Re:

News Broadcasting Standards Authority
Order No 17 (2012)
Complaint dated 21/06/2012 filed by Dr. KalindPrashar against broadcasts

made on Aaj Tak (on 10.6.12) & on IBN7 (on 11.6.12pf a one sided story of a
matrimonial dispute.

ORDER

A complaint dated 21.6.12, was received by tBSAN from one Dr. Kalind Parashar
alleging that news channels Aaj Tak and IBN7 hashticast a one sided story, at
prime time, containing allegations levelled agaihst complainant and his family by
his former wife Dr. Kaveri Kapoor, maligning the naplainant and his family,
without any attempt having been made by the nevesirodls to contact him or his
family to carry their side of the story. The cdaipant further contented that he was
divorced from his former wife in the USA and he hago been awarded custody of
the child relating to which however certain progagd are pending in an Indian
Court.

After a preliminary consideration of the comptaithe NBSA had invited a response
from Aaj Tak and IBN 7; and the NBSA subsequenttgnged a hearing to the
parties, which hearing was conducted on 20.8.12.

At the hearing, Dr. Kailash Parashar (fatbfethe complainant Dr. Kalind Parashar)
was present. News channel Aaj Tak was represdmntelllr. Anup Kumar Sinha,
Associate Executive Producer, Mr. Snehanshu Sheldeanior Producer, Mr. Puneet
Jain, Head Legal & Compliances & CS & GM — (F & Ahd Mr. Satish Bhatt,
Internal Legal ; and IBN 7 was represented by Manisha Ahuja, Sr. Manager,
Legal, Mr. Sachin Dev, DGM — Corp Affairs and Mrnant Vijay, Dy. Executive
Producer.

On the basis of the allegations made in the ¢aimtpand the responses received from
the news channels and after viewing the broadaastguestion and hearing the
parties, it was evident that the initial reportagethe matter was entirely one sided as
the complainant’s version had not been carried llatl@sofar as Aaj Tak was
concerned, it was alleged by the complainant thatisionly broadcast dated 10.6.12,
the complainant’s version was not included at &k for IBN 7, the complainant’s
case was that in its first broadcast on 11.6.12 ¢hannel did not carry the
complainant’s version, although in subsequent brast$ on 27.6.12 & 28.6.12, the
complainant’s version (speaking through his fatea$ included.

While both the news channels contended that el made efforts to obtain the
complainant’s version but without success. The ANBS of the opinion that the
subject matter of the programme was not so urgkat it needed immediate
broadcast, and the news channels should havedntutethe response from the
complainant, which however was evidently not dohe.these circumstances, it
appears that the purported efforts made by the newennels to contact the
complainant were inadequate, if not insincere. 8élgp NBSA also notes with
anguish and dismay how precious air-time was spemttoth the news channels on a
subject that related purely to the private and geabkaffairs of private individuals (as
distinct from public figures) who had no associatwith public life at all ; and such
matters had been carried with prominence withoatetbeing any “news value” in
the broadcasts.
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During the course of hearing the complainarathdr submitted that insofar as IBN 7
was concerned, since the said channel had carisegersion as given by him in their
subsequent broadcasts or"2ind 28 June, 2012, the complainant was satisfied with
the action taken by IBN 7 and did not wish to persiie complaint against the said
channel.

As far as Aaj Tak is concerned, the complaisaather submitted that the channel
had carried his version only in a fleeting manmethe speed news segment of its
broadcast, which did not suffice or address hisliasngrievance adequately.

NBSA is therefore of the view that both the sewchannels i.e. Aaj Tak and
IBN 7 are in breach of important norms of jourstdi ethics — firstly, the
fundamental principle that requires news reportsigeuld be fair and balanced by
carrying the version of the person being reporpdn in the very first instance of
broadcast of the news, which in the present cas® Dr. Kalind Parashar, whose
version was not carried in the first instancecddelly, both the news channels are
also in breach of the NBA Code of Ethics & Broasting Standards, Specific
Guidelines and NBSA Advisory on “Reportage of Hgm Matrimonial Matters”
dated 16.9.2011 which proscribes reportage puoglyfamily and matrimonial
matters with no “public interest” aspect or “newaue”, stating further that such
broadcasts needlessly intrude upon the “priva¢yidividuals.

Since the complainant was satisfied tiversion had been duly carried by IBN 7 in
their subsequent broadcasts off' 2ihd 28' June 2012, the NBSA records that the
complaint against IBN 7 be treated as amicablylvesio and hence disposed of albeit
with a warning to IBN 7 that any future transgressi in this regard would be dealt
with sternly.

Insofar as Aaj Tak is concerned, the NBSA hdlus the channel was clearly in
breach of the NBA Code of Ethics & Broadcasting'8tads, Specific Guidelines and
committed wilful violation of the NBSA Advisory orReportage of Family /

Matrimonial Matters dated 16.9.2011, for the reasoecorded above. The NBSA
therefore directs that TV Today Network Ltd. / Askjtbe visited with the following

consequences:

10.1 The channel must carry the unedited versiadheocomplainant, prominently for
a duration of three minutes at the same time ttimatfirst broadcast was made on
10.6.12 i.e. at 6 pm for three consecutive dag/ison 30.10.12, 31.10.12 & 1.11.12
respectively. The complainant’s version must ds@receded by an apology to be
tendered by the channel, by running the followiext t(static) on full screen in large
font size with voice over (in slow speed) expregsiagret for the said telecast on
their channel Aaj Tak stating the following:

A TF & @< g & A ¥, FIfoig U i IThT qF Tl T, FAL FYL F o9
Ja1ie® faaTe F g¥avg § 10.06. 126 THACHT GHTHR TETRA 6T, STafs Ig Ao«
Aara st o7 ik 7 a7 <ad Fis Ag<a O GHTH 9T X 7 g1 s SAied. Ig TaTr
Ty AT @ iEaT siv sramor 7, * weArstt it RaiféT w3 & avawy #§ fafors e
A sfix dafEs g wifatfie RaE fit ffér 5 av & e g R’Reis
16.9.11 F AT USATSI HT oo §. 6 TARLO & Y. FHfig TULA L IAH
TREa # g2l /R S fisT sk afa F g g g es g .

Juris House, Ground Floor, 22, Inder Enclave, Rast&tihar, New Delhi — 110 087
Email: authority@nbanewdelhi.cotWebsite: www.nbanewdelhi.com



10.2. Directs the broadcaster to pay a fine of IR30,000/- (Rupees One Lac Only)
to the News Broadcasters Association within 7 éa¢\days of receipt of this Order
for wilful violation of NBA Advisory dated 16.9.11n reportage of family /
matrimonial matters.

11. The NBSA further directs the NBA:

a) To send a copy of this order to the compldiaan the news channels;
b) To circulate this order to all Members & Ed#@f NBA.
C) NBA to also host a summary of this order onvitsbsite and to include

such summary in its next Annual Report.

12. Proof of compliance of telecast of the apolbgysubmitted to News Broadcasters
Association on compact disc within 7 days of tek¢sa

Sd/-
Justice J S Verma (Retd.)
Chairperson

Place : New Delhi
Dated : 25/10/2012
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