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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
EXTRAORDINARY ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF
ABHUIT MISHRA PETITIONER
VERSES
UIDAI AND OTHER’S RESPONDENTS
URGENT APPLICATION

To,

The Honourable Registrar,
High Court of Delhi,

Sher Shah Suri Marg,
New Delhi — 110001.

Respected Sir,

The present public interest litigation is filed in accordance and compliance to
the High Court of Delhi rules (PIL Rules Notification No. 451/ Rules/ DHC |
Dated November 25th, 2010) for issuance of writ, order or direction in nature
of mandamus or any other appropriate writ under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India for directions to the Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI to take
appropriate initiatives under the aegis of Aadhar Act, 2016 for the protection
of the Aadhar information and privacy of the Citizens of India from
unauthorized access to the third party such as Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google
Pay. Thereby seeking directions to the respondents by way of Writ of

Mandamus or any other writ deems fit and proper on urgent basis.

It is submitted that the urgent mentioning vide reference no. reference No :
1609300058391 57693 was made before the Honourable High Court of Delhi
on 30" December 2020, which is duly accepted for hearing by the Honourable
Court.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
EXTRAORDINARY ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO.
IN THE MATTER OF
ABHUIT MISHRA
VERSES

UIDAI AND OTHER’S

NOTICE OF MOTION

To,

Unique Identification Authority Of India,
Through the Honourable Chief Executive Officer,
Government of India,

Bangla Sahib Rd, Behind Kali Mandir,

Gole Market, New Delhi — 110001

Email ceo@uidai.gov.in

Through

Advocate Mr. Mohd. Mugeem,
The Honourable Counsel,
High Court of Delhi.

Mobile 09999864964

mohammedmugeem@gmail.com

Honourable Sir,

OF 2021

PETITIONER

RESPONDENTS

Please find the paper book for the purpose of advance service in the Public

Interest Litigation by the way of Writ Petition (Civil) with title "Abhijit

Mishra v/s UIDAI and Others" for your kind perusal and necessary actions. It

is submitted that the Writ Petition is likely to be listed for hearing on or before

11" January 2021. This is for your kind information and necessary action.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
EXTRAORDINARY ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF
ABHUIT MISHRA PETITIONER
VERSES
UIDAI AND OTHER’S RESPONDENTS

IN THE MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION
MEMO OF PARTIES

Abhijit Mishra Writ Petitioner
S/O (Late) Mr. Om Prakash Mishra

R/O -7, Priya Enclave,

New Delhi — 110092.

abhi@abhimishra.in

Versus

Unique Identification Authority Of India, Respondent - 1
Through the Honourable Chief Executive Officer,

Government of India,

Bangla Sahib Rd, Behind Kali Mandir,

Gole Market, New Delhi — 110001

Email ceo@uidai.gov.in

Reserve Bank of India, Respondent - 2
Through, The Honorable Governor,

6, Sansad Marg,

New Delhi — 110001.

Email- rdnewdelhi@rbi.org.in
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Google India Digital Services Private Limited Respondents — 3
Doing business as “Google Pay”,

Through the Honourable Directors,

Unit 207, 2nd Floor Signature Tower-II Tower A,

Sector 15 Part II Silokhera,

Gurgaon, Haryana, India, 122001.

CIN No. U74999HR2017PTC067218

Email - apac-corporg.cs@google.com

FILED BY: PETITIONER-THROUGH ADVOCATE

DATE: 1® JANUARY 2021 ABHUIT MISHRA

PLACE: NEW DELHI PETITIONER
THROUGH -
PAYAL BAHL
ADVOCATE

7, PRIYA ENCLAVE

NEW DELHI - 110092

MOBILE #09891578108
ABHI@ABHIMISHRA.IN

Note: For the sake of brevity and avoiding prolixity.
1. The Respondent No. 1 1.e. Unique Identification Authority Of India is
referred and abbreviated as UIDALI in the present Writ Petition.
2. The Respondent No. 2 i.e. Google India Digital Services Private

Limited is referred as Google Pay in the present Writ Petition.


mailto:apac-corporg.cs@google.com
mailto:ABHI@ABHIMISHRA.IN
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
EXTRAORDINARY ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF
ABHUIT MISHRA PETITIONER
VERSES
UIDAI AND OTHER’S RESPONDENTS

SYNOPSIS, DATES AND EVENTS

The present public interest litigation highlights the grave issue of the
unauthorized access, use and storing of the Aadhar and banking information
of the Citizens of India by the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay in sheer
violation of the Article 21 of the Constitution of India, Aadhar Act 2016,
Payments and Settlement Systems Act 2007 and Banking Regulations Act
1949. 1t is submitted that the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay in their terms
and conditions have specially and explicitly mentioned that Google Pay will
collect, store and share the Bank Account or Aadhar details.

Terms and Conditions of Google Pay

You, hereby expressly consent to and permit Google or its group

companies to collect, store and share such information including

but not limited to your or user personal information such as your

name, address, Google Account or payment instructions details,

all transactions carried out by Google Pay or information with

respect to the third parties including Bank Account or Aadhar

details for the purposes mentioned in the combined Google Pay

for Business Terms.

This public interest litigation voices against the unconstitutional conduct and

seeks for the Writ of Mandamus to the State to address such violation.

HENCE, THE PRESENT WRIT PETITION
AS A PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION
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DATES AND EVENTS

DATES

EVENTS

29t March 2019

The Writ Petitioner made representation to the
office of the following authorities against the
unauthorized operations of the Google Pay in
violation of the banking laws.

1. Honourable Chief Justice of Delhi

2. Respondent No. 2 i.e. Honourable Governor,

Reserve Bank of India

315 March 2019

The Writ Petitioner made representation to the
Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay against its

unauthorized operations under the banking laws.

9t September 2019

The Writ Petitioner received the response under
Right to Information Act 2005 from the Respondent
No. 2 i.e. Honourable Governor, Reserve Bank of
India that Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is not

registered or licensed under the banking laws.

4% March 2020

The Writ Petitioner received the response under
Right to Information Act 2005 from the Respondent
No. 1 i.e. UIDAI that Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google
Pay is not permitted to collect, use and store the

Aadhar details the under the Aadhar Act 2016.

11™ March 2020

The Writ Petitioner made representation to the
office of the Chief Executive Officer, UIDAI against
the unauthorized operations of the Google Pay in

violation of the banking laws and Aadhar Act 2016
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The petitioner made endeavor to list the Public

_ Interest Litigation, but the matter was not selected
April 2020

To
December 2020

for urgent listing.

The Honourable High Court of Delhi allowed the
listing of the Writ Petition on 30" December 2020.

HENCE, THE PRESENT WRIT PETITION
AS A PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
EXTRAORDINARY ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF
ABHUIT MISHRA PETITIONER
VERSES
UIDAI AND OTHER’S RESPONDENTS

THE PRESENT PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION IS FILED UNDER
THE AEGIS OF ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA FOR
THE ISSUANCE OF WRIT, ORDER OR DIRECTION IN NATURE OF
MANDAMUS OR ANY OTHER APPROPRIATE WRIT FOR THE
DIRECTIONS TO THE UIDAI (RESPONDENT NO. 1) TO TAKE
APPROPRIATE INITIATIVES UNDER THE AEGIS OF AADHAR ACT,
2016 FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE AADHAR DETAILS AND
PRIVACY OF THE CITIZENS OF INDIA UNDER THE AEGIS OF
ARTICLE 21 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA FROM
UNAUTHORIZED ACCESS TO THE THIRD PARTY LE. GOOGLE PAY
(RESPONDENT NO. 3). ALSO TO ISSUE DIRECTION TO UIDAI
(RESPONDENT NO. 1) AND RESERVE BANK OF INDIA
(RESPONDENT NO. 2)TO JOINTLY MAKE REGULATIONS AGAINST
UNAUTHORIZED ACCESS OF BANKING DATA OF THE CITIZENS TO
THE THIRD PARTY L.LE. GOOGLE PAY (RESPONDENT NO. 3).

TO,

THE HONOURABLE CHIEF JUSTICE,

AND HIS LORDSHIP’S COMPANION JUSTICES OF THE,
HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

A HUMBLE WRIT PETITION
OF THE PETITIONER
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MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

. It is respectfully submitted that the Writ Petitioner has no personal interest
in the litigation and that the petition is not guided by self- gain or for gain
of any person / institution / body and that there is no motive other than of
public interest in filing of the present Writ Petition. It is submitted that the
Writ Petitioner is indebted to the great nation - India and deemed duty
bound for the welfare of the Nation under the aegis of the Article S1A of

the Constitution of India.

. Itisrespectfully submitted that Writ Petitioner has gathered all the relevant
information through various RTI applications and letters filed before the
Honourable Chief Executive Officer, Unique Identification Authority Of
India - Government of India and Honourable Governor, Reserve Bank of
India who are entrusted of implementing, administrating and managing the
Aadhar Act, 2016, Payments and Settlement Systems Act 2007 and
Banking Regulations Act 1949 respectively.

. It is respectfully submitted that the questions of public importance are
being raised in the present Public Interest Litigation that illuminates the
unauthorized access of the Aadhar and Banking information of the Citizen
in sheer violation of the Aadhar Act 2016, Payments and Settlement
Systems Act 2007 and Banking Regulations Act 1949. It is submitted that
the unauthorized / unlicensed / unregistered entity Respondent No. 3 i.e.
Google Pay is collecting the Aadhar and banking transaction details of the
citizens of India which is sheer violation of the above-mentioned act along

with Article 21 of the Constitution of India.

. That the Persons affected by such acts of the respondents are numerous
and are not in a position to approach the Honorable Court, hence the
Petitioner is filing on behalf of such affected Persons and except for the
Present Respondent no other parties are affected by the present Public

Interest Litigation.

. It 1s submitted that the Writ Petitioner is a financial economist and has

earned Master of Science in Public Policy and Management from Carnegie
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Mellon University, United States of America and has global experience in
the matters of Public Policy and Economics. The Writ Petitioner
undertakes to pay the costs if any imposed by the court on this Writ Petition

at any stage of the proceedings.

6. That the writ petitioner has done various representation before the
Honourable Chief Justice of Delhi- High Court of Delhi, Honourable Chief
Executive Officer, Unique Identification Authority Of India - Government
of India and Honourable Governor, Reserve Bank of India for the
unauthorized access of the Aadhar and Banking information of the Citizen
in sheer violation of the Article 21 of the Constitution of India, Aadhar Act
2016, Payments and Settlement Systems Act 2007 and Banking
Regulations Act 1949.

FACTS OF THE CASE

7. It is respectfully submitted that the Respondent No. 2 i1.e. Reserve Bank of
India is the esteemed regulator of the Banking laws (Banking Regulations
Act 1949) and Payments laws (Payments and Settlements Systems Act
2007) in India. It is submitted that the Respondent No. 3 — Google Pay is
not registered / licensed under the aegis of the Payments and Settlement
Systems Act 2007 to conduct the business of payments and transactions. It
is further submitted that the Respondent No. 3 — Google Pay is also not
registered / licensed as a Bank / Co-Operative Bank / Financial Institution
/" Non-Banking Finance Company under the aegis of the Banking
Regulations Act 1949 to conduct the business of payments and processing
the transactions. The information obtained under Right to Information Act
2005 from the Reserve Bank of India. The true copy of the response from
Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India that under the Right to
Information Act 2005 Respondent No. 3 — Google Pay is not registered /
licensed under the aegis of the Payments and Settlement Systems Act 2007
is herewith annexed and marked as ANNEXURE P1.

8. It is respectfully submitted that contrary to the provisions Banking laws
(Banking Regulations Act 1949) and Payments laws (Payments and
Settlements Systems Act 2007) in India, the Respondent No. 3 — Google
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Pay is conducting the business of payment transfers and transactions
processing. It is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek
leave of the Honourable Court to kindly refer to the Terms and Conditions
of Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay which explicitly states that the
company will be storing the payment instruction details of the Parties
including Bank Accounts and Aadhar details. The true copy of the
Respondent No. 2 Google Pay’s Terms and Conditions are herewith

annexed and marked as ANNEXURE P2.

