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W

hen India was celebrating Azadi ka Amrit Mahotsav, the
75th Independence Day on August 15, Pen America, a free
speech advocacy group published "India at 75", a series of
short texts written by a variety of authors penning the way
they view the journey of India as a democracy through the
last 75 years. Notwithstanding their political beliefs all of them
expressed concern at the state of democracy in India.
In fact, many international free speech groups have long been
addressing India as a democracy lacking in its true spirit. It is an undisputed fact that even after 75 years of self rule unacceptable inequalities
persists in the society and facilities as basic as clean water are still a day
dream to a large chunk of population in the country.
But more alarmingly, application of rule of law is becoming increasingly selective, thereby rendering dissent and criticism a dangerous
proposition in democratic India. Free media, a critical component in sustaining democracy, has become a rare commodity. A dominant
section of media is enjoying the role of cheer leaders for the ruling dispensation and more dangerously indulging in spreading
hate. Those media which continue to pursue journalism with public interest at heart are facing intimidation and witch hunting.
Braving the risk of repeating one cannot but remind the fact that
the rank of India in world press freedom index prepared every year
by Reporters Without Borders (RSF), has been steadily sinking
since 2019. Presently it stands at a distressing 150 out of 180 counties. Rejecting the findings of RSF won't be of any help for India in
enhancing its image as a democracy. Visible respect for free media,
rights of the minorities and dissent and strict and unbiased
implementation of rule of law is the only way to change the
view of the world. Nothing else will work.
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Accompanied by union leaders from various states Com. K. Sreenivas Reddy and Balwinder Singh submitting their
nominations to CRO MA Majid on August 24

IJU Leaders Elected Unopposed

P

resent top leadership of the Indian
Journalists Union will serve one more
term. Com K. Sreenivas Reddy of
Telangana and Com. Balwinder Singh
Jammu of Punjab were elected unopposed as President and Secretary
general respectively of IJU.
In the election process started on
10th August only one nomination each
were filed by K.Sreenivas Reddy for the
post of President and Baliwinder Singh
Jammu for the post of Secretarygeneral.
Both the nominations were found to
be valid and on 5th September, the last
day for withdrawals, Central Returning
Officer (CRO) MA Majid announced the
unopposed election of the duo.
Two sets of nominations from 12
states were filed on behalf of K.
Sreenivas Reddy and Balwinder Singh.
Process of election for 150 National
Council members from all over the

country is on and will be completed by
20th September.
K.Sreenivas Reddy and Balwinder
Singh Jammu filed their nomination
papers for the posts of IJU President and
Secretary general respectively on 24
August 2022. They have submitted nomination papers to the Central Returning
Officer MA Majid at Hyderabad. Former
presidents of IJU SN Sinha, Amar
Devulapalli, Vice-President Ambati
Anjaneyulu, Secretaries Y. Narender
Reddy, D.S.R. Subhash, NEC members
D. Somasundar, Alapati Suresh Kumar,
TUWJ general Secretary K.Virahath
Ali, APUWJ general Secretary Chandu
Janardhan and Puduchery Journalists
Union President Mathimaharaja were
present on the occasion. On their re-election Sreenivas Reddy and Balwinder
Singh Jammu were congratulated by
leaders of journalist unions from various
states.
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A veteran Trade
Union leader

A

veteran trade unionist in
the field of journalism,
Com K. Sreenivas
Reddy was born in Pallepahad
village of Nalgonda district.
Sreenivas Reddy was very
active in student politics and
served All India Student
Federation (AISF) in different
capacities. After his graduation
in Hyderabad he entered the
profession of journalism at an
early age of 21. Sreenivas
Reddy joined Visalandhra, an
organ of Communist Party of
India (CPI) as a reporter and
retired
there
as
Editor.
Sreenivas Reddy, who worked as general Secretary and
President of APUWJ for a long time strived for the protection of rights and welfare of journalists in the state. He
worked as both Secretary general and President of Indian
Journalists Union for more than two decades. During his
tenure he played a pivotal role in journalist trade union
movement in the country. He served as member of Press
Council of India for two terms. During this time he headed a committee on Paid news syndrome and submitted a
report which had received applause from one and all. A
thorough professional with ethical values he has been
straddling the field of journalism for five decades. He also
toured the country and abroad extensively as part of both
profession and trade unionism. Sreenivas Reddy received
many awards including 'Life time achievement award'
from the government of undevided Andhra Pradesh.
After retirement from Vishalandhra Sreenivas Reddy
founded 'Mana Telangana' Telugu daily and is presently
working as Editor for 'Praja Paksham' telugu daily.
Sreenivas Reddy played an important role in constituting
the Press Academy of Andhra Pradesh and he served it as
its first chairman. During his term he oversaw training
activity involving thousands of journalists. He is the
founder chairman of Media Education Foundation, India
(MEFI).

From Student Politics
to Trade Unionism

C

om. Balwinder
Singh was born
in gagroula village in Patiala district
of Punjab state. Since
his college days he was
very active in student
politics. In the year
1977 he joined All
India
Students
Federation (AISF) and
two years later become
the Patiala district
President of the students union.
During
1980-81
Balwinder was elected
President of students council of Multani Mal
Modi college.
Next year he joined Punjabi University,
Patiala. He passed M.A Punjabi, M.A Education
and did his Master degree in journalism and mass
communication (MJMC). He was elected Punjab
state president of AISF in 1985.
When AISF and AIYF launched 'job or jail'
agitation he was arrested at Dehli boat club and
sent to Tihar Jail for five days.
Balwinder started his journalistic career in
1990 as sub editor in the Nawan Zamana
newspaper at Jullunder district headquarter. After
some time he became staff correspondent for two
Punjabi daily newspapers. In the year 1993 he
joined the Punjabi Tribune and worked in different capacities there for 27 years and retired as
principal correspondent in the same paper in May
2020.
Balwinder was founder member of Punjab &
Chandigarh Journalists Union. He was the State
President of the union till May 2022. He was two
times vice president, two times Sr. Vice President
and one time President of Chandigarh Press Club.
He was member of PCI for one term.
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F

or years, whenever
observers lamented
the decline of press
freedom in India,
especially in its
broadcast media,
the
country's
defenders
could
point to a welcome exception. New
Delhi Television Ltd (ndtv), a news
channel with national reach, has long
been a stalwart voice of independent
journalism. Should viewers need to
hear facts and opinions reported
other than those sanctioned by the
national government, at least one
channel would willingly air them.
So the news, in late August, that
a billionaire industrialist, gautam
Adani, has launched a bid to take
over ndtv has set off alarm bells
among India's media-watchers. That
Mr Adani is reported to be the richest man in Asia is one concern, but it
is not the main one. Rather, it is his
close ties to the country's prime minister, Narendra Modi, that cause
disquiet.
What happens to broadcast journalism is no quaint distraction, even
in an age of smartphones and social
media. Television remains ubiquitous, whether watched at home, on
supersized screens in malls and
offices or on tiny screens on people's
phones. It is also highly concentrated, with most channels owned by
Reliance Industries, a conglomerate
controlled by Mukesh Ambani,
another towering business figure. Mr
Ambani, as it happens, is also a pal
of Mr Modi.
Does this matter? At the moment
it looks more likely than not that Mr
Adani will succeed in taking over
ndtv (whose boss is a distant relative
of a senior editor at The Economist).
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MEDIA FREEDOM
IN INDIA IS UNDER
THREAT, AGAIN

