News Broadcasting & Digital Standards Authority

Order No. 158 (2023)
Complainant: Mr. Matin Mujawar
Programme: PFI's Protest Against Raids in Pune

Broadcaster: Times Now
Date of Broadcast: 23.9.2022

Since the complainant did not receive a response from the broadcaster within the
time stipulated under the News Broadcasting Standards Regulation, the complaint
was escalated vide email dated 28.9.2022 to the second level of redressal i.e.,
NBDSA.

Complaint:

forerr « wrfereaT fSfareiTe o A & T8 @ UHT S3T ETET ok, SHAT hl GIWT BT ACTETIh, FEeA™
o 3T AR TSt o folie # SuTer™ areft AT @ S Fion ST, §HiS 6 ¢ FHir s awn 6 aiem
ol © SIS (FRETRR) T @A FHHI AT, 1k, |THTSh SR HIaTIeh a1a Sl S ik T
TEHICHAT i STET Gga shi SHIRIT T AT % 7 # Times Now & FH@ Haeamr IR =S T,
SRR S T AW W IR g Hfear A ATeR Af 36 FMHT & qed FHRATS % AT &4

Fat Tefifersi Jeas (fafrm) stffem 1995 6t emr 19 i 20 39k efifosm aat Hifa Fdw & d@e
8 % IER e Homd Ug Fut fafiee (T.V fedis) W FeR Fias aur e/ 918 oHa &
HT=IAT/ATSHE WIS S o foTu,

Times Now &R You Tube W 3R fora sfifear 1 qu amar 23:20 @he 8. N H (&1 & ol
3%a 9% News Break Here First 3 T SiEIe a1 T fSTaTg o TR < T8 € TR a7 aral o
T 2 TR @l o 919 {1 88 ATSH THTIaR =TS TS 2.

I H ATER i AT 3T o oo W SATET URTRRAINAT T A¥Ma goe ey ot (NIA) 31T &
et TRt SR 3 & Bt NIA 7 37 arel & foram o ot a1 ) § NIA & 39 srars & fote § PFI g
HEI g o, AN T 03 <.

39 fawa 1 @ Times Now 3 01 # Foraet S & AW 8C e i st =S 7 'News
Break Here Firs/" % Ta1iaier st ""arferear fSiarare’" o 71 o @ @ QT 3@t & o St stbar
1 AT 8. ST hl aereh dTger She Sameng & T/ & @ 9.

T AT I O § UgA A1 w1 |6 W0 Times Now & Y@ HaTeamr iR =5 Ut o 2.
PFI & anele! # sgaeam qRem o 36 THaT o HR0T o W § HReTd THTS 3= SIS H TerdbH! T
fRTeRr 2 . o Sheft SR ST | ferg Hfterm g == A i fired

Times Now 38 93 31 il aTdl s GRUITT I FT o I AT el =[S HTEAH FRT HITel Heam o
TR & T TS 8. 39 S1eh! QTR ATEmT o off S & o feam aw

9T o TeiAfeeh Aareft gfgd T 3 7o fashr afafsran < et drrer fafean o o miferan st @,



36 O 93 AT T o <1 9 H Fh HeeT S e Tofell o gsirel fmfor s % @ifel Times Now
4 PFI iferear fomaram o 1 o T1 & U @l s &, forer Tt afommat sl S STeueiedshi i
SSHI UaT €.

Times Now = WHER ATEH &1 FEAATe THAT FeleRt o1 # fomg Afkem M weshi =mer 2. o1 &
HTIA AT AT SN 39 TE I F oy g T 1 &M Times Now | T 8, 287 13 36 a@ &
HFATAT & O T HATHEAF HioaH THIS o foig & 1SS T AR ST =18 (&1 o1, 3R I8 39
ReaCIENCIREIRI

ot diferd, "The Wire" @iehad, 3ffee =5t 3 1= gr=r #redt 70 Times Now & 38 918 &1
TRTHTRT BT &, Wil 3 et UHT his ot AR <0 A 2.