Terms and Conditions of Google Pay

You, hereby expressly consent to and permit Google or its group
companies to collect, store and share such information including
but not limited to your or user personal information such as your

name, address, Google Account or payment instructions details,

all transactions carried out by Google Pay or information with

respect to the third parties including Bank Account or Aadhar

details for the purposes mentioned in the combined Google Pay

for Business Terms.

9. It 1s respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly refer to the response of the Respondent No. 1
i.e. UIDAI under the aegis of Right to Information Act 2005. The true copy
of the respondent from Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI under Right to
Information Act 2005 is herewith annexed and marked as ANNEXURE
P3.

The salient conclusion from the response of the UIDAI response
[. It is submitted that the Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI has not
issued permission to the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay to
access, use and store the citizens AADHAR details or the
database.

IT. It is submitted that the Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI has not
received information from Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank
of India such that it has given permission to the Respondent No.
3 1.e. Google Pay for access, use and store the citizens AADHAR

details or the database.
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The Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI has not received an application
from Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay for access, use and store

the citizens AADHAR details or the database.

Right to Information Response is as follows:-

Question 1. Has the Unique ldentification Authority of India
permitted Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing
business as Google Pay (Mobile Payments Application) to
access and use citizens AADHAR database / platform for
processing and authentication of payments using BHIM Aadhar
platform as on 7 February 2020. If yes then please provide the
details of the permission issued by Unique Identification
Authority of India.

UIDAI Answer: NO

Question 2. Has the Unique ldentification Authority of India
received information from Reserve Bank of India that, Reserve
Bank of India has given permission to the Google India Digital
Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay (Mobile
Payments Application) is accessing and using AADHAR
database / platform for processing and authentication of
payments via BHIM Aadhar platform as on 7 February 2020. If

yes then please provide the details.

UIDAI Answer: NO

Question 4. Has the Unique ldentification Authority of India
received application from Google India Digital Services Private
Limited doing business as Google Pay (Mobile Payments
Application) for accessing and using AADHAR database /

platform for processing and authentication of payments via
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BHIM Aadhar platform as on 7 February 2020. If yes then please
provide the details.

UIDAI Answer: NO

10.1t is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly refer to the Notification No. G.S.R. 538(E) in
the Extra-Ordinary Gazette of India published in PART II—Section 3—
Sub-section (i) as issued by Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance,
Government of India Dated 1% June 2017. It is submitted that the
Government of India (Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance) in
consultation, aid and advise of the Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of
India has brought the amendments to the Prevention of Money-laundering
(Maintenance of Records) Rules, 2005 in exercise of the powers conferred
under the aegis Section 73 of the Prevention of Money-laundering Act,
2002 (15 of 2003). It is submitted that by the virtue of the said rules the
AADHAR number seeding of the banking information is there made
mandatory and statutory. Hence, it is submitted that the banking details of
the Citizen has an essential information element of the Aadhar details. The
true copy of the Notification No. G.S.R. 538(E) in the Extra-Ordinary
Gazette of India published in PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (i) as
issued by Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance, Government of
India Dated 1% June 2017 is herewith annexed and marked as ANNEXURE
P4.

11.1t is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly refer to the public notification as issued by the
Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India that the Aadhar seeding in
the banking information / details is a mandatory for every citizen of India.
It is respectfully submitted that the Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of
India has duly linkage of Aadhaar number to bank account is mandatory
under the Prevention of Money-laundering (Maintenance of Records)
Second Amendment Rules, 2017 and these rules have statutory force. The

true copy of the public notification Dated 21% October 2017 as issued by
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the Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India is herewith annexed and

marked as ANNEXURE P5.

12.1t is submitted that the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay has unauthorized
access to the banking details and Aadhar details by the virtue of its
operations by the of banking transfers and transactions which is not
licensed and authorized by the Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of
India under the aegis of Payments and Settlement Systems Act 2007 and
Banking Regulations Act 1949. It is respectfully submitted that the
Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay under its “Terms and Conditions” under
mechanics of payment transaction clearly mentions that “We create a link
between the Sender, the Recipient and the respective Payments System
Providers to facilitate sending and/or receiving payments using Payments
System Provider Services. It is submitted that it is deemed admission on
the part of the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay that by the virtue of its
involvement as a link between respective of Payments System Providers
to facilitate sending and/or receiving payments it has complete access to

the banking information which includes Aadhar information as well.

“Mechanics of Payment Transaction. The Payment Transactions
or any communication/offers carried out through Google Pay
are solely between the Sender and Recipient of the payment. We
create a link between the Sender, the Recipient and the respective
Payments System Providers to facilitate sending and/or
receiving payments using Payments System Provider Services.
Once a Payment Transaction has been authenticated, authorised

and processed through the Payments System Provider Services-

(i) the payment may be settled directly with the Recipient

by the respective Payments Participants; or

(ii) in certain scenarios, we may act as an intermediary
and receive funds pertaining to the Payment Transaction
on behalf of the Recipient. In such scenarios, Google

would operate purely as the Recipient’s payment
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collection agent for the limited purpose of accepting funds

s

from Users.’

13.1t is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly appreciate the core provision of the Article 21
of the Constitution of India. It is respectfully submitted that reads as: “No
person shall be deprived of his life or personal liberty except according to
procedure established by law”. It is respectfully submitted that as the
Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is neither registered or authorized or
licensed or permitted by either Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI and/or
Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India. Hence, the payment link
activities of Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay are prima facie violative of
the core aspect 1.e. “according to procedure established by law” of the

Article 21 of the Constitution of India.

14.1t is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly refer to the Section 28 of the Aadhar Act 2016.
It 1s respectfully submitted that it is the responsibility of the Respondent
No. 1 i.e. UIDAI towards ensuing the security of AADHAR information,
identity and confidentiality of the individuals. It is submitted that the
Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI turned blind eyes to the complaint towards
complaint against authorized access, use and storing of the Aadhar /

Banking information by the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay.

Section 28 of the Aadhaar Act, 2016

Security and confidentiality of information.—

(1) The Authority shall ensure the security of identity information
and authentication records of individuals.

(2) Subject to the provisions of this Act, the Authority shall
ensure confidentiality of identity information and authentication
records of individuals.

(3) The Authority shall take all necessary measures to ensure that
the information in the possession or control of the Authority,
including information stored in the Central Identities Data
Repository, is secured and protected against access, use or

disclosure not permitted under this Act or regulations made
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thereunder, and against accidental or intentional destruction,
loss or damage.
(4) Without prejudice to sub-sections (1) and (2), the Authority
shall—
(a) adopt and implement appropriate technical and
organisational security measures;
(b) ensure that the agencies, consultants, advisors or other
persons appointed or engaged for performing any function
of the Authority under this Act, have in place appropriate
technical and organisational security measures for the
information; and
(c) ensure that the agreements or arrangements entered
into with such agencies, consultants, advisors or other
persons, impose obligations equivalent to those imposed
on the Authority under this Act, and require such agencies,
consultants, advisors and other persons to act only on
instructions from the Authority.
(5) Notwithstanding anything contained in any other law for the
time being in force, and save as otherwise provided in this Act,
the Authority or any of its officers or other employees or any
agency that maintains the Central Identities Data Repository
shall not, whether during his service or thereafter, reveal any
information stored in the Central Identities Data Repository or
authentication record to anyone:
Provided that an Aadhaar number holder may request the
Authority to provide access to his identity information excluding
his core biometric information in such manner as may be

specified by regulations.

15.1t is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly refer to the Section 29 of the Aadhar Act 2016.
It is respectfully submitted that by the virtue of the statue itself That
Aadhar identity information can be shared only in accordance with the
provisions of this Aadhar Act 2016. It is submitted that as the Respondent
No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is collecting the banking and Aadhar details, thus it
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is in prima facie violation on the part of the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google

Pay of the Section 29 (2) and (4) of the Aadhar Act 2016.

Section 29. of the Aadhaar Act, 2016

Restriction on sharing information.—

(1) No core biometric information, collected or created

under this Act, shall be—

(a) shared with anyone for any reason whatsoever, or

(b) used for any purpose other than generation of Aadhaar

numbers and authentication under this Act.

(2) The identity information, other than core biometric

information, collected or created under this Act may be shared

only in accordance with the provisions of this Act and in such

manner as may be specified by regulations.

(3) No identity information available with a requesting entity or

offline verification-seeking entity shall be—
(a) used for any purpose, other than the purposes informed
in writing to the individual at the time of submitting any
information for authentication or offline verification, or
(b) disclosed for any purpose, other than purposes
informed in writing to the individual at the time of
submitting any information for authentication or offline
verification:
Provided that the purposes under clauses (a) and (b) shall
be in clear and precise language understandable to the
individual.

(4) No Aadhaar number demographic information or

photograph collected or created under this Act in respect of an

Aadhaar number holder shall be published, displayed or posted

publicly, except for the purposes as may be specified by

regulations.

16.1t is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly refer to the Section 38 of the Aadhar Act 2016.
It is respectfully submitted that Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is
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collecting the banking and Aadhar details, thus it is in prima facie violation

of the Section 38 (g) and (i) of the Aadhar Act 2016.

Section 38 of the Aadhar Act, 2016
Penalty for unauthorised access to the Central Identities Data
Repository.—Whoever, not being authorised by the Authority,
intentionally,—
(a) accesses or secures access to the Central Identities
Data Repository,
(b) downloads, copies or extracts any data from the
Central Identities Data Repository or stored in any
removable storage medium;
(c) introduces or causes to be introduced any virus or
other computer contaminant in the Central ldentities Data
Repository;
(d) damages or causes to be damaged the data in the
Central ldentities Data Repository,
(e) disrupts or causes disruption of the access to the
Central Identities Data Repository,
(f) denies or causes a denial of access to any person who
is authorised to access the Central Identities Data
Repository;
(g) reveals amy information in contravention of sub-
section (5) of section 28, or shares, uses or displays
information in contravention of section 29 or assists any
person in any of the aforementioned acts;
(h) destroys, deletes or alters any information stored in
any removable storage media or in the Central Identities
Data Repository or diminishes its value or utility or affects
it injuriously by any means; or
(i) steals, conceals, destroys or alters or causes any person
to steal, conceal, destroy or alter any computer source
code used by the Authority with an intention to cause

damage,
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shall be punishable with imprisonment for a term which may
extend to three years ten years and shall also be liable to a fine

which shall not be less than ten lakh rupees.

17.1t 1s respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honourable Court to kindly refer to the Section 43 of the Aadhar Act 2016.
It is respectfully submitted that Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is a
registered private limited company by the Registrar of Companies (Delhi
and Haryana) having Corporate Identification Number as
U74999HR2017PTC067218. Thus, the Section 43 of the Aadhar Act 2016
is duly applicable on them by the virtue of their activities against the

objects of the Aadhar Act 2016.

Section 43 of the Aadhar Act, 2016

Offences by companies.—

(1) Where an offence under this Act has been committed by a
company, every person who at the time the offence was
committed was in charge of, and was responsible to, the company
for the conduct of the business of the company, as well as the
company, shall be deemed to be guilty of the offence and shall be
liable to be proceeded against and punished accordingly:
Provided that nothing contained in this sub-section shall render
any such person liable to any punishment provided in this Act if
he proves that the offence was committed without his knowledge
or that he had exercised all due diligence to prevent the

commission of such offence.

