News Broadcasting & Digital Standards Authority
Order No. 146 (2022)

Complainant: Mr. Matin Mujawar
Programme: Karnataka Hijab Row - &gt &I UeTs st "Teet &P

Broadcaster: Zee News
Date of Broadcast: 8.2.2022

Since the complainant did not receive a reply from the broadcaster within the
stipulate time period, the complaint was escalated to the second level i.e., NBDSA.

Complaint dated 14.2.2022:
s AW : DNA: Karnataka Hijab Row - gtar #i werg &1 aet &7 Sudhir Chaudhary

1) Zee =I5t = #FAlesht § 9 T8 feslal o AW 3l o "$ET SR FRETH TS 0L Toh qUT [=RTTT T,
2" o e O fewme ooy &1 TR Zee =S 3 @ TTer @ 39§ Zee JH H T S HIT A

2) 39 ¥ 95t ot ATt 31 o TNTS Tfew H &Y =w o N 31de Burka Ban Switzerlnd & wom
T NBDSA 7 Zee =I5 % Raett Tl T a1fHer Sara i aThr qge et Hoaasiic], WS, idr
W SR ATl Tel faed W et St & 3w Order No 118 (2021)

3) Wi 1 G0 AT 33 IR 9% TehE 2. 39 Y GHA H IRl T @el U qhT HR ST AT,
HTTEEIHT 1 A o FeHL H Gl FHAaTel!, T G o FoR/ § = foam areft 8. F Tt 721 & afes
TRl o ATH U T T TSHAT ST T 7, AN ! AaraHT &F ST T 2.

4) @ youtube, facebook 3R Hierer HifedT W ARG IW B=h! & ST 36 HHE H AN + FRaw
TS o W STUM6E T ST [T & FEATH GH Nt ST A0 Slerelt |1 T FEHTA BT 2.

5) ST Tt Tigehl : Ieere §IHEH(3)

eI B 5 oft T, SR oft T SR oft O

ST T A : IeeATE GHFR ... Ieed® gl ... (In titles on screen) ¥ H ST #1 BHT
=TEd 82 ST AN shl ST B2 1 &k T o ? (

TSI T FHeAT & o HIS[G TG 3G AASah! 1 @l a1 =med o fRT ot Zee =I5t o Ut eflt =ted
T FeAfT & 39 A i faae ¥ forg fwier aetm 2.

el =l : 7 39 % G FAT SN & FHgHT 7 1T 1 1T § FT 0 2 3T &1 I 36 ASh! + Fel &
3 ST STk o BT 8 4 AT @ AT =ed 9. 3 & =ed 9 % 5 0@ ug A eehl ARG o & 2. 360
e I AR AR SIS S AT A off et . onferear S S 3w @ efR g & 3w § S wfeRe &
FEL TS 87 A1 SR TET & HAT % a4 AN S Ao T R ASHT bl T & 8. 36
& etz fafean st w stom ik fR wwa 6 Bfa i ewe forr S o7 e ST % vwa § i
rforaT, AR BT foersga i geferd T 2. aRed 37 a1 I 81 @l 2.




(Tt Zee =I5 7 @ & G T Ya A ATl TRATT THAHMI bl TTHEAT T et Goeleh il 2.)

6) e =edl : B9 379 I AT Hohd @ o IS Al Tk 7 T [ =T ST, FHifore 1 at Jael s 2.

AT & ST T A AT © A Hifae § oft Fdt @ 2. 39 S A w6 2. 3 A Sm
Hifore ¥ i SATRT AT & TR 3 9 A fEsa 6l a8 & FATEH § et AR FHiHst 98 FH T
T R 30 U SATET g T AT T B ERd @

36 QT 1 AR FIS 1 T F o o ST 0o g8 AgfRal i g Bhid T fowan mn. 3 wgfen
wferenfen qlieh & fersiTer sht HiT hl et Fewi o T & 38 AR 3o AT hifas st @ Wi sarer @atrh
ETRICIR

Zee =T S 30 L GeR ¥ HATeohad FRAH ST 1 Blohw Hish Teh THT TWIE T 2,

7) Zee IS ¥ GHIETR HIEHH 1 TAd FEAHA 61 § Zee =I5 4 R 6 stre wurst # seqededshi &
fd ASehIS: TT M H I Wb aTed AT h1 FANT fohall B, Zee IS GHHR HTEAH 1 oo feg
TR ek BT AT T IRT HATTSHT AT &6 STaraeT e & T o6 2. 98 SwRiE &1 T <.