Times Now = 31009 S ShaTe 3 U8 =eATS! 6l FAifeT § ivartes O AW § s=- o fSemies
3e foFa R, @ @@ @ Times Now ¥ U 31T Feel & TTad dieh & 9ger he o fowa

TfoRET TSIETeTe $@ A1 3T &9 I U7 LA T SATE TR § 36 & AiRrer fufen ®¥ o9, 2faet 31K 3=
Hirerer fifean o gRem S STeusiieshi Tfd St SfdfRaITg 3ASt € aT wclt Te «nftish T i +f =iie aga
et 2.

Reply from the broadcaster:

The broadcaster in its reply dated 14.10.2022 stated that the impugned news report
was aired on Times Now on 24.09.2022. The impugned news report was regarding
the protests by PFI supporters/members in Pune outside the District Collectot’s
Office, wherein it was reported that slogans of ‘Pakistan Zindabad’ were allegedly
raised during the protest. It was also reported that the local police had accessed
videos and that the same were being examined.

The said incident was also reported by ANI and PTI and ANI in its story had stated
that due to high ambient noise the slogans (pro-Pakistan) were faint at some points
and that the information was further corroborated by reporters at the spot. The
broadcastser stated that nowhere did these news reports attribute any source or
details to Times Now’s coverage of the protests.

That the Chief Minister as well as the Deputy Chief Minister of Maharashtra had
also tweeted on this incident and stated that stringent action would be taken. Once
again there was no attribution to its coverage in these tweets.

The broadcaster stated that even the Pune Police had in response to queries stated
that they had filed FIRs and the concerned tapes were being sent for forensic
examination. The Police Commissioner of Pune had said that charges under Sections
124A (sedition), 153A (promoting enmity between groups), 153B (imputations,
assertions prejudicial to national integration), 120B (criminal conspiracy), and 109
(abetment) of the Indian Penal Code have been invoked. Later, the police were not
applying Section 124A. The decision of not invoking the provision was in the light
of a Supreme Court ruling asking the Union and State governments to restrain from
registering cases under 124A.



Considering the above, the allegation against it that its reporting targeted minority
community and that the atmosphere was vitiated by such reporting were denied as
baseless. The broadcaster stated that the news story did not target any community
but only referred to supporters/members of the PFI who were protesting. There
was no accusatory reference to any religion, so the allegation that the Muslim
community was somehow maligned by the impugned coverage was completely
baseless.

The impugned news report was a significant news story and was covered by the
channel in an objective manner, in public interest. Further, it reiterated thatthis

incident was also covered by several other media platforms including agencies like
ANI and PTL

The broadcaster denied all the allegations made by the complainant against the
channel, its anchors and reporters with respect to the aforesaid news story.

Counter reply from the complainant:

In its counter reply dated 17.10.2022, the complainant submitted that it was News
Laundry, a fact check website which had claimed that the broadcaster was the first
news channel who reported that the protestors were shouting pro Pakistan slogans.
On the contrary, News Laundry reported that the police had denied the claim that
the protestors were shouting pro Pakistan slogans.

That Alt News also claimed that BJP and news media had made false allegations
against PFI for raising Pakistan Zindabad slogans and that Times Now was the first
news channel to claim the same in a breaking news. The complainant stated that it
was the broadcaster who had shared the impugned news story as breaking news on
twitter and on social media which then became the subject of headlines for other
news channels and newspapers across the country.

The false claim and fake news broadcast by Times Now had defamed the minorities
throughout the country. The news also caused defamation, hatred and damage to
the reputation of Minorities and made Muslims the victims of stern political
reactions all over the country.

That the reply of the broadcaster in lieu of the notice was baseless and it seems that
the broadcaster was attempting to escape from the clutches of law. In view of the
above, the complainant prayed for the NBDSA to consider his complaint in respect
of the impugned news report.