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (1),
where any offence under this Act has been committed by a
company and it is proved that the offence has been committed
with the consent or connivance of, or is attributable to, any
neglect on the part of any director, manager, secretary or other
officer of the company, such director, manager, secretary or
other officer shall also be deemed to be guilty of the offence and
shall be liable to be proceeded against and punished

accordingly.
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18.1t is submitted that such heinous, unpardonable and unconstitutional
conduct of Respondents — 3 i.e. Google Pay of collecting, storing, and
using of the citizens Aadhar, banking personal data and any
communications routed through its servers is in complete contravention of
the Aadhar Act 2016 and is a deemed compromise and violation of the
“Fundamental Right of Privacy” as enshrined under the provisions of
Article 21 of the Constitution of India. It is pertinent to note that
Respondents — 3 1.e. Google Pay is neither licensed and/or registered with
Respondents — 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India to conduct the business of
payments and transactions using banking channel. This act of Respondents
— 3 i.e. Google Pay is strictly against the Article 21 of the Constitution of
India and violative of the fundamental “Right to Privacy” of the Citizens.
The petitioner pleads before the Honourable Court to kindly refer to the
following landmark judgments of the Honourable Supreme Court of India
in the matter of “Ram Jethmalani v/s Union of India” (A4s cited in (2011)
8 SCC 1.JT 2011 (7) SC 104: (2011) 6 SCALE 691). The Honourable
Supreme Court of India has duly stated that “Right to Privacy is an integral
part of life. This is a cherished constitutional value, and it is important that
human being be allowed domains of freedom that are free of public

scrutiny unless they act in unlawful manner”

19. It is most respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves for the leave of
the Honourable Court to kindly refer to the judgement of the Honourable
Supreme Court of India in the matter of “Justice K S Puttaswamy v/s Union
of India” (Writ Petition (Civil) No. 494 of 2012 | (2017) 10 SCC 1). It is
submitted that the Honourable Supreme Court has duly held that Right to
Privacy i1s a fundamental right as enshrined under Article 21 of the
Constitution of India which reads as: “No person shall be deprived of his
life or personal liberty except according to procedure established by law”.
It is submitted that the judgment of the Honourable Court has established
that the privacy is a fundamental inalienable right, intrinsic to human
dignity and liberty under article 21 of the constitution of India. It is
submitted that the heinous act by the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay of

accessing, storing and using the banking and Aadhar information without
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the permission, knowledge, authorization and consent of the Respondent

No. 1 UIDAI and Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India is in

violation of the Right to Privacy as enshrined under the aegis of the Article

21 of the Constitution of India.

Excerpts of the Judgement
CONCLUSION
Para 3

(A) Life and personal liberty are inalienable rights. These
are rights which are inseparable from a dignified human
existence. The dignity of the individual, equality between
human beings and the quest for liberty are the

foundational pillars of the Indian Constitution,

(B) Life and personal liberty are not creations of the
Constitution. These rights are recognised by the
Constitution as inhering in each individual as an intrinsic
and inseparable part of the human element which dwells

within;

(C) Privacy is a constitutionally protected right which
emerges primarily from the guarantee of life and personal
liberty in Article 21 of the Constitution. Elements of
privacy also arise in varying contexts from the other facets
of freedom and dignity recognised and guaranteed by the
fundamental rights contained in Part I11;

(D) Judicial recognition of the existence of a
constitutional right of privacy is not an exercise in the
nature of amending the Constitution nor is the Court
embarking on a constitutional function of that nature

which is entrusted to Parliament;

(E) Privacy is the constitutional core of human dignity.
Privacy has both a normative and descriptive function. At

a normative level privacy sub-serves those eternal values
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upon which the guarantees of life, liberty and freedom are
founded. At a descriptive level, privacy postulates a
bundle of entitlements and interests which lie at the

Sfoundation of ordered liberty,

(F) Privacy includes at its core the preservation of
personal intimacies, the sanctity of family life, marriage,
procreation, the home and sexual orientation. Privacy
also connotes a right to be left alone. Privacy safeguards
individual autonomy and recognises the ability of the
individual to control vital aspects of his or her life.
Personal choices governing a way of life are intrinsic to
privacy. Privacy protects heterogeneity and recognises
the plurality and diversity of our culture. While the
legitimate expectation of privacy may vary from the
intimate zone to the private zone and from the private to
the public arenas, it is important to underscore that
privacy is not lost or surrendered merely because the
individual is in a public place. Privacy attaches to the
person since it is an essential facet of the dignity of the

human being;

(G) This Court has not embarked upon an exhaustive
enumeration or a catalogue of entitlements or interests
comprised in the right to privacy. The Constitution must
evolve with the felt necessities of time to meet the
challenges thrown up in a democratic order governed by
the rule of law. The meaning of the Constitution cannot be
frozen on the perspectives present when it was adopted.
Technological change has given rise to concerns which
were not present seven decades ago and the rapid growth
of technology may render obsolescent many notions of the
present. Hence the interpretation of the Constitution must
be resilient and flexible to allow future generations to
adapt its content bearing in mind its basic or essential

features;
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(H) Like other rights which form part of the fundamental
freedoms protected by Part IlI, including the right to life
and personal liberty under Article 21, privacy is not an
absolute right. A law which encroaches upon privacy will
have to withstand the touchstone of permissible
restrictions on fundamental rights. In the context of Article
21 an invasion of privacy must be justified on the basis of
a law which stipulates a procedure which is fair, just and
reasonable. The law must also be valid with reference to
the encroachment on life and personal liberty under
Article 21. An invasion of life or personal liberty must
meet the three-fold requirement of (i) legality, which
postulates the existence of law, (ii) need, defined in terms
of a legitimate state aim, and (iii) proportionality which
ensures a rational nexus between the objects and the

means adopted to achieve them; and

() Privacy has both positive and negative content. The
negative content restrains the state from committing an
intrusion upon the life and personal liberty of a citizen. Its
positive content imposes an obligation on the state to take
all necessary measures to protect the privacy of the

individual.

Para 5 Informational privacy is a facet of the right to privacy.
The dangers to privacy in an age of information can originate
not only from the state but from non-state actors as well. We
commend to the Union Government the need to examine and put
into place a robust regime for data protection. The creation of
such a regime requires a careful and sensitive balance between
individual interests and legitimate concerns of the state. The
legitimate aims of the state would include for instance protecting
national security, preventing and investigating crime,
encouraging innovation and the spread of knowledge, and

preventing the dissipation of social welfare benefits. These are
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matters of policy to be considered by the Union government
while designing a carefully structured regime for the protection
of the data. Since the Union government has informed the Court
that it has constituted a Committee chaired by Hon’ble Shri
Justice B N Srikrishna, former Judge of this Court, for that
purpose, the matter shall be dealt with appropriately by the
Union government having due regard to what has been set out in

this judgment.

20.1t is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to seek leave of the
Honorable Court to kindly refer to the Section 23 and Section 24 of the
Indian Contract Act 1872. The terms and conditions & contract of the
Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is void ab initio by the virtue of the
unlawful considerations which are forbidden by the law. It is submitted
that the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is not competent to get into the
agreement with the public at large for being a facilitator of the payments
transactions as it is not a registered and licensed entity by the Respondent
No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India under the aegis of Payments and

Settlement Systems Act 2007 and Banking Regulations Act 1949.

21.1t is submitted that aggrieved by the aforesaid act, the Petitioner is before

the Hon’ble Court, inter-alia on the following grounds:-

a. BECAUSE — The Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI and Respondent
No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India have not provided any consent,
authorization, license and / or permission to collect, store and use
the banking and Aadhar Information of the citizens to the

Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay.

b. BECAUSE - Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay is operating in
violation of the Aadhar Act 2016 as it is collecting, using and
storing the Aadhar information of the Citizens without any

consent, authorization, license and / or permission Respondent

No. 1 i.e. UIDAL
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c. BECAUSE —The Respondent No. 1 i.e. UIDAI under the Aadhar
Act 2016 and Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India under
Payments and Settlement Systems Act 2007 / Banking
Regulations Act 1949 are the regulator and under the fiduciary

responsibility to work according to the objects of the Act.

d. BECAUSE - Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay being a private
company is not empowered to collect, use and store Aadhar and
Banking information of the citizens without being registered

under the provisions as established by the law.

e. BECAUSE — The Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay has been
operating against the principles and objectives established by the
law under the aegis of Aadhar Act 2016, Payments and
Settlement Systems Act 2007 and Banking Regulations Act
1949.

22.1t 1s respectfully submitted that by the virtue of the present petition, the

following questions of law are being raised

a. Whether an unregistered and unlicensed entity under Payments
and Settlement Systems Act 2007 and Banking Regulations Act
1949 by the Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India can
collect, store and use the Aadhar and Banking information of the

citizens of India ?

b. Whether the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay can collect, store
and use the Aadhar and Banking information of the citizens of
India in violation of the Aadhar Act 2016, Payments and

Settlement Systems Act 2007 and Banking Regulations Act 1949
?

c. Whether the acts of the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay to
collect, store and use the Aadhar and Banking information of the

citizens of India in violation of the Right to Privacy of the
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Citizens of India under the aegis of Article 21 of the Constitution

of India ?

d. Whether the existence of the Respondent No. 3 1.e. Google Pay
which are unregistered payments entity are ultra vires, against
the legal objects and framework of the Aadhar Act 2013,
Payments, Settlement Systems Act 2007 and Banking
Regulations Act 1949 ?

e. Whether the actions of the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay to
collect the banking and Aadhar details of the citizens is
tantamount of violation of Section 38 and 43 of the Aadhar Act

20167

23.1t is submitted that the Petitioner craves before the Honourable Court
kindly to consider the various representation made by the Petitioner before
the Honourable Authorities against the impugned actions of the
Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay. The true copies of the representations
made before the authorities are herewith annexed and marked as

ANNEXURE Pé6.

24 .1t is submitted that the Petitioner craves before the Honourable Court for
the complete justice under plena et celeris justitia fiat partibus for the

protection of the rights.

25.1t 1s submitted that the Petitioner craves before the Honourable Court for
harshest punishment upon the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google pay under the

aegis of the legal maxim - plena ad paucos, metus ad omnes perveniat.

26.1t 1s submitted that Petitioner has not filed any such or similar Petition in
this Hon'ble Court or any other Court including high court or in the Hon'ble

Supreme Court of India.
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PRAYER
It is most respectfully, Et Inde Petit Judicium, in view of the facts and
circumstances explained herein above, it is most respectfully prayed that this

Hon’ble Court may be pleased to:

A. Kindly issue the writ of mandamus of any other writ that the
Honourable Court deems justified upon the Respondent No. 1 UIDAI
to initiate actions against the Respondent No. 3 i.e. Google Pay under
the aegis of Section 29 Section 38 and Section 43 of the Aadhar Act
2016 for collecting, storing and using the Aadhar information of the

citizens in the violation of objects of the Aadhar Act, 2016.

B. Kindly issue the writ of mandamus of any other writ that the
Honourable Court deems justified upon the Respondent No. 1 UIDAI
to issue appropriate directions under the aegis of Section 23A, Section
28, Section 29 of the Aadhar Act, 2016 for the protection of

unauthorized access to the Aadhar information of the Citizens of India.

C. Kindly issue the writ of mandamus of any other writ that the
Honourable Court deems justified upon the Respondent No. 1 UIDAI
and Respondent No. 2 i.e. Reserve Bank of India to prevent
unauthorized access of the Aadhar and Banking information of the

citizens of India in the banking and financial system.

D. Any other order or directions as the Hon’ble Court may deem fit and
proper in the facts and circumstances of the case be also passed in favor

of the Petitioner or interest of justice.

FILED BY: PETITIONER-THROUGH ADVOCATE

DATE: 1® JANUARY 2021 ABHUIT MISHRA
PLACE: NEW DELHI PETITIONER

THROUGH -
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PAYAL BAHL

ADVOCATE

7, PRIYA ENCLAVE

NEW DELHI - 110092

MOBILE #09891578108
ABHI@ABHIMISHRA.IN

VERIFICATION:
VERIFIED at New Delhi on this 1% Day of January 2021 that the contents of
the above affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and

nothing material has been concealed there from.

DATE: 1® JANUARY 2021 ABHUIT MISHRA
PLACE: NEW DELHI PETITIONER


mailto:ABHI@ABHIMISHRA.IN
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
EXTRAORDINARY ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

CIVIL MISCELLANEOUS APPLICATION NO. OF 2021
IN WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF
ABHIUIT MISHRA PETITIONER
VERSES
UIDAI AND OTHER’S RESPONDENTS

AN APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 151 OF THE CODE OF CIVIL
PROCEDURE 1908 FOR SEEKING WAIVER / EXEMPTION FILLING
FROM FILING PAPERBOOK, SIGNATURE AND ALONG WITH
EXECUTION OF OATH ETC.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

1. It is submitted that Petitioner has filed the above-mentioned Writ Petition
and the contents of the may also be read as part and Parcel of this
application which are not being reproduced herein for the sake of brevity

and avoiding prolixity.

