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News Broadcasting & Digital Standards Authority

Order No. 225 (2026)
Complainant: Mr. Utkarsh Mishra
Channel: Zee News
Date of Broadcast: 26.05.2025 & 27.05.2025

Since the complainant was not satisfied with the response received from the
broadcaster on 26.06.2025, the complaint was escalated to the second level of
redressal, i.e., NBDSA.

Complaint dated 11.06.2025

The complaint secks to bring attention to the violation of the NBDSA guidelines.
In the impugned broadcasts, the issue involving interfaith marriage has been framed
as Love Jihad. Despite broadcasting the gitl’s statement/video, in which she
confirms her court marriage to the accused, as well as the Police byte, explaining that
the arrest of the accused was based on the FIR filed by the gitl's family secking
further investigation, the issue in the impugned broadcasts was still primarily framed
and contextualised as love jihad, as claimed by the girl's father. This is evidenced
from the tickers and statements given below: -

L. “UP Love Jihad Case: == frerg amwem! wifgar & swmar qur w=l”
Tickers: “Love Jibad per VVivad, Bada Fasaad”, “Bhaijaan ko mebanga parha Love Jihad”,
“UP s¢ saamne aaya Love Jihad Ka Maamla”, “Gaziabad me love Jihad ka Maamla’.
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2. “UP Love Jihad Case: mfsarare # o frgre? st ¥ 08 ferarar aas!”
Tickers: “Love Jihad kerke phans gaye Bhaijan”, “Bhaijan ko mchanga parha love
Jihad!”,
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3. “UP Love Jihad Case: ®ifer @t & mar srema agh W I g it frw..1”

Tickers: UP me love Jihad!...Bada fasaad”, “Ladki ki marzi ya phir love Jihad?,
“Gaziabad me love jihad per gadar”, “UP me love Jihad 17,
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4. “Ghaziabad Love Jihad Case: mfwarars # ent ¥ s ot sarer afewra 1
Tickers: “Ghaziabad me dharam ke dhoke me bada bawaal!”

5. Ghaziabad Love Jihad Case: st ¥ fég ergeht 3 wmer it fora g mivraame g
Tickers: “Hindu ladki ke peeche Akbar, Tove Jihad” pehchan Chipakar?”, “Pados
me dukan...Love Jihad ko diya Anjaam”, “Love Jihad pehchan Chipakar?” | “UP

me Love Jihad?”, “Love Ka Jihad Jaal”,”Love Jihad ka maamla... Yogi force legi
faisla”
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Reply dated 26.06.2025 by the broadcaster

In the complaint it has been alleged that its coverage of an incident in the
Indirapuram area of Ghaziabad, involving a group of individuals causing a
commotion and vandalizing property following the marriage of a Hindu gir] to a
Muslim boy, constitutes a violation of the NBDSA guidelines It is further alleged
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that its reportage aimed to promote beliefs, opinions, and desires directed against a
particular community, thereby imparting a communal colour to the reporting.

At the outset, the broadcaster denied cach and every allegation, averment, and
insinuation made in the complaint as being false, frivolous, unfounded, and
misleading. In response to the specific allegations raised in the complaint, it stated
as follows:

1. The news broadcast pertained to an incident of public unrest in Indirapuram
locality, Ghaziabad, involving the vandalisation of a Jan Seva Kendra operated
by one Akbar. The incident arose from allegations surrounding “Love Jihad,” a
term organically employed by local residents and other members belonging to
different religions to describe the purported clopement of a Hindu gitl, Sonika,
without the consent of her parents, who ran a parlour adjacent to the said
establishment, with the individual.

)

The reportage was strictly confined to factual narration of the event, including
the public protests and the resultant damage to property, without any intent or
motive to sensationalize, communalize, or prejudge the matter. The broadcast
merely reported the sequence of events as they unfolded, including the peaceful
and violent reactions by locals, thereby fulfilling the media’s role to inform the
public of developments of social significance.

3. It had, in its reportage, provided a platform for diverse viewpoints by airing the
video statement of the girl in question, Sonika, thus ensuring that her perspective
was clearly presented to viewers without bias or editorial interference. "This
approach demonstrates its commitment to balanced and fair reporting,
upholding journalistic ethics.