8) Zee =St o RaclT 30 ¥ vect ¥t STeqeeent Fiq TTsl # THd Het™ aTet Tel I TS S Ta™
o fotrr § NBDSA © &2 i & &

9) Zee = T THHAT % I8 TAU & 3R AR 36 TS qaT§ I AT Gol o § HATHIHT 1
TER T o oq & ATl ST & S Tk ST et Arforer iR et forieft sfefer 2.

10) NBDSA 7 Zee =51 o fatts Tt Ta 9fier §aTal i STeT Tge arel] HaaRitet, Weahiss, Siadm
T o ATt G fee T St 3T U ST @ 56 AXE o SIH ORI T SR ST U SR SR e
A o FENE Zee IS % % THAT SR TGSl al Tl g T & ST T AT i =TT o i
TRTIAR FHQITEeT =T T&T & 3 1T SAeeT i SidTarT o 1 AR [t SRy 3@ .

11) Zee =I5t SHER ATEH TET THHAT % (7T T & ST AR 36 & FT5 ST aTel Gel a7 H
HTTEHSIH! T THER FH o o ¥ TAH ST & 2. WA HHAHT bl IR SR hITET =i | off
ST WA FE FL Zee =I5 4 Th Seid Tell Ao o ded G forilt srsiet =t 2.

9 H A ey & e et giiem aer o ol ot snfort % S o foe T S w T E Zee
IS T 3T EeRT =I5 U et =ftet 7 R 2,

Complaint dated 23.2.2022 filed with NBDSA

The complainant stated that a news anchor/journalist/presenter should not make
any derogatory, derisive or judgemental statements as part of reporting or
commenting. However, by doing this, the broadcaster had shown disrespect towards
the law and the Constitution of India. The entire news appeared to be the
broadcastet's communal intention, which was specially designed to defame Islam
and Muslims. Through such statements, the broadcaster has tried to disturb the
communal harmony of the state.



Reply dated 27.2.2022 from broadcaster:

The broadcaster stated that in the complaint dated 13.2.2022, various false,
misleading, frivolous, and motivated allegations had been raised against the contents
of its prime-time show 'DNA', aired on the channel Zee News on 8.2.2022.

The present complaint was not maintainable before the Hon'ble NBDSA since the
impugned programme did not violate any of the Guidelines and Code of
Ethics/principles of self-regulation. The broadcaster stated that the complainant had
miserably failed to point out which of the Guidelines or principles of self-regulation
or Code of Ethics had been offended by it in the impugned programme.

The broadcaster stated that the allegations in the subject complaint were completely
baseless and motivated. The contents of the impugned programme were not
intended to propagate a narrative against any particular religion or community, nor
was it telecast to spread hate or outrage the religious feelings of any particular
religion. The reporting in the impugned was also completely balanced, neutral, and
specific to the issue involved. Therefore, the allegations that it had, by virtue of the
impugned programme, intended to provoke religious tension were completely false
and baseless.

That in the programme 'DNA" aired on 08.02.2022, it had fairly and objectively
conducted a detailed analysis of the recent Hijab Controversy that arose in the State
of Karnataka when various Muslim Girl students raised a demand to allow them to
attend classes in Hijab/Burqa. In the programme, the broadcaster stated that it had
condemned the actions of all the students, irrespective of their religion, who were
giving so much importance to these issues over their education and career. It also
tairly and objectively presented the views of protesting Muslim Gitls with respect to
their demand to withdraw the ban on Burga/Hijab in schools and colleges.