2. It is respectfully submitted that the Writ Petitioner craves to the
Honourable Court to kindly take in cognizance of the special
circumstances and situation wherein there are not many facilities available
for the purpose of oath as per Covid- 19 regulations of the accompanying

Writ Petition / CM Application.

3. It is respectfully submitted that the Writ Petitioner though the learned
counsel duly assures the Honourable Court of compliance of proper filing,
physical paper book service to the counsel of the respondents and other
procedure as per the rules and order of the Honourable High court of Delhi

as soon as the lockdown is lifted by the appropriate Government.
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. It is respectfully submitted that the Petitioner craves to the Honourable
Court to kindly take in cognizance of the special circumstances and
situation wherein there is no facility available for Oath for the present

rejoinder in the Writ Petition.

. It is respectfully submitted that the Writ Petitioner shall suffer irreparable
loss and injury if the exemption, from temporary compliance of proper
filing, physical paper book service to the counsel of the respondents and
other procedure as per the rules and order of the Honourable High court of

Delhi, is not allowed in favor of the applicant.

. It 1is respectfully submitted that the Writ Petitioner undertakes the
responsibility to file the original paper-book along with other compliance

as per the rules and regulations of the Honorable Court.

PRAYER:

It is, therefore prayed that this Hon’ble court may issue:

a) It is most humbly prayed that this Hon’ble court may be pleased to grant

temporary exemption from service of the physical paper book service to
the Honourable Counsel of the respondents and other procedure such as
Oath of the Writ Petition, court fee etc. as per the rules and order of the

Honourable High court of Delhi in the interest of Justice.

b) Any other or further order(s) which this Hon’ble court deems fit and Proper

may also be passed under the facts and circumstances of the case in favor

of the applicant and against the respondents.

FILED BY: PETITIONER-THROUGH ADVOCATE

DATE: 1® JANUARY 2021 ABHIUIT MISHRA
PLACE: NEW DELHI PETITIONER

THROUGH -
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PAYAL BAHL

ADVOCATE

7, PRIYA ENCLAVE

NEW DELHI - 110092

MOBILE #09891578108
ABHI@ABHIMISHRA.IN

VERIFICATION:
VERIFIED at New Delhi on this 1% Day of January 2021 that the contents of
the above affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and

nothing material has been concealed there from.

DATE: 1® JANUARY 2021 ABHUIT MISHRA
PLACE: NEW DELHI PETITIONER
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Google India Blog

News and Notes from Google India

Google Pay —the next step in

the Tez journey
August 28,2018

Last September we launched Tez, a digital

payments app made for India. In just under a
year, Tez has found a place in the lives for more
than 22 million people and businesses who use
it every month. People from over 300,000
suburbs, towns, and villages are using it to pay
their electrician, book bus rides, or split a dinner
bill with friends. With simple and fast
transactions, Tez has made it easy to recharge a
phone or pay the monthly electricity bill in just a
few taps. And because it's built on BHIM UPI,
users can send money to anyone, even if the
recipient is on another payments app. Together,
users have made over 750 million transactions
— with each one settled instantly and securely
into a bank account. In total, these transactions
are worth over US$30B annually —that’s 200 th
ousand crore rupees. Along with the growth of
Tez, India’s monthly UPI transactions have
grown 14x —an astounding change that puts
India’'s economy as one of the world’s leading

innovators in digital Ohance.

We have learnt that when we build for India,we
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build for the world, and we believe that many of
the innovations and features we have pioneered
with Tez will work globally. The world has
certainly taken notice of India’s digital payments
success and our deep investments here with
Tez. Many governments are asking us to work
with them to bring similar digital payments
innovations to their countries. To make this
happen, we will be unifying all of Google’s
payment offerings globally. Starting today, Tez

will now be called Google Pay.

The many things that you love about the app —
the familiar contacts on your homescreen, the
one-touch mobile recharges, and of course the
fun offers and rewards — are all here to stay. In
fact, over time we'll bring many of these
features to Google Pay users in other countries
just as we'll bring features we have launched

elsewhere to India.

This change is not just an indication of user
traction in India, it also paves the way for you to
use Google Pay in more places on the web,
apps, in stores and across Google products, so
that payments can be seamless in everything

you do.

More places to pay for users

The number of places you can pay with Google
Pay will be greatly expanding — online on apps
and website, as well as branded retail stores.

For online merchants, you can already use
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Google Pay to transact securely at places like
Goibibo, FreshMenu, redBus and in over two
thousand other online apps and sites. Andin
the coming weeks, we will be adding more
partners, including deeper integrations with

BookMyshow.

For big brands, we're working with the largest

stores so you can pay in retail locations across
India. Later this year, you should be able to use
Google Pay at thousands of your favorite retail

stores, like Big Bazaar, e-Zone, and FBB.

Powering small businesses to help them grow
We also want to help the 1.2 million Indian local
businesses on Google Pay with more than just
payments. That's why we're building a dedicated
merchant experience to help them grow their
business. In addition to receiving digital
payments using their phones, this will help them
be discovered through Google Search and Maps,
and communicate with their customers through
messages and offers. We are testing these
features with merchants in Bangalore and Delhi,
and onboarding more neighbourhoods in the

following months.

Accelerating financial inclusion

The mission of Google Pay is to make money
simple, and we are starting to think about how
we go beyond payments to accelerate financial
inclusion. We're partnering with banks such as
HDFC Bank, ICICI Bank, Federal Bank, and Kotak
Mahindra Bank to facilitate pre-approved loans
to their customers, right within Google Pay very
swiftly. In the coming weeks, these customers
will be able to use Google Pay to take out a
customised loan amount from their banks, with
minimal paperwork, and once they accept the

bank’s terms, the money is deposited securely
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ANNEXURE P4

T Fo Elo TeAo-33004/99 REGD. NO. D. L.-33004/99

<ISiu4d

Che Gazette of India

EXTRAORDINARY
R [—W@UE 3—SU-TUE (i)
PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (i)

YRR | YehTioTd
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY

|, 439 =2 fooett, SEwfaam, S 1, 2017/59 11, 1939

No. 439] NEW DELHI, THURSDAY, JUNE 1, 2017/ JYAISTHA 11, 1939

[ENEEIER]
(Trtea fam)
arferegr
TE faeett, 1 91, 2017
aT.FLA. 538(3).—Fea T AT AT od §% F qwwe 7 ga-are Fawor sferfeEw, 2002
(2003 =T 15) T 41T 73 F¥ IT-LRT (2) F G (W), TS (), @ (IA) A G () F °qTT 5T IT-LTT (1) FT
TET ARRAT HT TIRT Fd g0 eaF-arree fRamor (srfererat 1 srqeeron) =, 2005 7 &7 qered & & oy
et e a9rd 2, stafa —
1. (1) =7 RIwi F7 "o 979 gq-omae [areor (vt w7 aqeer) g9 =79, 2017 81
(2) T TSI | Ik AT 01 ATLE Hl T g0
2. og-9mee fHEmer (Afserat 1 see) Aaw, 2005 #, —
@) e 2 % su-fem (1) &, —
(i) @< (@FF) % varq Ruferiag g aea:earfoa B s, st —
() “SATETE HEAT” & e (i oY ser mgriafeha, wraal i Sarst &7 afeaq

TRET), AT=aH, 2016 F 97T 2 T IT-LTT (F) & el TAT TRATIT Tg=1 Fear
qTIT E;

‘() “sTfaraTo” & sree (FAher T ser agriathat, el sfi¥ Jarsf &7 afead
fam), Afef==m, 2016 Fi 4T 2 fif ST-a=T (1) F e FAr qRearfua whear
FToIT 2

3498 G1/2017 (1)
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [PART II—SEC. 3(i)]

“(FT) “FETE & arame (Bef sie e |gTiAtea, wral sie Jarst &1 afeaq
afvare), Afaf@aw, 2016 T T 2 FT IT-GTT (F) F AT 797 qieariog =t st
2

‘() “TgATE AT | AT (AT i st A, wrEt o daret & afead
gfa™), afafaaw, 2016 & g 2 & IT-gT (%) & A Tam IR g=er
At &,

(FHE.) “Z-AIAT qTgdh AT ATATHATOT haem & swame (srtersmmomE) f&afem, 2016
F aroqr wf v stfarsraror gferem safesa &

(@) “gAET AteSETO giegr | srenw (rteswmoe) e, 2016 # 7T
afrsriea stfermTor giae safina ;

(i) @E () F UTHARE ATAT AT & ACET ZI ATl AW S “Fafaamas & qerest
q” GETH S AT AT & T 92 (Aefofad w@r ST, siq: —

“qTEIIE, FTAT AATH, ARG [Hat=" SR g7 I JqaTar 9gar_ 99, 1757

AR F TRt STt grer avaeha: gEarierd A T S Sia e, TE
ST Tioreey, e AT, udaT F sS4 g AT e O IEara, S e %
TITHET T el TERTE G AT 6T AT 8T, G ST O

(@) w9 ¥, 3u-fgw (4) & 3u-few (9) & =W W fRefortad Su-fAem @ ST, srriq: —

“(4)” STET UTEH FIE UAT SATY §, ST AT "eedT & foro amaifa B s % oo g 8 ==t
Fg 3u-fATw (1) F wae % forw Rard e arer sfeaes &1, —

(F) et fAferg ag=TT FTEEReor TR ST SreTe |eAT; siT

(@) s [FEw, 1962 § a7 qiATioa w1 ST ST AT ST 9E6:4T 60,

T TH o7 TEqTaS, o Seaiid ATgd & FATE 6l T o7 A<= aeafa %
e | AT | &, ST TS F aTel ATeded g A (erd al, T&qad H:

U STl HIT AT ST UTgdh il TAASNT qgl 1 T2 § T ATeH e * forg
ATHTHA o SATAS HT Had <7 3T TTa TITAT @T T TEqd Tol (AT 1T g v ‘maahiT

= & fafesrer aeqrasy &t uF JHTiord T Seqd T ST

g T% W & Iu-AEw (1) & @2 (@) & eaiid T aTd qT2a G I WTh T&qd
ERIEICIE CER e R ]

(4%) STET ATEF HIE UAT ATY § ST LT AT & [oI7 ATHIRT g1 % o7 9 91 2 q@t
Fg 37-fAFw (1) F v & oo R w3 arer sfeaca &t arase =, 1962 7 7
AT STt ST JediE AT IR §ediE 60 TET F:

g ITE TTeH TATAT F@T ST TEAT Al HAT g af ag TIAT TgaTd ST I % AL
Feafa e FA AT ‘AT w9 ¥ Ffgms aEaras £ v ywrite wia, g 2 ® o e
T BIERITE 6T T Y UH 7 Taras], S Teaiiq UTgah & HIaTe il FHhid i o=

arferfa 3 Trae ® gearast ot 8, S NOrE e arer stf¥dea g sraferd g1, T F
(5) 3T-fFrTw (4) 3= Su-f= (49) & foelY = o g gu oft, s =ate, ST et St et o oo
GTAT @A H (ST FLAT &, Faaq: ATIATOG BIERITE & TEqd (6T ST 9¥ {7 =@rar @i & forg
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TR q¥, FATRATY, gearee w8 a7 o eT Mo o 9% UET grar @ed o sEra fRar

STTUATT:
T
(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

qoT GTAT GIAd THT TFFTET HOAT FT FHlS TIIHGT ATAFRTET AT ZEqTeqT o I8
THTOT FeaT 2 3 =@rar gre are =ics 7 3eht suiRefa §, aenfEafa, st gearaw
U € AT SRET e v R g