A tycoon's takeover bid for
an independent broadcaster is a
worrying portent

Protestations could follow, suggesting that the newsroom will go
untouched, whoever the owner
might be. The reality will be different. Broadcast journalists who, until
now, have been willing to criticise
the government, or merely to report
fairly and independently, will
increasingly feel constrained to toe
official lines. Ahead of a general
election in 2024, the space for opposition politicians to air their views
without being shouted at, as is routine on other channels, would surely
shrink.
The saga carries the whiff of an
earlier age. Traditionally, Indian
governments influenced the media
by exploiting the industry's ownership structure. Like Messrs Adani
and Ambani, whose business inter-

ests range from airports and refineries to retail and textile, the owners of
most media companies also make
serious money in other sectors. That
provides politicians with pressure
points. To rein in critical coverage,
but without the bad optics of leaning
directly on editors, those in office
turn on those sister industries
instead. The withdrawal of an operating licence here, or the threatened
loss of a lucrative government contract there, would usually be enough
to persuade owners to whip their irritating journalists into line.
Under Mr Modi's government,
and his Bharatiya Janata Party (bjp),
the use of such old tactics has grown.
Independent journalists say the commercial arms of their media organisations put steadily more pressure on
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newsrooms. Sometimes a quiet word
comes down from the owners themselves. Those who criticise the
mighty have always run the risk of
politicians refusing to speak to them
for a while. This has grown worse,
journalists report; some are now
denied any access at all to elected
officials. This bodes ill for accountability. The government has also
become more creative. Laws on
defamation are not new. But journalists say they increasingly find themselves at the receiving end of direct
legal threats. One weapon of choice
is spurious defamation cases, says
Siddharth Varadarajan, co-founder
of The Wire, an independent news
website set up in 2015. (Plenty of
online outlets still try to hold the
powerful to account, even as newspapers grow ever more bland and television presenters barely bother disguising their propaganda.) Lawsuits
disrupt reporters' work and tie them
down in lengthy, often years-long
legal proceedings. Fortunately, constitutional safeguards prevent many
of them being thrown into prison.
A second approach, to intimidate
critics more effectively, is for the
authorities to use criminal laws that
were first dreamt up to fight sedition
or terrorism. These allow for long
spells of pre-trial detention. Mr
Varadarajan reckons the government
began to use such laws more intensively to stifle criticism during the
pandemic, when it assumed wideranging powers for public-health
reasons. The government was
emboldened "to give in to existing
authoritarian impulses", he says.
Freelancers and reporters for
smaller outlets feel the burden of this
heavily, as they lack the legal
resources of bigger organisations.
Most at risk, apparently, are Muslim
reporters in states ruled by the

Adani bought Ambani's firm to get NDTV shares

Hindu-nationalist BJP. Siddique
Kappan, a journalist from Kerala,
has spent the best part of two years
in jail in Uttar Pradesh after he was
arrested in October 2020 while on
his way to report on the alleged rape
and murder of a young Dalit woman.
He was charged, among other things,
with sedition. His driver, who was
also arrested, was released on bail
after more than 22 months.
Mohammed Zubair, the co-founder
of a fact-checking service, recently
spent more than three weeks in pretrial detention after an anonymous
complaint that a four-year-old tweet
of his had hurt the religious feelings
of Hindus. Fahad Shah, Sajad gul
and Aasif Sultan, three Kashmiri
journalists, have been locked up in
Jammu, charged with terrorism
offences under the Public Safety Act.
State governments are as ready
as the central one to intimidate members of the press. Authorities in bjprun gujarat last week charged two
journalists with spreading hatred for
publishing a piece speculating on the
potentially imminent sacking of the
chief minister (another journalist
was arrested and charged with sedition in May 2020 for a similar story
about the current chief minister's
predecessor). Opposition-run states
are little better. Two journalists were
arrested in West Bengal, in 2020,

after reporting on allegations of corruption against the Trinamool
Congress, which runs the state. In
May Press Club of India complained
to the Aam Aadmi Party, which governs Delhi, after a journalist said he
was roughed up by police outside a
press conference with chief minister
Arvind Kejriwal. Reporters without
Borders, an advocacy group, this
year ranked India in 150th place (out
of 180 countries) in its annual index
of press freedom. That is India's lowest position ever-down from 80th
(out of 139) two decades ago.
Don't expect that to be reversed.
Some journalists try to find solace in
the fact that a more hostile environment may force them to do better
work, amassing more evidence and
better sources before daring to publish a story. Plenty of courageous
reporters still defy threats of harassment, intimidation or jail. But,
assuming Mr Adani succeeds in taking over ndtv, the fear is that space
for free speech - or simple
truth - telling - on India's most influential news medium will shrink further. If so, it will grow harder for
India's defenders to brag that theirs
remains a lively, outspoken and confident place. When Indian journalists
are muzzled, India is diminished.
— This article first appeared in
The Economist
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A delegation comprising representatives of Indian Journalists Union (IJU), Press Association and Working
News cameramen Association submitting a memorandum to Union Minister for Labour Bhupendra Yadav in
New Delhi on September 3

To Continue WJ Acts is to
Protect Freedom of Journalists

T

he Union government has responded
positively to the demand of journalists
associations
including
Indian
Journalists Union (IJU) that the special provisions in the Working
Journalists be safeguarded. The Union
Labour Minister Bhupendra Yadav
assured a delegation of Press
Association,
Working
News
Cameramen's Association and Indian
Journalists Union that the government
would sincerely examine the demand.
The delegation met the Union

Minister in his office on September 2
in New Delhi. The delegation drew
the government's attention to the critical situation faced by journalist fraternity in the country in the wake of the
problem arising after the repealing of
The Working Journalists and other
Newspaper Employees (Condition of
Service) and Miscellaneous Provision
Act, 1955 and The Working
Journalists (Fixation of Rates of
Wages) Act, 1958.
The IJU and both the associations
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felt this would not only adversely
impact the working conditions of the
journalists but also affect the freedom of the press in a serious way.
The delegation was comprised of C.
K. Nayak, President and Laxmi
Devi, Treasurer of Press Association,
Jaishankar gupta, Member, Press
Council of India, K. Sreenivas
Reddy, President and Balwinder
Singh Jammu, Secretary general of
Indian Journalists Union (IJU), and
S. N. Sinha, President and Sondeep
Shankar, general Secretary of
Working
News
Cameramen's
Association (WNCA).
With the government finalising
rules for the new labour codes that
apply to journalists as well, working journalists across the country
have been concerned that these new
codes enacted at the cost of the
Working Journalists acts would not
only curtail the freedom of press but
effects their service condition too.
After repealment of these two acts,
working journalists in the country
are now governed by the new
codes, which in their definition of
working journalists included not
only Newspaper establishments but
other establishments relating to
electronic media and digital media.
These codes do not take into
account the designations that have
been on vogue in media establishments.
Working journalists acts contained some special provisions and
now they stand completely
repealed. As a result, working journalists will be treated as any other
labour force in the country without
taking into account the creative and
special nature of the journalistic
work. The provisions of the
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 apply
to or in relation to, working journalists as they apply to workmen within
the meaning of that journalists act.