4. To further maintain mmpartiality and fairness, a statement from a representative
of the Vishwa Hindu Parishad (VHP) was also aired, providing an additional
perspective on the issue and the public sentiments motivating the protests. This
inclusion underscored its dedication to comprehensive coverage and to
presenting the multiplicity of voices involved in the incident.

5. The use of the term “Love Jihad” in the reportage was strictly contextual and

guided by the circumstances of the incident. The term was neither introduced by

it nor used in a manner that promoted communal discord or stigmatization

of any community. Rather, it was employed as a factual descriptor of the language

and terminology circulating  organically among the local population and
protestors, consistent with the guidelines issued by NBDSA.

: b
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6. The news coverage included not only the account of the girl and statements from
community representatives but also official inputs from the police, thereby
reflecting the full spectrum of facts and tesponses. This ensured that the
teportage remained anchored in verified information and the social realities
surrounding the incident.

7. That the media’s constitutional mandate as the fourth pillar of democracy under
Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution of India requires that it report on matters of
public interest accurately, impartially, and without fear or favor. Any attempt to
curtail or restrain such reportage on the basis of any political or personal
sensitivities or discomfort caused by the terminology used in public discourse
would be inimical to the principles of free speech and democracy.

8. That the present complaint seeks to proscribe the use of the term “T.ove Jihad”
and stifle coverage of the incident, which is misconceived, legally untenable, and
amounts to - an attempt to muzzle legitimate journalistic activity. ‘The
complainant’s position ignores the factual matrix of the incident, the editorial
discretion exercised with due circumspection, and the public interest inherent in
open discussion of social issues.

9. The reportage was conducted in good faith, with due regard to journalistic ethics
and  statutory guidelines. The coverage was neither sensationalist nor
inflammatory, but an accurate depiction of an ongoing social development
involving multiple stakeholders.

10.1t had discharged its duty with utmost care and journalistic integrity by reporting
the facts as they were. The reportage was anchored in the reality of public protest
and statements by the girl and public authorities, thereby ensuring that the

viewers were fully apprised of the social envitonment and the exigency of the
1ssue.

I1.In view of the above, the broadcaster stated that it had abided by the principles
of news reporting, broadcasting and journalistic norms and the complainant had
failed to establish any deviations therefrom by it. Thus, the complaint ought to
be dismissed at the outset.

Complaint dated 26.06.2025 to NBDSA
The broadcaster's reply is not satisfactory, as it seeks to present loud and unfounded

opinions as facts. Love jihad remains a largely unproven conspiracy theoty and yet
is loosely framed by them as factual in nature,

; -
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Decision of NBDA at its meeting held on 14.10.2025
NBDSA considered the complaint, tesponse from the broadcaster, and, after
viewing the footage of the broadcasts, decided to call the parties for a hearing.

On being served with the notices, the following persons were present at the hearing
on 12.03.2026:

Complainant
1. Mr. Utkarsh Mishra

Broadcaster
1. Ms. Ritwika Nanda, Counsel for ZMCL
2. Mr. Sarvesh Kumar Singh, Deputy Manager ] .egal, ZMCL

Submissions of the Complainant

The complainant submitted that the impugned broadcast reported an incident
surrounding an interfaith marriage. While the girl herself had stated that she had
married out of her own volition and was going with her husband, the incident was
reported as a case of “love jihad” in the broadcast, despite this statement being aired
in the broadcasts itself. The complainant invited the attention of the Authority to
the tickers aired in the broadcasts, “UP me love Jihad!...Bada fasaad”, “ILadki ki
marzi ya phir love Jihad?, “Ghaziabad me love jihad per gadar”, “UP me love
Jihad!”, “Love Jihad kerke phans gaye Bhaijan”, “Bhaijan ko mehanga parha love
Jihad!”, “Ghaziabad me dharam ke dhoke me bada bawaal!” “Hindu ladki ke peeche
Akbar, Love Jihad” pechchan Chipakar?”, “Pados me dukan...l.ove Jihad ko diya
Anjaam”, “Love Jihad pehchan Chipakar?” |, “UP me Love Jihad?”, “Love Ka Jihad
Jaal” and “Love Jihad ka maamla. .. Yogi force legi faisla”.