T GTAT YT SFhT THTETT TFg H01 o qrarsit § a1 et Ut amar 4, sief =0
ATTRF & & FidTeT FIAT G99 g, GIAT SATUIT ST Jg Fh=ra B o & Gt
T FST FTA H STHT Aol FohU ST & T U @Tdi § Seqagel 7 ATeE J97 arfus
HHAET FT FTAAN AT ATTAT Fvaeet g Hwmeit 1 97 d=ragr o s & oo

AT BI & T ST el 6T SATAT &

AT GIAT ST | I9g 7T il &ty % U o 39+ T4 g a9 6 afaih
sty & forw yaaasfier v i3 UET |mar avF S @Td & gAd & J77E 919 & a7
s w9 & fafaura gearestt § 9 Y gearast & forw dwea) Fut & a9e A
T ST 7 |76 AT A9 % THT, I @Td Hl arad TH A (0 S ared 807
forfarefiareor fareh Iuerert o |1 SUsy FrdT &

FT @I I AT AT STTORT 30 ST & 90ee AT A9 & (a7 ooy 47 o7 forefy
ST 397 & a1¢ ° Hag g af UTgd &l 9go19 I9U-9H (4) ¥ Ty emasdhrT
& ¥ fafesm aEarasii 7 396 TEGAHI & AT & AT qTgF AT e qedr AT
STgT SATeMT HEAT ATEH &l THARIAT Al AT TAT & agi amahiy &9 7 Ffgmr=
TEATAST % AT AT & (7T TTHTHA g AT % qaGd & TEQA (0207 F qIeAH F qTiad
AT ST

uiq g 37 T afe wres smeme "t & forw amifed g % forw o 9@t 8 a7 arew i
TEATE ATEHTT €9 F FAfewmes T=qrast & Qo 1207 % HIeTH & qTierd v ST

raeft fasroor #ir steq wTd § AT R S F T 99 9% AT aei AT ST a9
T& T ares it ggae Iu-fEm (4) § Ay a1 9 Afgmeg axaEs #
TECA T o HIETH | ST TTEeh 1 AT HEAT AT ST AT HEAT YT 1 GHL (AT
TE FT TE 2 AT oA = & RAfter TwEe F 9 argw § R A 2
TS o T  TEQATHLIT % HTEAT | qUia: HTed Agi Y [@dT 1T &

g I T 7fT args seme "@ear F forg amitea g & o arv 98t € v ared i
TEATH AT ®F F ATSAT TRaTast o T T F WILAH & q7fAd d S

(6) ST UTEF FuwT & FgT Iu-Fa (1) %yt & oo ag Faferfa £ s st R s

ATl ATEqd Tl TE&IT FHT: —

(i)
(if)
(iii)

(iv)

IBUEEEIREILEER

T o ATI AT AT,

fAor S T T ST IHF TSR, ATAHRTAT IT FHATIAT T IEHHT AL A TAFRZT
e % e yaTe B @ g,

(F) STLTT HEAT;
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(@) s =, 1962 § Fo7 qiAToa Tl o@T g% a1 I=T 60, ST FHAAT i
AT | HHAZIT FA & forw et qedeamT waw arer Saaat, Ataawtia a1 se=rat
T ST T T € AT STET ST HEAT FHARTAT Tal 0l T & dal AeTT & ATHH aq
AMEEA FT Tq T AT AT @ H&AF Teqd dal AT JTaT § af qTEhT &9 F
fafermTe Teames yeqa T som:
T =9 GT & AT & (o0, T3 FHOeT it A F AT A o o7 TEqeATHT Tad
Tl Tae, ATAFRTE AT AT FHATLN AT HEAT % [oIT ATHIRT FohT ST9 Fq 975 Tl § e o
T AT HAT TEQT qal Hd g af AT €9 & fSfesr=r gwarast fit y=ioa gfa s&qq
#FT T
(7) STgt UTeH ARMEH ®H § a8 98 3U-fa9 (1) & wat & fou fud #37 ara aftqe #ir
fterferfaa aeareastt & yaTior wfaat seqa Fam: —

(i) TIrETsRTT JHTr 9= ;
(i) wrfrare foer; st

(iii) () STETT HEAT; T
(@) sreR e, 1962 # 7o afesrioe vt S dedis a1 959 €. 60, ST S e T
TG FA & (10 GEATTATHT T a1l SARAT &l ST 63T 747 8 AT ST e §eqr
HEARTAT Al 6l TE § AT A F (0 ATHRA gq AEGET F1 qgq A7 q(d et or@m
T TEQT Aal (AT STTaT & ar qreehg &9 § e aeareast yeqa ar S

T T G & JANE & O, afq FAr A AR T qFag A & o0 EdrATT @
ATAT AT<h AL H&AT & forw qraitha fhu ST 2q a1 981 8 ofiT 9 #AfY o qedis e
Tl AT § af AT =7 F FfemT= Tearast &r JHIiorg Tid Seqa il Srus

(8) ST&T UTe® ~ATH g gl ag IU-aH (1) & o1 & forg R Fvd arer sfeaey &1 Aifetorfaa
FEATASIT ot THTOT STt S e —

(i) THredsTor yHqTor U=,
(ORISR EICHEIES

(iii) () STETT HEAT; ST
(@) T A, 1962 ¥, 7 aRva T T} ST @eais a7 I=T &, 60, S SHh A7
THAEY FA & [T HEATLATHT @ a1l SATeh &l ST 63T IT7 g AT STeT e |@eaT
THAAIAT LT 6T TS & dgf AT & o0 AT gq aad w1 9q i g wqrt om@m
T T Aal AT SITAT g af AT &9 § SATSAT Tares Seqa AT SIToa:

T TH G % YA % (o0, ATS FHOT AT 3T F AT FT 6 (o7 A LATHT 7@+ a1l
TR ST &7 & forw araifend fhu ST g 91 781 @ T ag wariY 9@ Seid Teqd el #dT
v ermeenrT &9 | =T sEqrerst &t THiera Jid T&=a S STt

(9) STET UTg Fis ATAHT HH AT AT 7 = § Fgi a5 Faferied g&qrasti it TAToq Jraam
T e arer st T ASWT: —

(i) UH T A7 ATITT o Tae FwrT F7 dhe;
(i) SEET AT T HHAG A & [T 36 AT A IATHT,

(iii) () SATLTT HEAT;
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(@) sraRe A, 1962 ®, o afariua st e gedid 91 I5 7 7. 60, ST SEh AT
q HHAEE T & (1T EATTATHT TG ATel STk [ ST 7T AT & J7 ST e §eq1
THAAT T5l 6F TS § g1 AT 6 [T ATHHA g AAIT F HGq A A(F T o@r
AT TEQA Agl AT SITAT g T AT T € & [ETIHTT Tarest T&qd (hdT SITUIT; 3T

(iv) TEHT g=AT, ST UH 6w A7 et & e F Ffiw affaa w amEs w1 9 et
T2 o forw Rare e arer stfeaea g sruferd g

T TH ©E & YA & (o0, AT HOA1 hl AT F AT FIA 6 (70 HALATHT T@e
ATAT A T<h AL J&AT % forg arifeha o ST 3 91 &l 8 oY F T <r@m dedis Teqd
el AT g AT mEehrT &9 & At et it yariora gfa seqa i Srustt

(M) SU-FEw 14 % g, Feferte - seefua fg s, sei-

“(15) #rs RO Fa arer a0 F=w F suset & = same "@ear & iy F gw,
qrecra fEferg ag=m yrferseer gT yem U U AT qr S-0AT Ted 1T sferHTo giEer
7 Ei/A5! ATATHTU EAET T ITTRT Fd g ATTTHTI HLTI

“(16) =fx 7w 9 & I-fAFw (4) & IU-aw (9) # [fE UTes SH-FeHY, Fq7 a1 HoAT
oAt w7 A 981 & 37 Farh § o warft SaT degiE Twqa gl w3 §, T AT '
e TFarest # yurior wia e w27 are TfEac F Jo=qa A S| ST 9gar adT
Td % SATL, BT gt | Gi= TT Tk FBISHTE 3T UH 37T TEqrast, O seaiid UTgah & HILEAT it
i i At sTieafa & avavg § o1 aearas | 8, et R e aror srfeac gy sme
#Y ST

“(17) (%) =tz ITeF g & o qmifed g S g o 2 o Faw 9 & Su-few (@) 7
-7 (9) # RS Tt s "ewis 9TH F3aT g, e §e AT I7 T J@r §edis Rare Fivd
T ATEqed & AT TFeg TT SETRT @4 % YFT & q97 T&qq qgl HdT g, TTedh @l
AT F¥awer o YTOFA T A & Bg TT9 6T Tarer & Hae 39 Teqd H:”

T AT & fou amitRa e S % o ar aed =\ ateeEEr i e § 9@ fre
LA AT ATRAAT & AT TgeT | gl qeaeel AT GTqT T@d gu ST @1 qedish I FaT 2,
e 31 fEEwaT, 2017 TF LT HE&IT 3T T A& §eTiF Toqd FH

(@) g (AT $ srerae) AfFam, 2016 F AfFaw 12 % e a7 aa&r a1 |99
ST AT JATHAT § T IIFR0r e am|isd & forw adi f@fos gg=m
ITFAreRor TISTEeTT o 0 & A7 e it AT | g i ey fafore ug=m arfereror &
wHS H gEUrsas qaeA|l 9% ATHERA U Y89 #3 & fou @ s
AT fAfeT AT % 9 8 ofie 39 a9 § 797 SYEtdd |rar srara avew
YT FIA F Togd s Wi ATY, REF I g™ € T dai g A1 e & oy
ARG AGT FAT &, M ATHIRT & forg a7 adts @iy ag=m srtesr &
T Tl & AEE-USTE § ST ATHIEA deal | & et ot e 9 SI7 Faha’ 8

(M) =T ATEF AT g FTE a0l AATe & Hq< ST HEAT S AT J@T ST Teqd Hed
H FHHA TEAT & AT I GTaT UTgeh FIT AT HE&AT 3T w17 ey deqis yeqa o
EIRKERECE R IR

(18) =fx A=\ 9 & 3u-FA=w (4) & 3u-F=w (9) & FAfEw UTea FT Yoqa e HeAT AT T «@T

T & qraiead TgoT AT § UTeF FT TqqT 9a4T qal & af Tgh NAE FId are sAteaqed #f
T &7 F AfeAT TEaTas wed

[erferg=aT . 2/%T. €. 9. 12011/11/2016-37H qA-STeM=M7]
HT FIT, IT-AT

CERTIFIED TRUE COPY

PAYAL BAHL
ADVOCATE
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA




PAGE NO. 73

6

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [PART II—SEC. 3(i)]

fooqor: o 9= AT % TSI, ST, 90 1, @€ 3, 39T (i) AFLE. 7. 444(3), 1 AT, 2005 T

THRTTAT T 70 o 3T qeqaTq 399 anF1.[. 717(30), I 13 ff|waw, 2005, ar.ar.A. 389(3),
qrE 24 9, 2007, 91.%1.14. 816(3r), ar@ 12 Fa+a<, 2009, AT.HT.MA. 76(37), a@ 12 wad,
2010, @r.#1.f9. 508(z7), a¥r@ 16 S, 2010, AT.#LfA. 980(3r), ara 16 fewwaw, 2010,
AL, 481(3), T 24 S, 2011, ATALE. 576(3T), @ 27 [Ed, 2013, AT.FLMA. 288(3T),
AT 15 99, 2015, AT.F.F. 544(31), A 7 TS, 2015, A1.F.M4. 693(37), arirE 11 Faww,
2015, #r.&1.f7. 730(3), aie 22 fAaway, 2015, ar.#1.f4. 882(31), @ 18 Faw¥, 2015 i<
or.FA. 347(31), aTrE 12 18, 2017 gTT Herrer FBhaT 13 =

MINISTRY OF FINANCE
(Department of Revenue)
NOTIFICATION
New Delhi, the 1st June, 2017

G.S.R. 538(E).—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) read with clause (h), clause (i), clause (j)

and clause (k) of sub-section (2) of section 73 of the Prevention of Money-laundering Act, 2002 (15 of 2003), the Central
Government in consultation with the Reserve Bank of India hereby makes the following further amendments to the
Prevention of Money-laundering (Maintenance of Records) Rules, 2005, namely:—