Now that the act is repealed, in case
of a dispute, working journalists cannot claim to be a worker and get any
relief from a court of law. The delegation explained these intricacies
and problems to the Union Minister.
As per the repealed WJ act duty
hours of working journalists are six

Working journalists acts
contained some special
provisions and now they
stand completely repealed.
As a result, working journalists will be treated as
any other labour force in
the country without taking
into account the creative
and special nature of the
journalistic work. Working
journalists across the
country have been
concerned that these new
codes enacted at the cost
of the Working Journalists
acts would not only curtail
the freedom of press but
effects their service conditions too. These codes do
not take into account the
designations that have
been on vogue in media
establishments.
hours and five and a half for the
night shift. But now, according to the
new codes, it is as fixed by the government as is for all other industries.
The act of wage board for journalists
says that every working journalist
shall be entitled to be paid by their
employer wages at the rate which

shall in no case be less than the rate
of wages specified by working journalists wage boards constituted from
time to time. By repealing this act
and bringing in new codes more
flexibility has been given to employers for hiring and firing workers at
will. The new codes also enable
companies to put in place arbitrary
service conditions for employees,
including working journalists.
The new labour codes have
deprived the working journalists of
their freedom, reducing them to
work at the mercy of the media
managements like any other
employee in other industries.
Recently in one of his observations,
Supreme Court Judge Justice D. Y.
Chandrachud outlined six cardinal
principles to protect journalistic
freedom and emphasized the, "need
for the law to protect journalistic
freedom within the ambit of Article
19(1)(a) of the constitution. With
the repealment of Working
Journalists Act journalists are no
more a special category of professionals but will be at par with the
other workforce, thus negating the
journalistic freedom, the delegation
explained. They requested the
Union Labour Minister to ensure
that the special provisions of the
Working Journalist Act are protected to safeguard the freedom of journalists and respect for the fourth pillar.
The delegation also requested
the minister to consider payment of
pension by the central government
to senior journalists in the same pattern being implemented by some
state governments.
The Minister gave a patient hearing to the delegation and immediately instructed the ministry officials to
find out ways to resolve the issues
flagged by the journalist organisations.
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On August 15, India will mark 75 years of its indesion to leave the country. The institutions that can
pendence. What should be a moment of celebration
defend India's freedoms - its courts, parliament and
and joy has become a moment of deep despair and
civil service, and much of the media - have been co reflection. At independence, India offered a beacon of
opted or weakened. In PEN America's most recent
hope - a multi-everything, secular society choosing
Freedom to Write Index, India is the only nominally
democratic governance and a Gandhian vision of
democratic country included in our count of the top
inclusion and tolerance. Prime Minister Jawaharlal
10 jailers of writers and public intellectuals worldNehru spoke of India's 'tryst with
wide.
destiny,' and the hope was that the
In recent years, India has seen an
country would live up to the
While in India year long
acceleration of threats against
dream of its Nobel Laureate for
celebrations of Azadi ka Amrit
free speech, academic freedom
literature, Rabindranath Tagore:
Mahotsav culminated on August
and
digital rights, and an uptick
"Where the mind is without
15, Pen America, a free-speech
in
online
trolling and harassment.
fear,'…. 'into that heaven of freeadvocacy group published India
dom, let my country awake."
at 75, a series of short texts
To mark India at 75, PEN
written
by
a
variety
of
authors
America
reached out to authors
But India retained many colonialexpressing
their
opinion
on
the
from
India
and the Indian diaspoera laws that restricted freedoms
75 years journey of democracy
ra to write short texts expressing
and, over the years, added more
in India after Independence.
what they felt. Together they make
such laws, undermining its
Irrespective
of
their
political
a
historic document. Authors who
democracy. An internal
views
and
backgrounds
all
of
were
born in British India
Emergency in 1975 curtailed civil
them were united in one aspect.
responded, as did India's
liberties and jailed dissidents.
That was their concern for the
Midnight's Children and grandSince its founding, India has witstate
of
democracy
in
India.
children. Authors from around
nessed insurgencies and brutality
From
among
the
write-ups
two
the globe sent us their thoughts,
by armed forces and the police
are reproduced here. One is by
as did authors from India's many
against its citizens, as well as periPalagummi Sainath and the
languages, communities, faiths
ods of horrific violence along
other
is
by
Salman
Rushdie
and castes. Some voices are opticaste and communal divides.
mistic, some prayerful, some
But the election in 2014 has
anguished and enraged. Some
transformed India into a country where hate speech is suggest defeat, others venture hope, still others are
expressed and disseminated loudly; where Muslims
defiant. The authors hold a spectrum of political
are discriminated against and lynched, their homes
views, and may be in disagreement about much else,
and mosques bulldozed, their livelihoods destroyed;
but they are united in their concern for the state of
where Christians are beaten and churches attacked;
Indian democracy. We invite you to read their ideas of
where political prisoners are held in jail without trial.
what India was and ought to be, and what it has
Dissenting journalists and authors are denied permisbecome.

Indian Media: Politically Imprisoned!

P

P Sainath

rime
Minister
Narendra Modi's lockdown speech of March
24, 2020 gave a nation
of 1.4 billion people
four hours to shut itself
down. It would devastate hundreds of millions of livelihoods within days.
Minutes after Modi's speech, his gov-

ernment listed the essential services
that would remain operational through
the lockdown.
Refreshingly, that included 'print
and electronic media, telecommunications, internet services, broadcasting
and cable services.'
In the next few months, major
media houses, mostly corporate-owned
or controlled, sacked between 2,000
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The media's failure to cover the exodus
of millions of migrant laborers from
cities back to their villages was not
unrelated to the Great Downsizing

and 2,500 journalists. They achieved
much of this by extracting 'voluntary
resignations and retirements.' The
classification of media as an essential service did not save a single job.
Or life. Covid-19 killed at least 700
journalists in the first 20 months of
the pandemic.
All these numbers are gross
underestimates. The sackings, especially. I was a member of the Press
Council of India sub-committee to
investigate the retrenchments; our
letters seeking information from
major media houses were met with
anger and aggressive lawyers'
replies.
The country's biggest newspaper
group told us that the Press Council
had no right to question the sackings.
They were recruitment and labor
issues and had nothing to do with
press freedom (the Council's
purview). The government stayed
silent on the sackings.
The media's failure to cover the
exodus of millions of migrant labor-

ers from cities back to their villages
was not unrelated to the great
Downsizing. These same segments
of the media, too, have said barely a
word in their editorials on the
arrests, detentions, denial of bail,
and the hundreds of cases against
media persons - some under sections
of laws not applied to journalists in
over 100 years. The 'mainstream'
media's silence on the assault on
democracy that India has seen for
years now is not just about cowardice - though there's dollops of
that-but also about complicity and
collaboration, coaxing and coercion.
Sure, there are rare exceptions like the Dainik Bhaskar group that
held out bravely despite the income
tax and other raids on it. Mostly,
though, truly courageous resistance
has come from smaller, non-corporate media whose journalists and
editors suffer severe harassment, tax
raids, arrests, jailing. That have seen
donors and sponsors pull their funds
in fear. That are unsure of paying

their staff salaries in the current
financial year.
The new trend: arresting journalists and editors for 'economic
offenses' - 'money laundering' being
the official favorite. That vilifies
journalists, hurting their credibility
and making it hard for them to be
viewed as political prisoners.
It's worth knowing that four
major public intellectuals assassinated in the past decade - Narendra
Dabholkar, govind Pansare, M.M.
Kalburgi and gauri Lankesh - had
this in common: they were journalists, columnists or writers who wrote
in Indian languages. Also, rationalists who challenged religious fundamentalism.
Meanwhile, the super-rich, heading India's biggest corporate houses,
are rapidly acquiring more media
properties. (With 166 of them, India
ranks 3rd among nations in dollar
billionaires. But ranks 131 in the UN
Human
Development
Index.)
Owners whose billions flow from