Decision of NBDSA taken at its meeting held on 28.10.2022

NBDSA considered the complaint with regard to the broadcast aired on Times Now
on 23.9.2022, response of the broadcaster and after viewing the footage of the
broadcast decided to call both the parties for a hearing at the next meeting.



Hearing
On being served with notices the following persons were present at the hearing on

11.11.2022:

Complainant:
Mr. Matin Mujawar

Broadcaster:

Mr. Kunal Tandon, Advocate

Ms. Kirtima Maroovar, Compliance Officer NBDSA
Mr. Swaprem, News Editor

Mr. Siddhartha Talya, Senior News Editor

Submissions of the Complainant:

Times Now = q01 H #ciaet Hif6H & A T ST i sithT = # "News Break Here First"
o AT BT "uTferear fofarere" o TR T 1 3T aa Hleh -

TS BT STEEIhT hl W hl & 50 ABaTe § qxlenl # (i omom et bt & <9 ot a1 2l 2.
R o IR Giel i JHE TS &, I¥7 o e SHaeelT W Gad 0T foharm 3. |rerer #fifean ==t
forear SRt e T T E. Tl 5 T SIS W aRMhi o HIHA U7 oA T, STeuEieeh % faly § U
|SRT T 2. I8 <1 | féweh ararerer fmior fora & 58 o shmor Tt ud anfifss gesra ol ot =i ug 2.
ST N T o ToTT ST AT =T e fohalm 2. Tt Uehdl A TS 2l JHET Tgi shi SR forarm
2.

Times Now Navbharat ¥ =I5 sitesreed tg feforea waifqum  ifq w@fear i sawer qwet #
Secter fora 2. TS uh "Hifcre a1 it ReEi ¢, %, 4 T SeciEd R 8 09T ©S R SATeH-EET i i
%, R HT SoclEd R R,

Submissions of the Broadcaster:

The broadcaster submitted that the impugned news report was broadcast by the
channel on 24.9.2022 at 10:06 AM and the viewers were informed that it was a
developing story. That on the same day at 11:46 AM, ANI and PTI also
independently tweeted the story. The broadcaster stated that the tweets were not
based on its story. In the tweets, the agencies stated that Pakistan Zindabad slogans
were raised outside the District Collector’s office in protest of the NIA and ED raids
against the outfit and arrest of many PFI leaders. In the tweet, it was also stated that
due to high ambient noise in the original video feed, some parts of the slogans were
faint and the information about the slogans being raised was further corroborated
by reporters at the spot.

The broadcaster submitted that it had no reporters on ground for the story and the
information that Pakistan Zindabad slogans were raised was received from sources,
based on which it had reported in the impugned broadcast that the said slogans were
raised during PFI Protest in Pune. Further, a first information report was registered
by Pune Police, 40 persons were detained and 60 were booked. That the Chief
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Minister and Deputy Chief Minister had also tweeted about the slogans being raised
and directed authorities to take appropriate action.

The broadcaster stated that none of these independent tweets, and action taken by
the authorities were based on its reporting. That it is a fact that PFI was banned as
an organization by the Government of India on 27.0.2022 and notified on
28.9.2022. That the issues which were reported were issues of extreme public
importance, national interest and had to be reported as current affairs. The Pune
police had also issued a press note dated 25.9.2022, which shows that the FIR was
registered under Section 341, 141, 143, 145, 147, 149, 188 IPC read with Section
37(1)(3) of Maharashtra Police Act, and that additional sections including Section
153A, Section 153B and even criminal conspiracy under Section 120B had been
included in the FIR and investigations were ongoing.

Furthermore, it submitted that no summons had been issued to its reporter. That
the impugned broadcast and the reporting by its anchor were conducted in an open
and objective manner and did not cause any incitement of communal bias, or
influence or mislead the viewers in any manner whatsoever. It was merely a
discussion, and advocacy on an issue related to public interest, importance and
national interest.