In the impugned programme, it had conducted an analysis of the aforesaid issue and
emphasized on the education and career of the students of this country. Its entire
reporting was completely free from bias and partiality, and the same was objectively
presented in the interest of all the students, irrespective of their religion. The
allegations to the effect, that the broadcaster had targeted Muslims by displaying
pictures of Hijab-wearing girls in its show and that the demand of the protesting
girls was compared with Covid-19 were completely false, misleading and out of
context. The contents of the entire programme were completely neutral, and it had
presented the news and displayed the pictures in the most balanced manner without
having any intention to target any particular community or religion. As far as the
comparison of demand of the protesting girl students with coronavirus was
concerned, the broadcaster stated that the same was done in a specific context. That
due to the aforesaid protest, the Karnataka Government had decided to close
schools/colleges for three days to restore peace and harmony. In that context, the
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broadcaster stated that it had remarked that when our schools and colleges are facing
closure for the past two years due to Covid, it was very unfortunate that the schools
wete again required to be closed due to Hijab/Burqa.

The broadcaster reiterated that its objective was to highlight how the minds of the
students have been polluted by certain political leaders, so much so that the religious
uniform had become a major concern that was being prioritized over the studies.
Further, in the programme, it had presented the facts related to the story without
any biasedness or preconceived notions. As a responsible media house, it had
conducted ground reporting on the issue and further reported the version/byte of
Police, MLLA and other politicians on the aforesaid issue. The broadcaster
vehemently denied that its anchor had accused the girl in hijab chanting the 'a/lah hu-
akbar' of being responsible for the conflict that happened in the government school
in Karnataka. It can be cleatly seen in the video that the anchor had shown the entire
video of both the boys with saffron stoles chanting /a7 shree ran/, after which the girl
in hijab can be seen chanting 'allah hu-akbar post which the anchor has stated the
same to have resulted in tension in the school. The broadcaster stated that it had
shown the entire video wherein the boys in saffron stole continued chanting 'jaz shree
ram' and had shown its concern on the danger the said video clipping would cause
in the western media.

In the programme, it had fairly presented how innocent students were being dragged
into the dearth of religious fights at such a young age when their only focus should
be their careers, irrespective of the religion they are coming from. The broadcaster
stated that it had even read out an Order from the Court which gave private
institutions the right to have their own dress code and thereby have only emphasized
the importance of equality among all students coming to the school to study as
vested upon the citizens of our country by the Constitution of India.

The broadcaster vehemently denied that the aforesaid reporting disrupts the
religious sentiments and sensitivity amongst people. The said video was widely
circulated and had led people from other countries to question the education system
of our country, and the same was reported by it as is without any manipulations or
additions.

Decision of NBDSA

NBDSA, at its meeting held on 31.5.2022, considered the above complaint, the
response dated 27.2.2022 received from the broadcaster, the complaint filed with
NBDSA, and the rejoinder filed by the complainant. NBDSA, therefore, decided to
call the complainant and the broadcaster for a hearing at the next meeting as it was

necessary to determine whether the broadcaster had violated the Code of Ethics &
Broadcasting Standards and the Guidelines issued by NBSA.



On being served with the notices, the following were present for the hearing on
15.6.2022:

Complainant
Mr. Matin Mujawar

Broadcaster:
Ms. Ritwika Nanda, Advocate
Mzt. Piyush Choudhary, Chief Manager, Legal

Ms. Annie, Assistant Manager - Legal
Mr. Anurag Singh — Editorial Representative, ZMCL

Submissions of Complainant:
The complainant at the outset submitted that he was unable to understand the topic

of the programme “DNA: Karnataka Hijab Row - %gtar &I 9er§ &l a&et &2 which

targeted a specific community and was communal & controversial in nature. In the
programme, the complainant submitted:

festmer forame 1 e ek § et are ot Rty oft % S o shwor Svafres ween 9 f ¥ fog e
fopam TTQ o Ao 1S ST JhR A &1 U6 9§ WSS @eld 510 ZEE =S 7Tem AT H 4 STe
T L TET T ST O=ehTINT o STT=rer iR frgiar o fowsg @

ST T TE T ASHT FHioiSl 7 T A W off T ST WIS WA FHICA Ue S U A aArerE F o
ST fRSTTel o forler # YT Rt ST 9 Sl W Agehl hl hicisT H JoT O H ek | A, Sl T & R
TR . I TR ASH! o AT H I 3Tohel ASeh! o oATE AR o AR TN, S A T o 3T AR
1 HT T T T & o =T PP?