12
government contracts and huge public resources privatized for their benefit, and who contribute fantastic
sums to the ruling party.
What did bother the government
was the Paris-based Reporters Sans
Frontieres' ranking India 142
(among 180 nations) in the World
Press Freedom Index, 2020. (This
year's rank - 150.) And Twitter's latest transparency report confirms
India made more 'legal' demands
than any other nation to remove content posted by verified journalists
and news outlets during JulyDecember 2021. We've also seen
what amounts to months of internet
shutdowns across entire regions like
Kashmir.
Indian journalists can always be
shown the error of their ways. The
worst you can do with non-Indians is
to deny them visas. Yet, they acted
swiftly to rebut the RSF report and
index ranking.
In May 2020, the government set
up an 'Index Monitoring Cell' (IMC)
on the directive of the Union Cabinet
Secretary, perhaps the country's most
powerful bureaucrat. One who
reports directly to the two most
important men in India - the Prime
Minister and Home Minister. I was
one of the IMC's two original journalist members.
In December 2020, a subgroup
presented the committee with a draft
report striking for the absence of the
word 'draft' on its cover. It failed to
reflect the content of our discussions. And it made outrageous
claims, some of which seemed to
mock the sufferings of journalists in
Kashmir.
I wrote a note of dissent which,
among other things, listed 100
instances of arrests of, legal notices
to, and FIRs and cases filed against,
journalists in the span of just some
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Salman Rushdie
On August 12, 2022, Salman Rushdie was attacked
during a book talk at the Chautauqua institution in
Chautauqua, New York. Rushdie's contribution to India
at 75 was written prior to this horrific attack

T

hen, in the First Age of Hindustan Hamara, our India, we celebrated one another's festivals, and believed, or almost believed,
that all of the land's multifariousness belonged to all of us. Now
that dream of fellowship and liberty is dead, or close to death. A shadow lies upon the country we loved so deeply. Hindustan isn't hamara
any more. The Ruling Ring - one might say - has been forged in the fire
of an Indian Mount Doom. Can any new fellowship be created to stand
against it?
Salman Rushdie was born in Bombay and lives in New York. He is
the author of 20 books, including Midnight's Children. His many
international honors include the Booker Prize, the Best of Booker
Prize, Companion of honor (UK), PEN Pinter Prize, PEN/Allen
Lifetime Achievement Award, US), and EU's Aristeion Prize,
among others

months. Such as the October 2020
arrest of Siddique Kappan, a freelancer from Kerala who had gone to
Uttar Pradesh to cover the Hathras
rape and murder atrocity against
Dalits. He was not allowed to meet a
lawyer for weeks and remains in jail
22 months later.
Or Zubair Ahmed, a journalist in
the Andamans booked on multiple
charges for this tweet: 'Can someone
explain why families are placed
under home quarantine for speaking
over phone with Covid patients?'
Ahmed died by suicide this July,
supposedly in depression - but an
investigation is still on.
Immediately after that note of
dissent went in, the committee simply vanished and has never been
heard of since. Right to Information
queries have failed to elicit any reasons for this. My friends find me

ungrateful. 'At least,' they say, 'it was
the committee report that disappeared, not the journalist.'
And so you have the Indian
media @75.
For three of my four decades as a
journalist, I argued that the Indian
media are politically free but imprisoned by profit. Today I'd say they are
still shackled by profit, but are
increasingly politically imprisoned
as well.
P Sainath is the founder-editor
of the People's Archive of Rural
India and author of Everybody
Loves A Good Drought. His new
book, The Last Heroes:
Footsoldiers of Indian Freedom,
will be out later this year. Sainath
has won more than 60 national and
international awards and fellowships for his reporting.
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Emmy-nominated American
journalist denied entry into India
Angad Singh was nominated for an Emmy for his coverage of
India's devastating second Covid wave

I

ndia has allegedly
deported
an
American journalist
of Indian origin who
was travelling to the
country to visit his
family.
Angad Singh, a
news producer for Vice News, was
on his way to the northern Punjab
state when he was stopped by immigration officials at national capital
Delhi's airport on August 24 night.
Singh's mother gurmeet Kaur
said in a statement on Facebook that
her son was deported on the basis of
his journalistic work as he has often
been critical of the Indian government led by prime minister Narendra
Modi's Hindu nationalist Bharatiya
Janata Party (BJP).
Ms Kaur, who is a writer, began
her statement by describing how she
saw a Sikh boy around her age at the
time, being "handcuffed and being
taken away to be deported back to
India". "My heart tore. I spoke to
him from a distance - to comfort
him. He said he didn't know the reason. He was tired of sitting down in
plane rides and all he wanted to do
was to lay down - his back hurt so
bad. I wished him Chardikala [positive attitude]. "Today, a generation
later, my son an American citizen
who travelled 18 hours to Delhi to
visit us in Punjab was deported. Put

in the next flight back to New York,"
she further said. She said officials
did not provide a reason for sending
him back to New York, but she
believes it may be related to "his
award winning journalism that
scares them". Singh was nominated
for an Emmy award for his coverage
of India's devastating second wave
of the Covid pandemic last summer,
when the Delta variant ravaged the
country and crippled its largely public-funded medical infrastructure.
"It is the stories he did and the
stories he is capable of. It is the love

for his Motherland that they can't
stand. It is the cutting edge reporting
of [Vice News] that gets to them,"
Ms Kaur said. "It's not easy to be a
Sikh, a gursikh on top, a journalist,
a warrior of truth and justice.
"Speaking truth has a price. We
must pay it," she added.
Speaking to Indian Express,
Singh's family said he had landed at
Delhi airport around 8.30pm on
August 24 and was deported to the
US within three hours.
"Angad Singh covers South Asia.
He had made a documentary on the
Shaheen Bagh protest," a family
member told the newspaper, referring to the epicentre of widespread
citizen protests against the Indian
government's
Citizenship
Amendment Act in 2019.
"The government must be upset
due to that documentary. His request
for a visa as a journalist to make a
documentary on Dalits in India was
rejected recently. Now, he was coming for a family reunion and was on
a personal visit. But he was sent
back from the Delhi airport," the
family member added. Singh visits
Punjab often, according to his family, though he was born and brought
up in the US. Immigration authorities have not issued a statement on
the incident yet.
— Courtesy: independent.co.uk

