy under Article 21.

* The ruling came in a batch of over 30 consolidated petitions led by Laksh Vir Singh Yadav v. Union of India.

* The court held that retention of personal data must have a legitimate purpose and must be proportionate.

* The court preferred masking or redaction of names instead of deleting entire judgments.

* The court prescribed a two-week deadline for legal databases to comply.

* The Google Spain case, 2014 laid the global foundation for the right to erase, later reflected in Article 17 of the
GDPR.

¢ In India, K.S. Puttaswamy v. Union of India (2017) recognised privacy as a fundamental right.

¢ The right to be forgotten often conflicts with Article 19(1)(a), open justice and the public’s right to know.

* The DPDP Act, 2023 provides a limited statutory right to erasure, but does not clearly address judicial records and

public archives.
» Effective enforcement requires coordination between courts, legal databases, search engines, social media platforms and
data protection institutions.

Right to be Forgotten 3R fRReeft g1$ &l a1 e
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fee=ht g1 o6l A g1 €1 A right to be forgotten W principles fAuiRa fohy ok wer ok a8 sf¥wR Article 21 & Jga dignity $iR informational
privacy @1 fg&ar 81 ag thaem Laksh Vir Singh Yadav v. Union of India @fga 30 & &ifd petitions & batch # smar, 99 court 7 g @1
f&h privacy protection & faq judicial records @t erase, mask a1 de-index frar ST Gerdr & a1 78T |

URfAh udter a

« Delhi High Court % right to be forgotten @&t Article 21 & d&d privacy @ fgwm AT

« gg % Laksh Vir Singh Yadav v. Union of India afgd 30 & 3ifd consolidated petitions # sma

« Court 7 &gT &6 personal data retention @ legitimate purpose g1 @1fgT 3R ag proportionate g1 a1fgul

« Court 7 entire judgments delete &% & ST names $ masking a1 redaction &t Uraf@edT &1

* Court % legal databases & compliance & forg & @warg &t deadline aa &l

» Google Spain case, 2014 3 right to erase &' global foundation &, f5& a1 # GDPR & Article 17 & snfae foram )

» YR § K.S. Puttaswamy v. Union of India (2017) 7 privacy @t fundamental right #mTI

« Right to be forgotten @7 conflict 3/aR Article 19(1)(a), open justice 3R public’s right to know & g1 g1

« DPDP Act, 2023 limited statutory right to erasure a1 &, @f3 judicial records 3R public archives & @e ®u & address &l
T

« Effective enforcement & faQ courts, legal databases, search engines, social media platforms 3R data protection
institutions @& &= coordination St 81
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