1. (1) These rules may be called the Prevention of Money-laundering (Maintenance of Records) Second Amendment

(@)

Rules, 2017.
(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official Gazette.
In the Prevention of Money-laundering (Maintenance of Records) Rules, 2005, —
in rule 2, in sub-rule (1),-
(1) after clause (aa), following clauses shall be inserted, namely:—

‘(aaa) "Aadhaar number" means an identification number as defined under sub-section (a) of section 2 of the
Aadhaar (Targeted Delivery of Financial and Other Subsidies, Benefits and Services) Act, 2016;

(aab) ‘““authentication” means the process as defined under sub-section (c) of section 2 of the Aadhaar (Targeted
Delivery of Financial and Other Subsidies, Benefits and Services) Act, 2016;

(aac) “Resident” means an individual as defined under sub-section (v) of section 2 of the Aadhaar (Targeted
Delivery of Financial and Other Subsidies, Benefits and Services) Act, 2016;

(aad) “identity information” means the information as defined in sub-section (n) of section 2 of the Aadhaar
(Targeted Delivery of Financial and Other Subsidies, Benefits and Services) Act, 2016;

(aae) “e — KYC authentication facility” means an authentication facility as defined in Aadhaar (Authentication)
Regulations, 2016;

(aaf) “Yes/No authentication facility” means an authentication facility as defined in Aadhar (Authentication)
Regulations, 2016;’;

(i) for clause (d), the portion beginning with “the passport, the driving licence” and ending with “in
consultation with the Regulator” the following shall be substituted, namely:—

“the passport, the driving licence, the Voter's Identity Card issued by Election Commission of India, job card
issued by NREGA duly signed by an officer of the State Government, the letter issued by the National Population
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(b)

Register containing details of name, address or any other document as notified by the Central Government in
consultation with the Regulator”

in rule 9, for sub-rule (4) to sub-rule (9), the following sub-rules shall be substituted, namely:—

“(4)  Where the client is an individual, who is eligible to be enrolled for an Aadhaar number, he shall for the
purpose of sub-rule (1) submit to the reporting entity,—

(a) the Aadhaar number issued by the Unique Identification Authority of India; and
(b) the Permanent Account Number or Form No. 60 as defined in Income-tax Rules, 1962,

and such other documents including in respect of the nature of business and financial status of the client as may
be required by the reporting entity:

Provided that where an Aadhaar number has not been assigned to a client, the client shall furnish proof of
application of enrolment for Aadhaar and in case the Permanent Account Number is not submitted, one certified
copy of an 'officially valid document' shall be submitted.

Provided further that photograph need not be submitted by a client falling under clause (b) of sub-rule (1).

(4A)  Where the client is an individual, who is not eligible to be enrolled for an Aadhaar number, he shall for
the purpose of sub-rule (1), submit to the reporting entity, the Permanent Account Number or Form No. 60 as
defined in the Income-tax Rules, 1962:

Provided that if the client does not submit the Permanent Account Number, he shall submit one certified
copy of an ‘officially valid document' containing details of his identity and address, one recent photograph and
such other documents including in respect of the nature or business and financial status of the client as may be
required by the reporting entity.

5) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-rules (4) and (4A), an individual who desires to open a small
account in a banking company may be allowed to open such an account on production of a self-attested
photograph and affixation of signature or thumb print, as the case may be, on the form for opening the
account:

Provided that-

6] the designated officer of the banking company, while opening the small account, certifies under his
signature that the person opening the account has affixed his signature or thump print, as the case may
be, in his presence;

(ii) the small account shall be opened only at Core Banking Solution linked banking company branches or in
a branch where it is possible to manually monitor and ensure that foreign remittances are not credited to
a small account and that the stipulated limits on monthly and annual aggregate of transactions and
balance in such accounts are not breached, before a transaction is allowed to take place;

(iii) the small account shall remain operational initially for a period of twelve months, and thereafter for a
further period of twelve months if the holder of such an account provides evidence before the banking
company of having applied for any of the officially valid documents within twelve months of the
opening of the said account, with the entire relaxation provisions to be reviewed in respect of the said
account after twenty-four months;

(iv) the small account shall be monitored and when there is suspicion of money laundering or financing of
terrorism or other high risk scenarios, the identity of client shall be established through the production of
officially valid documents, as referred to in sub-rule (4) and the Aadhaar number of the client or where
an Aadhaar number has not been assigned to the client, through the production of proof of application
towards enrolment for Aadhaar along with an officially valid document;

Provided further that if the client is not eligible to be enrolled for an Aadhaar number, the identity of
client shall be established through the production of an officially valid document;
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) the foreign remittance shall not be allowed to be credited into the small account unless the identity of the
client is fully established through the production of officially valid documents, as referred to in sub rule
(4) and the Aadhaar number of the client or where an Aadhaar number has not been assigned to the
client, through the production of proof of application towards enrolment for Aadhaar along with an
officially valid document:

Provided that if the client is not eligible to be enrolled for the Aadhaar number, the identity of client
shall be established through the production of an officially valid docament.

©) Where the client is a company, it shall for the purposes of sub-rule (1), submit to the reporting entity the
certified copies of the following documents:—

(i) Certificate of incorporation,
(11) Memorandum and Articles of Association;

(iii) A resolution from the Board of Directors and power of attomey granted to its managers, officers or
employees to transact on its behalf,

(iv) (a) Aadhaar numbers; and
(b) Permanent Account Numbers or Form 60 as defined in the Income-tax Rules, 1962,

issued to managers, officers or employees holding an attorney to transact on the company’s behalf
or where an Aadhaar mumber has not been assigned, proof of application towards enrolment for
Aadhaar and in case Permanent Account Number is not submiited an officially valid document
shall be submitted:

Provided that for the purpose of this clause if the managers, officers or employees holding an attorney to
transact on the company's behalf are not eligible to be enrolled for Aadhaar number and do not submit the
Permanent Account Number, certified copy of an officially valid document shall be submitted.

) Where the client is a partnership firm, it shall, for the purposes of sub-rule (1), submit to the reporting
entity the certified copies of the following documents:—

(i) registration cerfificate;
(ii) parinership deed; and
(iii) (a) Aadhaar number; and
(b) Permanent Account Number or Form 60 as defined in the Income-tax Rules, 1962,

issued to the person holding an attomey to transact on its behalf or where an Aadhaar number has
not been assigned, proof of application towards enrolment for Aadhaar and in case Permanent
Account Number is not submitted an officially valid docament shall be submitted:

Provided that for the purpose of this clause, if the person holding an aftorney to transact on the
company's behalf is not eligible to be enrolled for Aadhaar number and does not submit the Permanent Account
Number, certified copy of an officially valid document shall be submitted.

(8) Where the client is a trust, it shall, for the purposes of sub-mle (1) submit to the reporting entity the cerfified
copies of the following documents:—

(i) registration certificate;
(ii) trust deed; and
(ii1) (a) Aadhaar oumber; and

(b) Permanent Account Number or Form 60 as defined in the Income-tax Rules, 1962,
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issued to the person holding an attorney to transact on its behalf or where Aadhaar number has not
been assigned, proof of application towards enrolment for Aadhaar and in case Permanent Account
Number is not submitted an officially valid document shall be submitted:

Provided that for the purpose of this clause if the person holding an attorney to transact on the
company's behalf is not eligible to be enrolled for Aadhaar number and does not submit the Permanent Account
Number, certified copy of an officially valid document shall be submitted.

(9) Where the client is an unincorporated association or a body of individuals, it shall submit to the reporting
entity the certified copies of the following documents:—

(i) resolution of the managing body of such association or body of individuals;
(i1) power of attorney granted to him to transact on its behalf;
(iii) (a) the Aadhaar number; and
(b) Permanent Account Number or Form 60 as defined in the Income-tax Rules, 1962,

issued to the person holding, an attorney to transact on its behalf or where Aadhaar number has not
been assigned, proof of application towards enrolment for Aadhaar and in case the Permanent
Account Number is not submitted an officially valid document shall be submitted; and

(iv) such information as may be required by the reporting entity to collectively establish the legal
existence of such an association or body of individuals:

Provided that for the purpose of this clause if the person holding an attorney to transact on the
company’s behalf is not eligible to be enrolled for Aadhaar number and does not submit the Permanent Account
Number, certified copy of an officially valid document shall be submitted.

(c) after sub-rule (14), the following sub-rules shall be inserted, namely,—

“(15) Any reporting entity, at the time of receipt of the Aadhaar number under provisions of this rule, shall carry
out authentication using either e-KYC authentication facility or Yes/No authentication facility provided by
Unique Identification Authority of India.

(16) In case the client referred to in sub-rules (4) to (9) of rule 9 is not a resident or is a resident in the States of
Jammu and Kashmir, Assam or Maghalaya and does not submit the Permanent Account Number, the client shall
submit to the reporting entity one certified copy of officially valid document containing details of his identity and
address, one recent photograph and such other document including in respect of the nature of business and
financial status of the client as may be required by the reporting entity.

(17)  (a) In case the client, eligible to be enrolled for Aadhaar and obtain a Permanent Account Number,
referred to in sub-rules (4) to (9) of rule 9 does not submit the Aadhaar number or the Permanent Account
Number at the time of commencement of an account based relationship with a reporting entity, the client shall
submit the same within a period of six months from the date of the commencement of the account based
relationship:

Provided that the clients, eligible to be enrolled for Aadhaar and obtain the Permanent Account Number,
already having an account based relationship with reporting entities prior to date of this notification, the client
shall submit the Aadhaar number and Permanent Account Number by 31* December, 2017.

(b) As per regulation 12 of the Aadhaar (Enrolment and Update) Regulations, 2016, the local authorities in the
State Governments or Union-territory Administrations have become or are in the process of becoming UIDAI
Registrars for Aadhaar enrolment and are organising special Aadhaar enrolment camps at convenient locations
for providing enrolment facilities in consultation with UIDAI and any individual desirous of commencing an
account based relationship as provided in this rule, who does not possess the Aadhaar number or has not yet
enrolled for Aadhaar, may also visit such special Aadhaar enrolment camps for Aadhaar enrolment or any of the
Aadhaar enrolment centres in the vicinity with existing registrars of UIDAL
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Note :

(c) In case the client fails to submit the Aadhaar number and Permanent Account Number within the aforesaid
six months period, the said account shall cease to be operational till the time the Aadhaar number and Permanent
Account Number is submitted by the client:

Provided that in case client already having an account based relationship with reporting entities prior to
date of this notification fails to submit the Aadhaar number and Permanent Account Number by 31% December,
2017, the said account shall cease to be operational till the time the Aadhaar number and Permanent Account
Number is submitted by the client.

(18) In case the identity information relating to the Aadhaar number or Permanent Account Number submitted
by the client referred to in sub-rules (4) to (9) of rule 9 does not have current address of the client, the client shall
submit an officially valid document to the reporting entity.”.

[Notification No.2/F No. P.12011/11/2016-ES Cell-DOR]
MANDEEP KAUR, Dy. Secy.

The principal rules were published in Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part-II, Section 3, Sub-Section (i) vide
number G.S.R. 444(E), dated the 1st July, 2005 and subsequently amended by number G.S.R. 717(E), dated
the 13th December, 2005, number G.S.R. 389(E), dated the 24th May, 2007, number G.S.R. 816(E), dated the
12th November, 2009, number G.S.R. 76(E), dated the 12th February, 2010, number G.S.R. 508(E), dated
the 16th June, 2010, number G.S.R. 980(E), dated the 16th December, 2010, number G.S.R. 481(E), dated the
24th June, 2011 number G.S.R. 576(E), dated the 27th August, 2013, number G.S.R. 288(E), dated the
15th April, 2015, number G.S.R. 544(E), dated the 7th July, 2015, number G.S.R. 693(E), dated the
11th September, 2015, number G.S.R. 730(E), dated the 22nd September, 2015, number G.S.R. 882 (E), dated
the 18th November, 2015 and number G.S.R. 347(E), dated the 12th April, 2017.

igitally signed by
RAKESH SUKUL o520 70603 vassar wosiso
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ANNEXURE P5

Og YehT2leiT PRESS RELEASE

RESERVE BANK OF INDIA

TAR AT, 3y pefiers, v .o A , FS-400001 Jgarse : www.rbi.org.in/hindi
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNICATION, Central Office, S.B.S.Marg, Mumbai-400001 Website : www.rbi.org.in
HisT/Phone: 91 22 2266 0502 thareT/Fax: 91 22 2266 0358 -7 email: helpdoc@rbi.org.in

October 21, 2017
RBI clarifies that linking Aadhaar to bank accounts is mandatory

Some news items have appeared in a section of the media quoting a reply to a
Right to Information Act application that Aadhaar number linkage with bank accounts
is not mandatory.