14

septeMber 2022

Media makes Madrassas Ground
Zero in Phony Culture War

W
Shaukat H.
Mohammed
The writer is
a senior journalist
based at Hyderabad

Media
Matters

atching the selfstyled
"mainstream" TV news
channels these past
years, it seems
clear to me that the
media is hellbent
on pushing India
into a very dark place. This mendacious
exercise has been gathering pace in
recent months, probably to set the narrative to help a particular party retain its
stranglehold on power.
The divisive issues raised by the TV
channels in the past few months have
been designed to widen the cleavage
between different communities in the
country. The focus on wedge issues
began gaining pace since earlier this
year, when the 'hijab' issue in Karnataka
was raised by the channels as the most
complex problem facing the nation.
Some Muslim junior college girls insisted on their right to wear the 'hijab' (head
covering) to college. It was purely a
local issue, but the so-called "national"
TV news channels amplified the issue to
a life-threatening situation which needed
to be dealt with an iron hand. The agenda was to communalise the 'hijab' issue,
and it was inflamed further by irresponsible comments by folks who claimed to
represent the Muslim community.
The 'hijab' issue was kept on the boil
till the elections to five Vidhan Sabhas
were concluded in March, but by that
time the issue had been taken to the
Supreme Court, where it is now being
heard.
The month of April saw communal

disturbances in the wake of 'Ram
Navami' processions in several north
Indian states. Agent provocateurs incited
communal passions which led to clashes
in several cities. The TV news media
was at hand to amplify the disturbances
as a battle between a sulking minority
against the majority. The idea was to
keep the communal pot boiling so that
ordinary folks did not stop to think about
the fact that the economy was in the toilet, has been in the toilet for the past five
years, unemployment was surging, and
that China was physically occupying
significant portions of sovereign Indian
territory in Ladakh and Arunachal
Pradesh.
Nupur Sharma, a spokeswoman of
the BJP, played her assigned role of a
flamethrower in a TV interview in May.
She was suspended from the party after
several countries in the Middle East
objected to Ms Sharma's abuse of the
Prophet Mohammad. It was not that
what Ms Sharma said of the Prophet that
served as the red rag of provocation of
Muslims around the world, but the way
she said it, demonstrating her utter contempt for the Prophet. The Sharma controversy served as fodder for the next
two weeks for TV channels to pile on
hate for the community, bringing on
guests infamous for their reputation as
inciters of hatred.
In the past few weeks, the job of
adding fuel to the communal fires fell on
the rotund T. Raja Singh, the Telangana
legislator from the goshamahal constituency. While Ms. Sharma clearly got
carried away in the heat of the moment
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on a live debate and passed those
comments, Mr Singh filmed himself
saying egregious things about the
Prophet and he put his film online
for the world to see and seethe over.
Predictably, the All India Muslim
Ittehadul Muslimeen jumped into the
Raja Singh film controversy with
both feet, and some of the party's
more youthful supporters shouted
highly objectionable slogans about
the punishment that people insulting
the Prophet deserved in their fevered
minds.
Cue, the TV news channels interpreted the slogans as calls for the
establishment of an "Islamic State"
in India; never mind that the sloganshouters in Hyderabad could have
been dealt with by the Hyderabad
Police, but for intervention of the
irresponsible leadership of the
AIMIM to get the slogan shouters
off the hook. That the AIMIM
allegedly helped the slogan shouters
walk free of the charges filed against
them provided a rich vein for the TV
news media to heap more abuse
against one group of Indians, who
are ad nauseum referred to as having
"extra-territorial" loyalties.
Communal propaganda needs
new issues to keep the viewing public constantly engaged in issues that
are marginal to the larger problems
of economic collapse and growing
level of unemployment among the
youth. Data provided by respected
economic research companies like
CMIE is often dismissed by the TV
news media as the work that
deserved no attention or respect. The
grind of communal propaganda does
not allow for rational debates populated by rational people. Men and
women with extremist views are
given platforms to bloviate against,
mostly, other religions.
Of late, Himanta Biswa Sarma,

A madrassa being pulled down in Assam for alleged links with
Al-Qaeda
the Chief Minister of Assam, has
emerged as a key agent provocateur
for the ruling party. Under his orders,
the Assam administration demolished three madrassas in the state,
claiming that some people working
at these madrassas were linked to Al
Qaeda, a terrorist organisation that is
held responsible for the destruction
of the World Trade Center in New
York City, apart from other terrorist
atrocities. Mr Sarma pronounced the
three madrassas guilty of harbouring
men with terrorist proclivities and
razed the three madrassas to the
ground.
Seeming to work in lockstep with
the Assam government, the Uttar
Pradesh government announced that
it would be ordering a "survey" of
private and unregistered madrassas
in the state. The news media was at
hand to glorify the Yogi government's decision to "modernise" the
madrassas in the state. TV news
"debates" went to work with
renewed zeal interviewing the usual
suspects like Asad Owaisi of the
AIMIM and Badruddin Ajmal of the
AIUDF of Assam, who did the need-

ful in ramping up the communal
temperature in the country.
It is no one's case that madrassas
are not in need for reform.
government agencies also need to
know how the private, unregistered
madrassas are being funded, the curriculum that is taught there and the
general upkeep of such seminaries.
But the debates were more focused
in calling the madrassas 'terrorist
factories', without providing an iota
of proof of the alleged terrorist activities or teachings being offered by
these madrassas. It was as if the TV
news media had taken it upon itself
to "reform" the madrassas, using the
"survey" ordered in UP as the jumpoff point. The hidden agenda of such
debates is to spread disgust and fear
against one community, and in the
process help the party continue in
power, with its fulcrum strutting
around the global stage, striking
valiant poses as a "vishwaguru".
The news media is pushing
Indian society to a very dark place,
because it will be difficult to heal a
fractured society. That should scare
every Indian.
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Pegasus Spyware
Probe: Issues Before
the Supreme Court
The Supreme Court on August 25 chose not to release the reports of the committee appointed by the
apex court on Pegasus spyware scandal case to Public. A three judge bench headed by the Chief
Justice NV Ramana examined some portions of the two reports and found that the government had
not cooperated with the committee.
The technical committee submitted in its report that out of the 29 phones it has examined traces of
malware was found in 5 phones and it cannot be said that the malware was Pegasus. The bench also
comprising Justices Surya Kant and Hima Kohli, posted the matter for further hearing.
The three-member technical committee comprised Dr Naveen Kumar Chaudhary, Dean of National
Forensic Sciences University in Gandhinagar; Dr Prabaharan P, Professor at Amrita Vishwa
Vidyapeetham in Kerala; and Dr Ashwin Anil Gumaste, Institute Chair Associate Professor at
IIT-Bombay. The panel was supervised by former Supreme Court judge Justice R V Raveendran.
With the Committee virtually failing in unearthing the truth the ball is again back in the
top court. Now, the Supreme Court has to take a call and find out what the government steadfastly
refused to state on oath before the court.