Submissions of the Broadcaster

The broadcaster submitted that the videos impugned in the complaint lasted two to
five minutes. The videos cleatly showed an audio clip of the girl stating that she has
married of her own accord and is now going with her husband. The love jthad
narrative was peddled by the gitl's family and by the protestors. The parlour where
the girl worked was broken down. In the videos, it was reported that this narrative
of “love jihad” was the narrative created by the girl’s own family. A balanced
program was aired that included the version from the gitl's own family and the girl's
statement. The broadeast pertained to the protest surrounding the incident.

Decision

NBDSA considered the complaint, the response of the broadcaster and reviewed
the footage of the broadcasts and the submissions advanced during the hearing.

-
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NBDSA noted that the complainant was aggrieved with the usage of the term “love
jthad” and the tickers aired during the impugned broadcasts. It was also noted that
the broadcaster, in its response, had stated that the impugned broadcast was a factual
narration of an incident of public unrest in the Indirapuram locality, Ghaziabad,
involving the vandalization of a Jan Seva Kendra operated by one Mr. Akbar. The
incident arose from allegations surrounding “Love Jihad,” a term used by family
members of the girl, local residents and other members belonging to different
religions to describe the purported clopement of a Hindu girl, Sonika, without the
consent of her parents. In the broadcast, the video statement of Sonika was telecast
along with a statement from a tepresentative of the Vishwa Hindu Parishad, and
official inputs from the police.

NBDSA was of the view that had the broadcaster confined itself to reporting the
incident factually, no objection could have been raised. However, it is the manner in
which this incident was reported, as an incident of love jthad from Ghaziabad, Uttar
Pradesh, that breached the Code of Conduct.

This narrative was further reinforced through the tickers aired during the impugned
broadcasts, “Bhaijaan ko mehanga parha Love Jihad”, “UP se saamne aaya Love
Jihad Ka Maamla”, “Gaziabad me love Jihad ka Maamla”, “Love Jihad kerke phans
gaye Bhaijan”, “Ladki ki marzi ya phir love Jihad?, “Gaziabad me love jthad per
gadar”, “UP me love Jihad 1” “Ghaziabad me dharam ke dhoke me bada bawaall” |
“Hindu ladki ke peeche Akbar, T.ove Jihad’ pehchan Chipakar?”, “Pados me
dukan...Love Jihad ko diya Anjaam”, “Love Jihad pehchan Chipakar?” | “UP me

Love Jihad?”, “Love Ka Jihad Jaal” and "Love Jihad ka maamla... Yogi force legi

faisla” .

These narratives and the tickers were not only unwarranted but also egregious,

especially given the woman's clear and unequivocal statement, aired during the
broadcasts, that she had married of het own volition.

In view of the above, NBDSA held that by airing the impugned broadcasts, the

broadcaster had violated the principles of Impartiality, Neutrality and Fairness as
well as Racial and Religious Harmony.

NBDSA decided to levy a fine of Rs. 1 lakh on the broadcaster. NBDSA further
directed the broadcaster to remove the footage of the impugned broadcasts, if stll
available from the website of the channels (s), YouTube, and remove all hypetlinks,

including access, which should be confirmed to NBDSA in writing within 7 days of
the Order.

.



NBD)

NEWS BROADCASTING & DIGITAL STANDARDS

NBDSA decided to close the complaint with the above observations and inform the
complainant and the broadcaster accordingly.

NBDSA directs NBDA to send:
(a) A copy of this Order to the complainant and the broadcaster;
(b) Circulate this Order to all Members, Fditors & I «gal Heads of NBDA;

(c) Host this Order on its website and include it in its next Annual Report and
(d) Release the Order to media.

It is clarified that any statement made by the parties in the proceedings before
NBDSA while responding to the complaint and putting forth their view points, and
any finding or observation by NBDSA in regard to the broadcasts, in its proceedings
or in this Order, are only in the context of an examination as to whether there are
any violations of any broadcasting standards and guidelines. They are not intended
to be 'admissions' by the broadcaster, nor intended to be 'findings' by NBDSA in
regard to any civil/criminal liability.

Justice A.K Sikri (Retd.)
Chairperson

Place: New Delhi
Date: 2. 8—o5-22026
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