The broadcaster submitted that in view of the tweets shared by it and the news
reports cited by the complainant, the question whether slogans of Pakistan Zindabad
were or were not shouted during the protest was a question of fact which could only
be determined in a trial. The broadcaster reiterated that by filing an FIR, the
Authorities of Law had also corroborated that such an incident had taken place. The
entire broadcast focused on the protests and there was no prejudice or even an
attempt to target any community or religion.

In rebuttal, the complainant submitted that the tweets cited by the broadcaster were
a result of the impugned news story which was aired for the first time by the
broadcaster. He submitted that as a result of the impugned broadcast, the minority
community were targeted and the broadcast had a tendency to disturb communal
harmony in the country.

The broadcaster referred to the tweets of the Chief Minister of Maharashtra and
reiterated that the said tweets were not attributed to its reporting.

Decision of NBDSA taken at its meeting held on 11.11.2022

NBDSA went through the complaint, response of the broadcaster and also gave due
consideration to the arguments of the complainant and the broadcaster and reviewed
the footage of the broadcast. In view of the fact that the broadcaster was the first to
report and had submitted during the hearing that it did not have a ground reporter
tfor the story, NBDSA wanted to know on what basis did the broadcaster claim
during the broadcast that the slogans of Pakistan Zindabad were raised by PFI in
Pune. NBDSA therefore decided to defer its decision in the complaint to consider



the response of the broadcaster. NBDSA decided to inform the broadcaster
accordingly.

Response dated 22.11.2022 of the Broadcaster

The broadcaster stated that its news reporting was based upon information received
from various sources including news agencies like ANI, PTI and other free-lance
reporters on the ground as it is not always possible for a channel’s reporter to be
present at all relevant times at the incident location. These sources provide
information to news channels to report relevant incidents and happenings. The
subject broadcast on the channel as referred to in the complaint displayed video
tootage of the PFI protests in Pune as accessed from reliable sources on ground that
day.

That a journalist has privilege from disclosure of these sources which stems from
Article 19(1)(a), the only reasonable restriction can be placed under Article 19(2) and
none else. The 93rd and 185th Law Commission Report recognises this right of the
journalist. This is further recognised under Section 15(2) of the Press Council Act,
1978

The broadcaster further stated that the Pune Police was currently investigating the
entire issue, after adding offences punishable under various sections of the Indian
Penal Code. Thus, it was a question of fact which is disputed by the
complainant. This question of fact, at least at the prima facie stage that the Hon’ble
Authority was concerned with, stands in favour of the Channel Times Now.

Furthermore, the tweet of ANI also shows that it was made based on information
received and corroboration by the reporters on ground and not based on its
broadcast. In fact, all tweets made by the Chief Minister and Deputy Chief Minister
of Maharashtra, were also done independently and not based on its broadcast.

Written submissions by Senior News Editor, Times Now.

As the news anchor for the concerned broadcast, the anchor rebutted the
substantive aspect of the complaint that the impugned coverage was deliberately
aimed at maligning the Muslim community through the propagation of what the
complainant described as a ‘rumour’. He stated that as already mentioned, the
slogans themselves were in the realm of investigation, and none other than the Chief
Minister of Maharashtra had referred to them being raised in his tweets and
statements, without any attribution to any specific channel or media platform.

The anchor stated that in his interaction with the reporter, he had raised the
tollowing questions which pertained to:

a) Asking the reporter about the “sloganeering that was heard”

b) This is followed by asking if there has been violence reported

¢) This is followed with a question about whether legal action will be initiated
d) This is followed by a question about the sequence of the video
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Throughout, the impugned programme the purpose was to ascertain what had
happened. The complainant had relied on three sources in his statement to claim
that “fact-checking websites” had confirmed that Pro-Pakistan slogans were not
raised. The anchor stated that these websites were not certifying authorities and
could not testify about the authenticity of the video, or the audio being broadcast.
They were not forensic experts. In fact, the Pune Police had said the videos will be
sent for forensic examination.