T

here are three issues to be determined by
the supreme Court. the details of the
case are given below as reported by the
supreme
Court
Observer
(scobserver.in).
n Should the Court order an investigation
to determine if the Union government
used Pegasus spyware?
n If the Union government has used
Pegasus spyware, does this violate the
right to privacy?
n If the Union government has used
Pegasus spyware, does this violate any
surveillance related legal framework?
In 2019, Facebook sued the NSO

group, an Israeli technology firm. They
alleged that NSO's spyware, Pegasus, was
used to spy on users of Facebook's messaging platform, WhatsApp. The spyware
could be downloaded onto a mobile device,
without the user knowing and compromised his/her privacy. The NSO group
claims that they only sell this spyware to
governments. During a 2019 lawsuit, it was
alleged that at least 40 Indian citizens were
on the list of potential snooping targets
including journalists and Dalit and Adivasi
activists. This implied that the Indian government had purchased and used this spyware.
On July 18th, 2021, new allegations
were made by the 'Pegasus Project' - an
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international consortium of 17 media
organisations
and
Amnesty
International. They leaked a list of
50,000 phone numbers which were
potential targets for the spyware. In
India, The Wire, an online news
reporting agency, published the
Project's findings. They alleged that
traces of the spyware were found on
the devices used by the editors-inchief of The Wire. Such traces were
also found on the device of Prashant
Kishor, a political strategist who
most recently worked with the
Trinamool Congress in West Bengal.
Other potential, though unconfirmed, targets in this list included
opposition leader Rahul gandhi,
Supreme Court judges Ranjan gogoi
and Arun Mishra and Union Minister
Ashwini Vaishnaw.
These developments rocked
Parliament's Monsoon Session that
began on July 19th. Members
demanded a government response to
the allegations. On July 22nd,
Vaishnaw, the I.T. Minister, said that
there were sufficient checks and balances placed on the government's
surveillance powers and that the
Pegasus reports had 'no factual
basis'. He further added that surveillance was permitted under the
Telegraph Act, 1885 and the IT Act,
2000. Between July 22nd, 2021, and
August 3rd, 2021, multiple petitions
were filed on the Pegasus controversy at the Supreme Court. The petitioners included Jagdeep Chhokar
(founder
of Association
for
Democratic Reforms) and Paranjoy
guha Thakurta (journalist), who
were targeted by the spyware.
Petitions were also filed by N. Ram
(journalist and editor of The Hindu)
and John Brittas (Rajya Sabha MP).
The petitioners have requested a
judicial probe to investigate if the
Indian government used Pegasus to

spy on journalists and other citizens,
and if due process was followed.
They also submitted to the Court that
Pegasus would have a chilling effect
on freedom of speech and expression
and violate the right to privacy.
The Supreme Court of India
requested the respondent i.e. Union
of India to respond to the petitions
with a detailed counter-affidavit on
August 10th, 2021. Instead, Solicitor
general Tushar Mehta submitted a
'limited affidavit'.
The affidavit stated complete
denial of all allegations made against
the Union. It said that the petitions
were only based on unsubstantiated
media reports which cannot be made
a basis for invoking writ jurisdiction.
The affidavit also stated that the
Union will form a committee of
experts to investigate the issue to
prevent any wrong narrative from
being spread. The Court stated that
the 'limited affidavit' was insufficient as it lacked the Union's stand
with respect to the allegations. The
Solicitor general stated that a certain
disclosure of facts will hamper the
national security of the nation. The
court expressed its displeasure
towards the Union of India and
appointed a Technical Committee to
investigate the truth or falsity of the
allegations. The technical committee
is being supervised by Justice R.V.

Raveendran, former Judge, Supreme
Court of India, assisted by Mr. Alok
Joshi, former IPS officer (1976
batch) & Dr. Sundeep Oberoi,
Chairman, International
Organisation of Standardisation/ International ElectroTechnical Commission/Joint Technical
Committee.
Other members of the committee
include Dr.
Naveen
Kumar
Chaudhary,
Professor
(Cyber
Security and Digital Forensics)
and
Dean,
National Forensic
Sciences University, gandhinagar,
gujarat, Dr. Prabaharan P., Professor
(School of Engineering), Amrita
Vishwa Vidyapeetham, Amritapuri,
Kerala
and Dr. Ashwin Anil
gumaste, Institute Chair Associate
Professor (Computer Science and
Engineering), Indian Institute of
Technology, Bombay, Maharashtra.
The committee conducted deposition hearings of experts and petitioners associated with the case
including Mr. Sashi Menon, Hon'ble
MP John Brittas and Mr. Siddharth
Varadarajan between December
16th, 2021, and February 2nd, 2022.
The Technical Committee was meant
to submit its report on May 20th but
was subsequently granted an extension until June 20th, 2022. The
Committee finally submitted its
report to the SC on August 2nd,
2022.
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Attack On Salman Rushdie Revives
'Freedom Of Expression' Debate

O
Pavan K. Varma
The writer is
diplomat and former
member of
parliament (Rajya
Sabha).

n August 12, Salman Rushdie was
stabbed at a function in New York. He
suffered grievous injuries. According to
his literary agent, Andrew Wylie, the
renowned author will likely lose an eye,
the nerves of his arm were severed, and
his liver was stabbed and damaged.
Fortunately, he is said to be recovering.
His attacker, 24-year-old Hadi Matar, of
Lebanese descent from New Jersey, is in
custody. He reportedly expressed surprise
that Rushdie had survived.
The world was shocked at this
attempt to assassinate Rushdie 34 years
after his controversial book, The Satanic
Verses, was published in 1988. In 1989,
Ayatollah Khomeini of Iran issued a
fatwa offering a reward to anyone who
killed Rushdie. Rushdie went into hiding
for years. In 1991, the Norwegian and
Japanese translators of his book were
murdered. Following the fatwa, and the
decision to ban the book by several
nations (India was inexplicably the first
to do so in 1988), there has been a robust
and widespread debate on the democratic
right to freedom of expression, and the
legitimate - or otherwise restrictions in
matters of religious faith.
Ostensibly, the debate seems simplistic. The votaries of freedom of expression
are emphatic that this right cannot be curtailed and is the essence of democracy,
while there are others who believe that no
right can be unfettered. Article 19 of the
Constitution gives all citizens the fundamental right to the freedom of speech and
expression. But sub-clause (a) of the
same article also says the state shall have
the right to impose "reasonable restric-