The Reserve Bank clarifies that, in applicable cases, linkage of Aadhaar number to
bank account is mandatory under the Prevention of Money-laundering (Maintenance
of Records) Second Amendment Rules, 2017 published in the Official Gazette on
June 1, 2017.

These Rules have statutory force and, as such, banks have to implement them
without awaiting further instructions.

Jose J. Kattoor
Press Release: 2017-2018/1089 Chief General Manager
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ANNEXURE P6
March 29, 2019
From:-
7 Priya Enclave,
Delhi —110092.
To,
CERTIFIED TRUE COPY
The Honourable Chief Justice,
Delhi High Court, Sher Shah Suri Marg,
: PAYAL BAHL
New Delhi- 110503. ADVOCATE
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

Subject: Complaint Against Google india Digital Services Private Limited doing business as

Google Pay for Unauthorised Oneration in india as Payment and Settlement Systems.
The Honourable Chief Justice,

. Witﬁ great grief | would like to bring forth public complaint to your kind attention against
Google India Digital Services Private Limited (CIN- U74999HR2017PTC067218) doing
business as Google Pay for una-uthorised operation in India as Payment and Settiement
Systems in defiance of the Section 4 sub section 1 of the Payment and Settlement Systems
Act, 2007. The said section clearly mentions that no person, other than the Resérve Bank,
system not shall commence or operate a payment system except to operate under and in

accordance with an authorization issued without by the Reserve Bank of india.

. That Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay is not
listed as an authorised operator as per list of the ‘Payment System Operators’ authorised
by the Reserve Bank of Indla to set up and operate in India under the Payment and
Settlement Systems Act, 2007 as published by the Reserve Bank of India dated March 20t
2013,

. Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay though its
unauthorised operation in India as Payment and Settlement Systems has unmonitored
and unauthorised access to the personal information such as AADAR, PAN, Tra'nsaction
etc. of the public by acting as a Payment and Settlement Systems. The Google Pay is not
adhering to the Reserve Bank of India circular RBi/2017-18/153 | DPSS.CO.0D No.
2785/06.08.005/2017-2018 dated 6 April 2018 with subject ~ “Storage of Payment
System Data” issued under Section 10{2) read with Section 18 of Payment and Settlement

Systems Act 2007, (Act 51 of 2007). Thereby Google Pay by the virtue of unauthorised
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access to the BHIM AADHAR — Unified Payments Platform can have serious detrimental
effect on the privacy and personal IibeftV of the indian Citizen as the data might be stored
in servers iocated outside india. This is in gross violation of the principals enshrined under
the purview of Article 21 of the Indian Constitution by letting an unauthorised private

company to access the personal account details of the indian citizens.

4. That on August 28", 2018 Google Pay has made public admission that through its
Payment and Setilement System more than 2.2 million or 2.2 crore paopla have crosced
over 750 million transaction worth US$30 Billion which is equivalent to 2 lac Crore. The
event of failure of the Google Pay’s Payment and Settlement System might create public

order crisis within the country and create is likely to result, in systemic risk being Inadequately

controlled.

5. That being unauthorised under the provisions of the Payment and Settlement Systems
Act, 2007; the Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay
becomes immune to The Reserve Bank of india’s Ombudsman Scheme for Digital
Transactions, 2019 (CEPD. PRS. No. 3370/13.01.010/2018-19 Date: January 31, 2019).
Such disrespect to the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007 is against the public
intérest at large as there is no protection of the public’s interest in the Reserve Bank of

India’s ombudsman complaint mechanism against Google Pay in the event of dispute.

6. That the Reserve Bank of India’s Ombudsman. Scheme for Digital Transactions, 2019 Is
essential to the healthy Indian Financial System. The Google India Digital Services Private
Limited doing business as Google Pay must be brought under the purview of the

Ombudsman Scheme for Digital Transactions citing the disputes as mentioned below

a. Prepaid Payment Instruments: Non-adherence to the instructions of Reserve Bank

by System Participants about Prepaid Payment instruments.

b. Mobile / Electronic Fund Transfers: Non-adherence to instructions of Reserve Bank /
respective System Provider to System Participants, on payment transactions
through Unified Payments Interface (UPI) / Bharat Bill Payment System (BBPS) /
Bharat QR Code / UPI QR Code. '

c. Non-reversal / failure to reverse within reasonable time; funds wrongly

transferred to the beneficiary account due to lapse at the end of System

Participant. CERTIFIED TRUE COPY
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d. Any other matter relating to the violation of the directives including on fees /

charges, if any, issued by the Reserve Bank In relation to digital transactions.

Prayer:

1. That Reserve Bank of India to immediately order Google India Digital Sefvices
Private Limited doing business as Google Pay to immediately stop its unauthorised
operation in India as Payment and Settlement Systems for its failure to comply
and obtain autharization of the Reserve Bank of India before commencement of
the operations as per the provision prescribed under section 4 and Vsub section 1

of the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007.

2. That Reserve Bank of India to conduct compliance audit of the Google India Digital
Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay doing unauthorised
operation in India as Payment and Settlement Systems under the provisions of

section 13, 14, 16 and 17 of the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007.

3. That Reserve Bank of India to impose penalties on the Google India Digital Services
Private Limited doing business as Google Pay doing unauthorised operation in
india as Payment and Settlement Systems under the provisions of section 26, 27,
28, 29 and 30 of the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007 for contravention

of the laws, regulations and procedure.
I am looking forward for an opportunity of your or your designated judicial officer's
audience to put forth my study on the subject regarding the institutional malaise in India.
| might be putting forth a public interest Iitiga_ntion at your esteemed institution for your
kind perusal in the best interest of the citizens of India.

Thanking You,

Yours faithfully,

e
oW P\ﬂ%‘\?
R Bt
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March 29, 2019

From:-
7 Priya Enclave,
Dethi - 110092.

To,

The Governor, )

Reserve Bank of India, CERTIFIED TRUE COPY

Central Office Building,

Shahid Bhagat Singh Marg, PAYAL BAHL
ADVOCATE

Mumbai - 400 001, SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

7

Subject: Compiaint Against Google india Digitai Services Private Limited doing business as

Google Pay for Unauthorised Operation in India as Payment and Settlement Systems.
Respected Sir,

. With great grief | would like to bring forth public complaint to your Kind attention against
Google India Digital Services Private Limited (CIN- U74999HR2017PTC067218) doing
business as Google Pay for unauthorised operation in India as Payment and Settlement
Systems In defiance of the Section 4 sub section 1 of the Payment and Settlement Systems
Act, 2007. The said section clearly mentions that no person, other than the Reserve Bank
system not shall commence or operate a payment system except to operate under and in

accordance with an authorization issued without by the Reserve Bank of India.

. That Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Gaogle Pay is not
jfisted as an authorised opérator as per list of the 'Payment System Operators’ authorised
by the Reserve Bank of Indla to set up and operate in India under the Payment and
Settlement Systems Act, 2007 as published by the Reserve Bank of India dated March 20%,
2019.

. Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay though its
unauthorised operation in ?ndia as Payment and Settlement Systems has unmonitored
and unauthorised access to the personal information such as AADAR, PAN, Transaction
etc. of the public by acting as a Payment and Seitlement Systems. The Google Pay is not
adhering to the Reserve Bank of India circular RBI/2017-18/153 | DPSS.CO.0D No.

2785/06.08.005/2017-2018 dated 6" April 2018 with subject — “Storage of Payment
pd
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System Data” issuéd under Section 10(2) read with Section 18 of Payment and Settlement
Systems Act 2007. Thereby Google Pay by the virtue of unauthorised access to the BHIM
AADHAR — Unified Pavments Platform can have serious detrimental effect-on the privacy
and personal liberty of the Indian Citizen as the data migh,t be stored in servers located
outside India. This is in gross violation of the principals enshrined under‘the purview of
Article 21 of the Indian Constitution by letting an unauthorised private company to access

&
the personal account details of the Indian citizens.

. That on August 28t 2018 Google Pay has made public admission that through its
Payment and Settlement System more than 2.2 million or 2.2 crore people have crossed
over 750 million transaction_worth US$30 Billion which is equivalent to 2 lac Crore. The
event of failure of the Google Pay’s Payment and Settlement System might crea-te public

order crisis within the country and create is likely to result, in systemic risk being inadequately

controlled,

. That being unauthorised under the provisions of the Payment and Settlement Systems
Act, 2007; the Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay
becomes immune to The Resetve Bank of India’s Ombudsman Scheme for Digital
Transactions, 2019 (CEPD. PRS. No. 3370/13.01.010/2018-19 Date: .landary 31, 2019).
Such disrespect to the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007 is against the public
interest at Iérge as there is no protection of the public’s interest in the Reserve 8ank of

india’s ombudsman complaint mechanism against Googie Pay in the event of dispute.

. That the Reserve Bank of' India’s Ombudsman Scheme for Digital Transactions, 2019 is
essential to the healthy Indian Financial System. The Google India Digital Services Private
Umited doing business as Google Pay must be brought under the purview of the

Ombudsman Scheme for Digital Transactions citing the disputes as mentioned below

a. Prepaid Payment Instruments: Non-adherence to the instructions of Reserve Bank

by System Participants about Prepaid Payment Instruments.

b. Mobile / Electronic Fund Transfers: Non-adherence to instructions of Reserve Bank /
respective System Provider to System Participénts, on payment transactions
through Unified Payments interface (UP1) / Bharat Bill PaymentASystem (BBPS) /.
Bharat QR Code / UPI QR Code. '

c. Non-reversal / failure to reverse within reasonable time, funds wrongly
transferred to the beneficiary account due to lapse at the end of System

Participant.
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d. Any other matter relating to the violation of the directives including on fees /

Prayer:

1.

3.

charges, if any, issued by the Reserve Bank in relation to digital transactions.

That Reserve Bank of India to immediately order Google India Digital Services
Private Limited doing business as Google Pay io stop its unauthorised operation in
India as Payment and Settlement Systems for its failure to comply and obtain
authorization of the Reserve Bank of India before commencement of the
operations as per the provision prescribed under section 4 and sub section 1 of
the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007.

That Reserve Bank of India to conduct compliance audit of the Google India Digital
Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay doing unauthorised
operation in India as Payment and Settlement Systems under the provisions of

section 13, 14, 16 and 17 of the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007.

That Reserve Bank of india to impose penalties on'the Google India Digital Services
Private Limited doing business as Google Pay doing unautharised operation in
India as Payment and Settlement Systems under the provisions of section 26, 27,
28, 29 and 30 of the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007 for contravention

of the laws, regulations and procedure.

| am looking forward for an opportunity of your or your designated officer’s audience to

put forth my study on the subject regarding the institutionai maiaise in India.

Thanking You,

Yours faithfully,
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M Gmail

Unauthorized access of National Payments Corporation of India’s UPl and BHIM
AADHAR platform by Google Pay (Mobile Payments Application).

Abhi Mishra <greeneyehunk@gmail.com>
To: ceo@uidai.gov.in

11" February 2020

From,
7 Priya Enclave,
Delhi — 110092.

To,

Honourable Chief Executive Officer,
Unique Identification Authority of India,
Government of India,

Bangla Sahib Rd,

Behind Kali Mandir,

Gole Market, New Delhi — 110001

11 February 2020 at 12:15
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PAYAL BAHL
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Subject — Unauthorized access of National Payments Corporation of India’s UPI
and BHIM AADHAR platform by Google Pay (Mobile Payments Application).