3 W g =ed wedr & % "TH 39 I onft ¥ AT 7 B o e’ '36e 918 ¥ qEii anRa
RIS ST 2t &1 oft Tt 2. orfeReaTr S A 9 7 2R T E 9w 6 Y uTfeRedT o gl wweln 7
a1 A SR AT TE HAT % 301 TN BT HA Th et ASh! hl TRIM F 7 2. 39 6 F18 it
frfear =-t o st SR R wid st Sfer i e foram STRAT 37 et ST & WRa # qiéem orsfe,
A sEw faaga Wi guied w2 2. SRe 3T | A e e

T TE SCTEIH! o Tl WEHTS: WINT 1 TRAT Foham 2 ST WRa # 3tk 3TR fosTma o wewia # I qgiem
TR I HY e qlRE T T %E R TSHAT 2. A THHINGT & =R iR frgiar & foeg 2.

et et 7 W ST RY TAT Hehdl € % SIS AT Uk 7 Ueh I elr WTe, whifae Y av Jedia
AT §. SATRT I T TET TS ATAT & A i | ot FHE T @aweh ¢, 39 AR Al hig Tt Tet
7. 3R I Ut Fifae @ ot SATET A § 3R I I Wi S i a9E ¥ FERE § i AR
TS o A 0T 8 TH W AT AT i A1 T & Wkl 8.7

"3@ QU EHT | HikH GAIS 1 T FH % 2] e ug g eAsfonat @ & whiv W e @
AgteRar diqenfaes alis o fasiar it ui #T Ao JeeH X &I 8 3% Fifas i @ oft samer wawms
81 T 2. ZEE =I5 %1 98 s sl 2, anearfer & ol 7 ofw s 2.




el o g1 ZEE =I5 §RT Seueedeh GuIS i wlerd foham € 371 aisarRics el shi wgert 4 1
fora 3, seam 3R qRaw TET Ui T ST SR 1 IA 6T § I8 v e NBDSA %

HIR! T IAE T LT dfeeh a8 o [PC il & :%¢, ol (2)(R) % IHTHR a3 o fIT ITErf 2.
Gl o AT W S AW T TAd SEHTS (oh3T ST 8T & ST I¥7 o Tl SN ST df Tl Ale gga

T T o T SASTHETC ATSRT 1 T Heeaqul AT 2. ZEE =5 SR $&dwtet 31 it 9T Oorehiidt %
TR TR fogiar o foeg & T&eft Ud onfier ST qe shee Catifars Heaen (fafrm) stfafem 1995
i arr 19 3R 20 37K Tefifosm =mat Hifa fdw & g 8 i e & areft .

Submission of Broadcaster:

The broadcaster submitted that the broadcast was in relation to the Hijab
Controversy which emerged in Karnataka, when certain Muslim Girl students raised
a demand to attend classes wearing the Hijab/Burqa, which demand was
subsequently rejected by the college administration and, as a result, the said students
had stopped going to school from 21* December 2021 and started a protest.

The allegation of the complainant that a certain community was targeted in the
broadcast was false as the broadcast pertained only to the protest initiated by certain
students who were not representative of the community as a whole. The broadcaster

submitted that the term "bimari” was used by it in the statement "& Rt %1 &g dad1T
TEt 8. 3R 3 SR Fifae @ o sarer @arw 8 only to highlight the practice of raising issues

in the country. In the programme, it had analyzed the issue of hijab, whether the
right to wear a hijab to school is a fundamental right and whether this issue can be
raised by students, particularly as the students had been previously attending school
without wearing a hijab. As several educational institutions were shut down in
Karnataka due to the protest, the programme also analyzed why the issue of hijab
was being raised by the students now and how it directly affected their studies and
the studies of other students. The telecast analyzed the situation in India with other
countries, including predominantly Muslim countries, where wearing a hijab to
school is not permitted. The telecast also addressed the question of whether there
were any extraneous factors at play or not, which was also raised by the colleges in
their submissions before the Karnataka High Court.