tions... in the interest of the sovereignty
and integrity of India, the security of the
State, friendly relations with foreign
states, public order, decency or morality,
or in relation to contempt of court,
defamation or incitement to an offence".
Obviously, the key word here is 'reasonable'. There is no doubt that, on many
occasions in the past, the restrictions
imposed have been arbitrary, without
application of mind, and anti-democratic.
For instance, to cite just one example, VS
Naipaul's book, An Area of Darkness,
was banned simply because the government then thought it was too critical of
the State. This is directly violative of the
right to freedom of expression because
mere criticism cannot be construed as a
'reasonable' reason to ban a book. After
all, we are not a banana republic, where
criticism, however trenchant, can be
interpreted as a threat to the sovereignty
and integrity of India.
Rushdie has said: "What is freedom
of expression? Without the right to offend
it ceases to exist." But the right to offend
where religion is concerned is a far more
complex issue. Religious belief is very
sensitive, visceral and emotional, and can
incite passions which are based on faith often blind faith. Of course, there cannot
be restrictions on the right to question,
interrogate, even challenge religious
practice. That is how religions evolve,
and usher in reforms. But some religions,
especially the Abrahamic faiths, are guided by the letter and injunctions of their
holy book, and are violently hostile to
any comment that they interpret to be
derogatory.
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Fanatics in Islam are particularly
intolerant. Any assumed slur on the
sanctity of the Prophet is considered
blasphemy, and must be punished by
the death of the offender, verbalized
in the slogan sar tan se juda. This
proclivity to violence is completely
unacceptable. But it is interesting
that many of those who support
Rushdie in the name of freedom of
expression, are far less progressive
where their own religions are concerned. Martin Scorcese's film, The
Last Temptation of Christ, was irreverent but not abusive or mocking.
But, as Lord Bhiku Parekh points out
in an insightful essay, the film "provoked a public outcry unprecedented
in the history of religious films.
Militant Christians launched a media
campaign condemning Universal
Pictures, and so intimidated cinema
owners that several movie chains
refused to show the film". Similarly,
evangelical Christians "took to the
barricades when Jesus was portrayed
as a charlatan in The Passover Plot.
The film was picketed out of existence after only a few weeks and
never heard of again". In September
2005, the Danish newspaper
Jyllands-Posten published a dozen
cartoons
caricaturing
Prophet
Muhammad; one of the caricatures
showed the Prophet wearing a
bomb-shaped turban. When Muslims
protested, the Danish newspaper
defended its decision on grounds of
freedom of expression. But significantly, it was reported that its editor
had earlier turned down cartoons of
Jesus as too offensive.
Even non-Abrahamic religions,
like Sikhism, can be deeply hostile
to any insult to their gurus or their
religion. Hinduism does not have a
word for blasphemy. No Hindu has
ever been killed or burnt on a stake
for heresy. It is a religion which is

eclectic and welcoming to diversity,
even criticism. But extremist Hindus
today show a militant aggressiveness
to any perceived slight to Hindu
gods and goddesses. Almost anything can "hurt their religious sentiments", and their threats to violence
often seem to have the support of
sympathetic governments, at the
centre and in the states. It is for this
reason that when stand-up comedian,
Munawar Faruqui, cracks jokes
about Ram and Sita, militant Hindus
are up in arms and ensure that most
of his performances are cancelled.
This being said, the degree of
atavistic violence that Muslim fanatics believe their religion sanctions
has to be confronted. It is a distortion
of Islam itself, and an unacceptable
infringement of law and order. No
democratic society can accept the
violence and bigotry that is the norm
in some Islamic countries. When in
January 2015, two gunmen in Paris

shouting 'Allahu Akbar' killed 12
people and injured another 11 in the
office of the satirical French publication, Charlie Hebdo, all right-thinking people were outraged. Even
those who believe that ridiculing
another's religion is wrong, were
aghast at the brutality of the avenging action. In India, while nobody
can condone Nupur Sharma's
remarks, we need to condemn the
threat of death given to her, and the
murders of those who supported her.
The short point is this: gratuitously insulting somebody's religious beliefs is not particularly civilized. Equally, if not more, violence
in the name of religion, highlighted
again in the attack on Rushdie, is
positively uncivilized. All rightthinking people, including Muslims,
need to take a public stand against
this kind of mindless violence.
— This opinion piece first
appeared on NDTV
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Anger as Lisa LaFlamme dropped
as Canada TV anchor after going grey
Award-winning host of CTV National News 'shocked and saddened' as
company denies accusations of sexism and ageism

A

llegations that a popular television news
anchor in Canada lost her job after "going
grey" have prompted anger and disbelief,
casting one of the country's largest media
organisations into turmoil and highlighting
the rigid expectations facing women in the
workforce.
In a two-minute video posted on Twitter,
Lisa LaFlamme announced she had been
ousted as anchor of CTV National News,
one of the country's most-watched evening
shows. In the clip, which has since been
viewed more than 4m times, LaFlamme
said she was "blindsided" by the decision to
end her contract.
"I'm still shocked and saddened," she
said. "At 58, I still thought I'd have a lot
more time to tell more of the stories that

impact our daily lives."
LaFlamme, who started hosting the flagship show in 2011, was one of many women
who stopped dyeing her hair during the pandemic, and allowed her natural hair colour
to show. LaFlamme called the decision "liberating" and told viewers she wished she
had made the move sooner.
But on Thursday, the globe and Mail
reported that Michael Melling, a senior
executive at CTV News, had "asked who
had approved the decision to 'let Lisa's hair
go grey'". Melling and LaFlamme also
clashed over journalistic issues before
Melling eventually told LaFlamme that her
contract was being ended, the globe and
Mail reported.
LaFlamme has worked for CTV News
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for the last 35 years, reporting from
conflict zones and the sites of devastating natural disasters. She recently
won Best News Anchor at the
Canadian Screen Awards.
Shock at her departure spread
quickly throughout Canadian journalism, with political and business
leaders also weighing in. The former
Alberta premier Rachel Notley
called LaFlamme "a massive voice
in Canadian media" and former environment
minister
Catherine
McKenna called the treatment of the
veteran journalist "appallingly shoddy".
Others alluded to perceptions of
sexism
and
ageism.
Arlene
Dickinson, a prominent investor,
praised LaFlamme for ageing
"gracefully" on national TV and
inspiring others.
"Then the folks at CTV brought
their female ageism to work,"
Dickinson said.
In a statement, CTV's parent
company,
Bell
Media,
said
LaFlamme's removal as anchor was
a response to "changing viewer
habits".
It did not respond to a request for
comment on the allegations that
LaFlamme's hair colour played a
role in her removal.
But at a tense company town hall
meeting, executives denied LaFlamme's termination was motivated by
her age or gender.
"I'm a woman. I'm a woman. I've
been here for 25 years. Do you really think that I would fire a woman
because she's a woman?" said senior
vice-president Karine Moses after
pointed questions from LaFlamme's
executive producer, Rosa Hwang,
over why she was dropped.
On Friday, the company said in a
statement that it took allegations of
discrimination "very seriously" and

was taking steps to initiate an independent, third-party internal workplace review. The company also said
it "regrets" the way in which it handled LaFlamme's exit from CTV as it
"may have left viewers with the
wrong impression" that her threedecades career wasn't valued by the
company.
The furore over LaFlamme's termination has highlighted the challenges women - even those at the top
of their field - face on a daily basis,
said Amanda Watson, a sociologist at
Simon Fraser university.
"Like many of us, I feel shocked
and not surprised," Watson said. "I
have a suspicion that her losing her
job because she went grey can't possibly be what happened. And at the
same time, I feel of course that's
what happened … Every time I look
in the mirror these days I ask why
I'm [colouring my hair]. I don't have
to. I'm a professor!"
Watson said the decision by the
network had an undercurrent of
misogyny and sent a strong signal
about societal expectations to other
women.