Honourable Sir,

1. By the virtue of this letter, I would like to inform you that Google India
Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay (Mobile
Payments Application) has been processing the payments via National
Payments Corporation of India’s UPI and BHIM AADHAR payments

platforms.

2. Further, [ would like to inform your office that the Google India Digital
Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay (Mobile Payments
Application) is not an authorized entity by the Reserve Bank of India under
Payments and Settlement Systems Act, 2007. Thus, its payment operations

are illegal and in contravention of the laws of the land.

3. The Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as

Google Pay (Mobile Payments Application) has been using the via National
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Payments Corporation of India’s UPI and BHIM AADHAR payment
platforms for conducting its business of enabling the payments using
AADHAR authentication which technically means that your systems may

be compromised.

4. Please be informed if in case National Payments Corporation of India is
having a contractual agreement with Google India Digital Services Private
Limited doing business as Google Pay (Mobile Payments Application) for
accessing UPI and BHIM payment platforms for conducting its business of

enabling the payments; then such agreement is null and void.

5. It is a humble prayer to your office to take appropriate actions against
unauthorized access of the UPI and BHIM AADHAR payment platforms by
the Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google

Pay (Mobile Payments Application).

Thanking You,
Abhijit Mishra
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Complaint Against Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business
as Google Pay for Unauthorised Operation in India as Payment and Settlement
Systems

Abhi Mishra <greeneyehunk@gmail.com> 31 March 2019 at 00:15
To: support-n@google.com

To,

CERTIFIED TRUE COPY
The Managing Director,

Google India Digital Services Private Limited
doing business as Google Pay. P:gé(%(?:;g

Unit 207, 2nd Floor Signature Tower-1l Tower A SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
, Sector 15 Part 1l Silokhera,

Gurgaon, Haryana, India, 122001.

Subject: Complaint Against Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business
as Google Pay for Unauthorised Operation in India as Payment and Settlement Systems.

Respected Sir,

1.  With great grief | would like to bring forth public complaint to your kind atiention
against Google India Digital Services Private Limited {CIN- U74999HR2017PTC067218)
doing business as Google Pay for unauthorised operation in India as Payment and
Settlement Systems in defiance of the Section 4 sub section 1 of the Payment and
Settlement Systems Act, 2007. The said section clearly mentions that no person, other
than the Reserve Bank, system not shall commence or operate a payment system
except to operate under and in accordance with an authorization issued without by the
Reserve Bank of India.

2. That Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay is
not listed as an authorised operator as per list of the 'Payment System Operators’
authorised by the Reserve Bank of India to set up and operate in India under the
Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007 as published by the Reserve Bank of India

dated March 201, 2019

3. Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay though
its unauthorised operation in India as Payment and Setilement Systems has unmonitored
and unauthorised access to the personal information such as AADAR, PAN, Transaction
etc. of the public by acling as a Payment and Settlement Systems. The Google Pay is
not adhering to the Reserve Bank of India circular RBIf2017-18/153 | DPSS.CO.0D No.
2785/06.08.005/2017-2018 dated 6% April 2018 with subject — “Storage of Payment
System Data” issued under Section 10(2) read with Section 18 of Payment and
Settlement Systems Act 2007. Thereby Google Pay by the virtue of unauthorised access
to the BHIM AADHAR — Unified Payments Platform can have serious detrimental effect
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on the privacy and personal liberty of the Indian Citizen as the data might be stored in
servers located outside India. This is in gross violation of the principals enshrined under
the purview of Article 21 of the Indian Constitution by letting an unauthorised private
company to access the personal account details of the Indian citizens.

4. That on August 28th 2018 Google Pay has made public admission that through its
Payment and Settlement System more than 2.2 million or 2.2 crore people have crossed
over 750 million transaction worth US$30 Billion which is equivalent to 2 lac Crore. The
event of failure of the Google Pay’s Payment and Settlement System might create public
order crisis within the country and create is likely to result, in systemic risk being
inadequately controlled.

5. That being unauthorised under the provisions of the Payment and Settlement
Systems Act, 2007; the Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as
Google Pay becomes immune to The Reserve Bank of India’s Ombudsman Scheme for
Digital Transactions, 2019 (CEPD. PRS. No. 3370/13.01.010/2018-19 Date: January 31,
2019). Such disrespect to the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007 is against the
public interest at large as there is no protection of the public’s interest in the Reserve
Bank of India’s ombudsman complaint mechanism against Google Pay in the event of
dispute.

6. That the Reserve Bank of India’s Ombudsman Scheme for Digital Transactions, 2019
is essential to the healthy Indian Financial System. The Google India Digital Services
Private Limited doing business as Google Pay must be brought under the purview of the
Ombudsman Scheme for Digital Transactions citing the disputes as mentioned below

a. Prepaid Payment Instruments: Non-adherence to the instructions of Reserve
Bank by System Participants about Prepaid Payment Instruments.

b.  Mobile / Electronic Fund Transfers: Non-adherence to instructions of Reserve
Bank / respective System Provider to System Participants, on payment
transactions through Unified Payments Interface (UPI) / Bharat Bill Payment
System (BBPS) / Bharat QR Code / UPI QR Code.

c. Non-reversal / failure to reverse within reasonable time, funds wrongly
transferred to the beneficiary account due to lapse at the end of System
Participant.

d. Any other matter relating to the violation of the directives including on fees /
charges, if any, issued by the Reserve Bank in relation to digital transactions.

Prayer:

1. Google India Digital Services Private Limited doing business as Google Pay to
stop its unauthorised operation in India as Payment and Settlement Systems for
its failure to comply and obtain authorization of the Reserve Bank of India before
commencement of the operations as per the provision prescribed under section 4
and sub section 1 of the Payment and Settlement Systems Act, 2007.
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| am looking forward for an opportunity of your or your designated officer’s audience to
put forth my study on the subject regarding the institutional malaise in India.

Thanking You,

Yours faithfully,
Abhijit Mishra
7 Priya Enclave,
Delhi — 110092.
0891578108
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ANNEXURE P7
Abhijit Mishra
Subject: Advance Service: Abhijit Mishra v/s UIDAI & Others (Fresh Case)
Date: Wednesday, December 30, 2020 at 11:52:42 PM India Standard Time
From: abhi@abhimishra.in <abhi@abhimishra.in>
To: H.S. Parihar <hamelparihar@rediffmail.com>, mohammedmugeem@gmail.com

<mohammedmugeem@gmail.com>, apac-corporg.cs@google.com <apac-
corporg.cs@google.com>

A; achments: Writ PeVVon Abhi vs UIDAI pdf
To,

1. Advocate Mr. Mohd. Mugeem
The Honourable Learned Counsel,
Respondent No. 1 - UIDAI
Union of India,
High Court of Delhi.
Mobile 09999864964
Email - mohammedmugeem (@gmail.com

2. Advocate Mr. H.S Parthar
The Honorable Learned Counsel (On Record),
Respondent No. 2 Reserve Bank of India
High Court of Delhi.
Mobile — 09810510162
Email - hamelparihar(@rediffmail.com

3. Respondent No. 3 Google India Digital Services Private Limited

Unit 207, 2NP Floor Signature Tower-II
Tower A, Sector 15 Part II Silokhera,
Gurugram Haryana — 122001

Email - apac-corporg.cs@google.com

Subject: Advance Service: Abhijit Mishra v/s UIDAI & Others (Fresh Case)

Honourable Sir,

Please find the advance service of the paper book for the “Abhijit Mishra v/s UIDAI
& Others” (Fresh Case) for your kind perusal and necessary actions.

Thank You,

Abhijit Mishra

Pet1‘F10ner in Person CERTIFIED TRUE COPY

7 Priya Enclave,

New Delhi — 110092

Mobile - 09891578108 PAYAL BAHL
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Company Master Data

CIN U74999HR2017PTC067218

Company Name GOOGLE INDIA DIGITAL SERVICES PRIVATE
LIMITED

ROC Code RoC-Delhi

Registration Number 067218

Company Catcgory Company limited by Sharcs

Company SubCategory Non-govt company

Class of Company Private

Authorised Capital(Rs) 40000000

Paid up Capital(Rs) 40000000

Number of Members(Applicable in case of 0

company without Share Capital)

Date of Incorporation 25/01/2017
UNIT 207, 2ND FLOOR SIGNATURE TOWER-Il

Registered Address TOWER A, SECTOR 15 PART Il SILOKHERA,

GURUGRAM Gurgaon HR 122001 IN

Address other than R/o where all or any books
of account and papers are maintained

Email Id apac-corporg.cs@google.com
Whether Listed or not Unlisted

ACTIVE compliance ACTIVE compliant
Suspended at stock exchange -

Date of last AGM 23/09/2019

Date of Balance Sheet 31/03/2019

Company Status(for efiling) Active

Charges

Assets under charge Charge Amount Date of Creation Date of Modification  Status
No Charges Exists for Company/LLP

Directors/Signatory Details
DIN/PAN Name Begin date  End date Surrendered DIN
01187482 THIRUMALESH GANGAPPA 25/01/2017 -
07500891 GITANJALI DUGGAL 25/01/2017 -
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
EXTRAORDINARY ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

IN WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. OF 2021
IN THE MATTER OF
ABHUIT MISHRA PETITIONER
VERSES
UIDAI AND OTHER’S RESPONDENTS
VAKALATNAMA

KNOW ALL to whom these presents shall come that I, Abhijit Mishra the
above-named Writ Petitioner do hereby appoint Ms. Payal Bahl to be my

Advocate in the above noted case authorise her:-

1. To act, appear and plead in the above-noted case in this Central
Administrative Tribunal or in any other Court in which the same may be
tried or heard and also in the appellate Court including High Court subject
to payment of fees separately for each Court by me/us.

2. To sign, file, verify and present pleadings, appeals, cross-objections or
petitions for executions review revision, withdrawal, compromise or other
petitions or affidavits or other documents as may be deemed necessary or
proper for the prosecution of the said case in all its stages subject to
payment of fees for each stage.

3. To file and take back documents, to admit and/or deny the documents of
opposite party.

4. To withdraw or compromise the said case or submit to arbitration any
differences or disputes that may arise touching or in any manner relating
to the said case.

5. To take execution proceedings.

6. To deposit, draw and receive monthly cheques, cash and grant receipts
thereof and to do all other acts and things which may be necessary to be

done for the progress and in the course of the prosecution of the said case.
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7. To appoint and instruct any other Legal Practitioner authorising him to
exercise the power and authority hereby conferred upon the Advocate
whenever he may think fit to do so and to sign the power of attorney on
our behalf.

8. And I, the undersigned do hereby agree to rectify and confirm all acts done
by the Advocate or his substitute in the matter as my/our own acts, as if
done by me/us to all intents and proposes.

9. And I undertake that I or my duly authorised agent would appear in Court
on all hearings and will inform the Advocate for appearance when the case
is called

10.And I, the undersigned do hereby agree not to hold the advocate or his
substitute responsible for the result of the said case.

11.The adjournment costs whenever ordered by the Court shall be of the
Advocate which he shall receive and retain for himself.

12.And I the undersigned to hereby agree that in the event of the whole or
part of the fee agreed by me/us to be paid to the advocate remaining unpaid
he shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the said case until
the same is paid up. The fee settled is only for the above case and above
Court. I hereby agree that once fee is paid, I will not be entitled for the
refund of the same in any case whatsoever and if the case prolongs for

more than 3 years the original fee shall be paid again by me.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF 1 do here unto set my hand to these presents the
contents of which have been understood by me on this 1% Day of January 2021

and I accept the terms and conditions.

Abhijit Mishra Payal Bahl, (Advocate)

S/O Late Shri. Om Prakash Mishra Enroll No. D2850 / 2008

R/O 7 Priya Enclave, Lawyers Chamber G-708,
New Delhi-110092 Karkardooma Court Complex
Mobile — 09891578108 New Delhi — 110092.

Email - abhi@abhimishra.in Mobile — 09910860430

Email - advocatepaval@yahoo.com
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