NBDSA, during the hearing, noted that the issue of wearing hijab in school could
be discussed as a standalone issue, and the anchor could have expressed his views
on the issue. However, NBDSA asked the broadcaster to explain the statements
made by the anchor in the programme "Covid se bhi khattarnak'; "iss bimari ka koi
vaccine nhi hai'', ete., which gave a communal colour to the programme.

The broadcaster submitted that the statements made by the anchor have to be
considered in the context of the issue raised. By making the aforesaid statements,
the anchor was expressing his views against extremism and extremist thought that
the general understanding of the issue was that the students were not operating out
of their own will and that there were certain external forces at play.
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The broadcaster further submitted that the statement made by the anchor was not
against an entire community and that it was the complainant who was presuming
that the anchor, through his statement, was targeting an entire community. That the
said statement pertained only to a segment of the community.

In the programme, eminent personalities from the community were appreciated by
the anchor, who asked the students whether they aspired to become personalities
such as the late President AP] Abdul Kalam. That the central theme of the
programme was the disturbance in the education of students, particularly when the
schools and colleges were already closed for the past two years due to Covid
pandemic.

The broadcaster, however, submitted that the impugned programme was completely
neutral, fair and impartial, and in the broadcast, the anchor had deprecated both the
Hindu and Muslim students for carrying out a protest and for raising religious
slogans.

Decision

NBDSA went through the complaint, response from the broadcaster, and also gave
due consideration to the arguments of the complainant and the broadcaster and
reviewed the footage of the broadcast.

The Authority observed that while broadcasting a programme on any subject, there
can be various views, however, the presenter must adhere to the Code of Ethics &
Broadcasting Standards (Code of Ethics) and follow the principles of objectivity.
While there was no problem with regard to the subject of the programme, however,
there was no reason to extend the narrative to state "&7 319 & 3 & T a0 & 31 FAT

BN . 39 W1E A TR IR SIS S A & off Rt !, onfere SRy S 3w @ ofR g & qw A S
TTRET o gt |Weleh 8 Al ¥ STIT THTHT I[& U1 o g A1 ST THeTet T et Tgehl ohi TR L
® 2. 39 & a1g izt fufean @t w smom ofk f wna & sy w1 e fmm S ok R S %
WA | ke wgferar, e oo foerge ot gferd Te 2. <Redl 3o |1y 7 €1 1 . §H 3T I Sl
A & o IS Al TH 7 Th [ =T ST, Hiforg Hi a1 Sl ATRR 8. Al 3 S qey o1 AR 3

Hifae o ot et T 2. 36 AR i i Jrf T2 2. R T A Hifoe & off sarer @ate ? i
39 T G FETTel 6l Fofe & FEATesh H Thet ST HIS g FHT T & 56 & STTeT g hl a1 ol

& "edt 8.7 No doubt, in a programme like this which is the analysis of the news, the

anchor can express his/her views so long as the statements adhere to the Code of
Ethics. However, when the aforesaid assertions are viewed contextually and in
entirety, keeping in view the tenor and the slant which is given to the statements,
NBDSA finds that the manner in which the narrative was expressed, it lacked probity
and the presenter could have eschewed the same. In view of the above, the Authority
tound that the programme had violated the principles of Impartiality and Objectivity
as enshrined in the Code of Ethics.




NBDSA, therefore, disapproves the aforesaid narrative and cautions the channel to
be careful in future.

In view of the above, NBDSA, therefore, directed that the video of the said
broadcast, if still available on the website of the channel, or YouTube, or any other
links, should be removed immediately, and the same should be confirmed to
NBDSA in writing within 7 days. 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, Editors & Legal 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.

Sd/-

Justice A.K Sikri (Retd.)
Chairperson
Place: New Delhi
Date : 23.07.2022



