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’ ____IN THE COURT OF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE OF FIRST CLASS -1,
/ OTTAPALAM ;
(B

Present: Miss. Sajitha. M. N Tt e e
Judicial Magistrate of First Class T e

el T
Saturday, 4™ day of October, 2025 i Hﬁ’ »
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Govindraj. V aged 37 Years, . Complainant 7 ({\; =acat s ) e maanl)
: . \\ e 2 s >
S/o Viswanathan, Vijaya Nivas, (SUERT =~ —FVERUESSS

Manjakkal, Nellaya (po), Palakkad.
(By Adv. Smt. Siji. C. Sadanandakumar)

1. C. Davood, Managing Editor, : Accused
Media One, Kozhikode.

2. Pramod Raman, Editor,
Media One, Kozhikode.

3. Nishad Rawuthar,
Editor, Media One, Kozhikode.

This petition came up for hearing on 3.10.2025 and the court on

4.10.2025 passed the following:
ORDER

The complainant is filed complaint U/s 210 BNSS.
2. The complaint averments in brief are as follows:- Complainant is a
resident of Cherpulassery at Palakkad District. He is a nationalist and
patriotic citizen. He is a admirer of late Shaheed Bhagat Singh. The first
accused is the Managing editor of an electronic media called media one
and it is run and managed by the Jamait, a fundamentalist Islamic
Organization, which does not believing in any state of democracy other

than an Islamic state. The accused while in Jeddah on 11.12.2024
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participating in a live programme telecast throughout the malayalam§

& media, the following abusive, unpatriotic and derogatory remarks abput

grate Bhagat Singh was stated:

G2DBlo : B8aVIA enilad _nEM® @ellsnden allawd af)emMIOBOWID .......c.......
@RGIOM aerilomwiem’ dlauslw one dlanges gl @a@lom

(@D SR ag) ™ @RAI6TMITD HBHIBBIo.

2Qalsl @ B8R AL andwim’ Cleapd@eT B0 agEMI @R
@REBEIMEBROM aBOMEo UBOE VeIl w@mﬂgm al0IDBUDEBRBIEM . 3@
ISIO2Q DRIAOOEMe MIVOSIODE crgg’lcoa aldlesemnud @@ Moty ag)am’
aI0lallgenene, BO® Mot .... VE aYleblom &dlsl MMAB I
HaOlE" 8BNO® MIl6R ag)aMIEM’ alo@d. Wo 6EwIERIM. GBI ]l0WIONBE )]
aldleste M, @O OOFIGPWIB  MEMHMIUB  BOEO  ageDo.
ISl EOIOMIOBO )  aldlans], aj8fleeom allom 8@ esIsSTIcd
Gendond’ Qla| @RS amqdlancieg)? e aglmiesdlom  e:em

CUEITIS @HISODN  GenIosn! Ols] @RSIEM: @RANOM  Galdlenem’
@REEBOO  WHHOSOIMND. @ROQ GRLIOS oI  lOUIFIET  CBHE

OHIM®, @RWIWB QoG oMo  alOOBISIETN @RWIOS

BESIOBOMN@. alodd 1947@ O 156 oM alom a8 ol

BEODE D HelRGIM 8@ 621010 @00 DEMBIVWBAIWR @RWID )OI,

@PWIRB Wlo c3uIEIRMIW, @reap 1947 eXnqy 156 M Ml @RI

af) OO @BAD. @RWIR Eldmanslerdlaa, olQElerdl@mmo,

B9 |HOOMBIGBID, BIOBNVWIBIWMD, alodH 47 &0 15 &Flevmaend

@r@IB WadlE @R Wlo, M 6RUIEIRMIWIY @REEIOMm alti®e @RHX.

@O B Helrrd 2QeOMIGHS] BOIRE aOIOIYSS @RELHIODIG

2390 QIBH@IEM’ @REORQSE MADW BEOS olQandloaem), aidulleadd

@R6LIEIC GO af)OBI1Eje Al af)MIOHe QllEleamm .

3. The above said remark are not only abusive and with the object of
spreading communal disharmony and bring down the image of grate

patriotic Sri, Bhagat Singh by calling him a terrorist. The evil intention of
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the accused is to lower the image of Bhagat Singh. The statement made by
the first accused addressed to the second and third accused, who were
also participated in the crime and it was published through the media of
the accused. The complainant being a patriotic citizen, he felt injured in
his mind by highly provocative statement made by the accused. Hence this
complaint is to take cognizance U/s 152, 192, 196, 197(d), 352, 353(c)
(2) of the BNS against the accused herein. Hence this complaint.

4. Sworn statement of the complainant was recorded. After recording the

sworn statement, notice was issued to the accused. Accused appeared

through counsel.

5. Heard both sides.

6. The case of the complainant is that due to the provocative statement
made in a media discussion by the accused, petitioner herein was
humiliated. Petitioner himself is claimed as a patriotic and due to the act
of the accused his feeling was hurted and that lower the image of the
shaheed Bhagat Singh. The alleged offences are U/s. 152, 192, 196,
197(d), 352, 353(c)(2) of BNS.

7. Sec. 192 BNS says about, voluntarily give provocative with intend to
cause riot. I have seen the entire video of the programme in the open
court in the presence of both counsels. In the entire video, there is no

provocation with intend to cause riot. The programme was conducted at
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Jeddha, out of India. More over, that was only a discussion in a media
programme. There is no ingredients to attract 192 of BNS. The other
alleged section is 152 BNS. There is no act done by the accused
endangering sovereignty and unity and integrity of India to attract Sec.
152 BNS and the act of the accused will not promote enmity between
difference groups on the ground of religion, race, place of birth, residence,
language etc and will not cause any prejudice to maintenance of the
harmony. It will not in any way affect the sovereignty; unity, integrity or
security of India. This complaint has no case that due to the act of the
accused sovereignty, integrity of India was challenged. His only contention
is that due to this act his feelings is got injured. After seeing the entire
programme the court is of the opinion that there is no intentional insult
with the intend to provoke breach of peace. More over, this statement will
not cause any harm to the reputation of a Shaheed Bhagat Singh. In the
discussion the accused addressed the Bhagat Singh as ‘Shaheed Bhagat
Singh”. There is no element to attract this alleged offences against the
accused persons. There is no sufficient ground to proceeding. A prima
facie case is not made against the accused. The allegations in the
complaint if proved would not constitute an offence. There is no basis for
'4 iniiia'tiﬁg judiﬁiél pro‘ceedings, I'am of the view that there is no ground for
‘pro'ceed'iﬁg‘." H_gﬁ)(:p the complaint is dismissed.

pn

H



5
8. In the result, complaint stands dismissed.

Dictated to the Confidential Assistant, transcribed and typed by her,
corrected and pronounced by me in open Court on this 4" day of October,

%@m“\ :

Judicial Magistrate of Ist Class-1, Ottapalam
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