In his complaint, the complainant had also cited a statement made by a senior police
inspector at Bund Nagar police station in Pune to digital portal News Laundry that
the slogans raised were Popular Front Zindabad, not Pakistan Zindabad. The anchor
stated that this article was dated 24.9.2022 and that the same police station had issued
a press release on 25.9.2022, adding Sections 153A (promoting enmity between
groups), Section 153B, and even Section 120B (criminal conspiracy) of the Indian
Penal Code, 1860 to the FIR, which clearly indicated that the complainant’s
references were selective.

He stated that importantly, and this is something that once again points to the
complainant’s selective viewing of the overall coverage on this issue, on 25.9.2022,
the broadcaster had carried an elaborate news-capsule updating the viewers about
the investigation, even adding a disclaimer about the authenticity of the video, and
once again informing the viewers that the videos were being investigated. However,
he stated that this coverage was completely ignored by the complainant.

Finally, in response to the malicious allegation that the coverage amounted to
defaming the Muslim community, the anchor stated that nowhere during the
conversation between him and the reporter reference was made to the Islamic
identity or the Muslim population at large. While the protest in question preceded
the ban on PFI, the Kerala High Court in its Arshika Vs State of Kerala judgement
of 5.52022, referred to the PFI as an extremist organisation indulging in serious acts
of violence. The exact quote reads: “No doubt, SDPI and PFI are extremist organisations
indulging in serious acts of violence. All the same, those are not banned organisations.” The
conflation of the Muslim identity with an extremist organisation, now banned, had
been done by the complainant in his complaint and not by the channel in its
coverage. This malicious association by the complainant of a religion with its
bonafide coverage about the raids on the PFI and their protests spelleddanger to
press freedoms especially pertaining to reportage on matters of national security.

In view of the above, the anchor urged the Authority to dismiss the complaint.

Decision

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



NBDSA noted that the present complaint emanates from a Times Now broadcast
aired on 24.9.2022 regarding Popular Front of India’s (PFI) protest in Pune, where
it projected that “Pakistan Zindabad” slogans were raised by the members of PFI
outside the District Collector’s Office during the said protest.

NBDSA observed that it was the broadcaster’s submission that apart from it, ANI
and PTI had also reported on the said story and that the Chief Minister of
Maharashtra had also referred to the said slogans being raised during the protest in
his tweet. NBDSA, however, was of the view that as admitted by the broadcaster in
the impugned broadcast as well as during the hearing, it was the first to report on
the story at 10:06 AM, which story was subsequently reported by ANI, PTI and

others.

NBDSA also noted that several fact checking websites had fact checked the said
news report by stating that it was not “Pakistan Zindabad” but slogans of “PFI
Zindabad” which were raised during the said protest.

Further, on perusing the impugned broadcast, NBDSA was of the view that there
would have been no problem with the impugned broadcast, if the broadcaster had
merely reported that slogans of “Pakistan Zindabad” were allegedly raised during
the PFI protest and issued a disclaimer warning the viewers about the authenticity
of the video as it had done in its subsequent broadcast aired on 25.9.2022.

While in the instant case, not only had the broadcaster run tickers such as “News
Break Here First ‘Pakistan Zindabad’ slogans at PFI stir”, “Pak slogans by PFI workers”
and “Pak Zindabad slogans raised”’, the anchor had also emphasized the same during
the broadcast, thereby conclusively claiming that the said slogans were raised by PFI
workers during the protest.

NBDSA noted that the broadcaster should have been careful in telecasting the
impugned broadcast and if it was unsure of the slogans shown in the video, it should
have run a disclaimer in respect of the authenticity of the video. Furthermore, the
impugned broadcast appears to have been telecast on account of negligence and in
haste.

In view of the above, NBDSA decided to caution the broadcaster to be more careful
in future while reporting such stories.

NBDSA further also directed the broadcaster to remove the video of the said
broadcast, if still available on the website of the channel, or YouTube, and remove
all hyperlinks including access which should be confirmed to NBDSA in writing
within 7 days of the Order.



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 : 27.02.2023