"Many women won't get the
opportunity to challenge those frontlines of expectation within themselves," said Watson. "It's often not
an option to stop maintaining one's
body hair when the standards of professionalization make or break
someone's ability to put food on the
table."
Others pointed out an apparent
double standard, which allows men
to show their age and keep working.
Prominent Canadian news anchors
like Peter Mansbridge and Lloyd
Robertson - whom LaFlamme
replaced when he retired at age 77 enjoyed far longer careers and
received carefully produced sendoffs.
"This isn't just that we don't tolerate ageing in public in this kind of
position - it's that we apparently
don't want to look at ageing women.
We still trust the authority and character and warmth and familiarity and
comfort of ageing men," said
Watson. "It all just feels like the
same story line all over again. It's a
cliche and it's irritating."
— Courtesy: The Guardian
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A former Twitter Inc security chief has alleged that the Indian government forced
the social media firm to put a government agent on the payroll, according to
a whistleblower disclosure with U.S. regulators.
Peiter 'Mudge' Zatko raised the issue with the U.S. Securities and Exchange
Commission among other security lapse claims at Twitter.
He said the government agent would have had access to sensitive user data due to
Twitter's weak security infrastructure, according to a redacted version of the complaint
uploaded by the Washington Post newspaper and verified by Zatko's attorney at
Whistleblower Aid.
Twitter is engaged in a legal challenge against the Indian government after it asked a
local court in July to overturn some government orders to remove content from the
social media platform, and alleged abuse of power by officials.

Whistleblower Accuses Twitter
of Cyber Security Negligence

T

Matt O'Brien,
Alan Suderman
and Frank Bajak

witter's former head of security
alleged that the company misled
regulators about its poor cybersecurity defenses and its negligence
in attempting to root out fake
accounts that spread disinformation, according to a whistleblower
complaint filed with U.S. officials.
The revelation could create
serious legal and financial problems for the social media platform,
which is currently attempting to
force Tesla CEO Elon Musk to
consummate his $44 billion offer
to buy the company. Several members of Congress called on regulators to investigate the claims.
Peiter Zatko, who served as
Twitter's security chief until he
was fired early this year, filed the
complaints last month with the
U.S. Securities and Exchange
Commission, the Federal Trade

Commission and the Department
of Justice. The legal nonprofit
Whistleblower Aid, which is working with Zatko, confirmed the
authenticity of a redacted copy of
the complaint posted online by the
Washington Post.
"This was a last resort for him,"
said John Tye, the group's cofounder and chief disclosure officer, in an interview. He said Zatko
exhausted all attempts to get his
concerns resolved inside the company before his firing in January.
Among Zatko's most serious
accusations is that Twitter violated
the terms of a 2011 FTC settlement
by falsely claiming that it had put
stronger measures in place to protect the security and privacy of its
users. Zatko also accuses the company of deceptions involving its
handling of "spam" or fake
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accounts, an allegation that is at the
core of Musk's attempt to back out of
the Twitter takeover.
Shares of Twitter Inc. closed
down more than 7% on August 23.
Better known by his hacker handle "Mudge," Zatko is a highly
respected cybersecurity expert who
first gained prominence in the 1990s
and later worked in senior positions
at the Pentagon's Defense Advanced
Research Agency and google.
He joined Twitter at the urging of
then-CEO Jack Dorsey in late 2020,
the same year the company suffered
an embarrassing security breach
involving hackers who broke into
the Twitter accounts of world leaders, celebrities and tech moguls,
including Musk, in an attempt to
scam their followers out of bitcoin.
Twitter said in a prepared that
Zatko was fired for "ineffective leadership and poor performance" and
said the "allegations and opportunistic
timing
appear
designed to capture attention and inflict harm
on Twitter, its
customers

and its shareholders." The company
called his complaint "a false narrative" that is "riddled with inconsistencies and inaccuracies and lacks
important context."
Zatko's attorneys, Debra Katz
and Alexis Ronickher, said Twitter's
claim about his poor performance is
false and that he repeatedly raised
concerns about "grossly inadequate
information security systems" with
top executives and Twitter's board of
directors. The lawyers said that in
late 2021, after the board was given
"whitewashed" information about
those security problems, Zatko escalated his concerns, "clashed" with
CEO Parag Agrawal and board
member Omid Kordestani and was
fired two weeks later.
The 84-page complaint describes
a broken corporate culture at Twitter
that lacked effective leadership and

where Zatko said top executives
practiced "deliberate ignorance" of
pressing problems. His description
of Dorsey's leadership style is particularly scathing; he described the
Twitter founder as "extremely disengaged" during the last months of his
tenure as CEO to the point where he
would not even speak during meetings on complex issues facing the
company.
Zatko said he heard from colleagues that Dorsey would remain
silent for "days or weeks." Dorsey
announced he was stepping down as
Twitter CEO in November 2021.
The disclosure says Twitter
offered no monetary incentives for
improving security and platform
integrity, although the company did
offer $10 million bonuses last year
for top executives who could generate short-term user growth.
Among Zatko's accusations of cybersecurity
malpractice: Software and
security updates were
disabled on more than a
third of employees' computers -- unduly exposing
them to malware -- and it was
common for people to install
"whatever software they wanted
on their work systems." Such
lapses are typically considered
cardinal sins in cybersecurity.
Whistleblower Aid said it is
legally precluded from sharing
Zatko's statement. The same group
worked with former Facebook
employee Frances Haugen, who testified to Congress last year after
leaking internal documents and
accusing the social media giant of
choosing profit over safety.
"I wouldn't say he's happy about
having to become a whistleblower,
but he's resolute in his decision," Tye
said. "And committed to getting to
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the bottom of this."
A spokesperson for the U.S.
Senate's intelligence committee,
Rachel Cohen, said the committee
has received Zatko's complaint and
is working to set up a meeting "to
discuss the allegations in further
detail. We take this matter seriously."
Sen. Dick Durbin, an Illinois
Democrat, said in a prepared statement that if the claims are accurate,
"they may show dangerous data privacy and security risks for Twitter
users around the world."
Among the most alarming complaints is Zatko's allegation that
Twitter knowingly allowed the
Indian government to place its
agents on the company payroll
where they had "direct unsupervised
access to the company's systems and
user data." A 2011 FTC complaint
noted that Twitter's systems were full
of highly sensitive data that could
allow a hostile government to find
precise location data for specific
users and target them for violence or

arrest. Earlier this month, a former
Twitter employee was found guilty
after a trial in California of passing
along sensitive Twitter user data to
royal family members in Saudi
Arabia in exchange for bribes.
The complaint said Twitter was
also heavily reliant on funding by
Chinese entities and that there were
concerns within Twitter that the
company was providing information
to those entities that would enable
them to learn the identify and sensitive information of Chinese users
who secretly use Twitter, which is
officially banned in China.
Zatko also describes willful ignorance by Twitter executives on
counting the millions of accounts
that are automated "spam bots" or
otherwise have no value to advertisers because there is no person behind
them. Zatko cited a "damning" 2021
outside report that found Twitter's
tools for tackling bots were neither
sufficiently automated or sophisticated and instead relied on humans

"not adequately staffed or resourced,
to address the misinformation and
disinformation problem."
Alex Spiro, an attorney representing Musk in his effort to back
out of his Twitter acquisition deal,
said lawyers have issued a subpoena
for Zatko.
"We found his exit and that of
other key employees curious in light
of what we have been finding," Spiro
wrote in an email. Spiro said Zatko
and Musk have not been in contact at
any time this year. Tye said "he's
never met Elon Musk. Doesn't know
Elon Musk. They know people in
common." Asked if mutual friends
could have shared information about
Twitter's bot problems with Musk,
Tye said Zatko "has not communicated with any other party about his
disclosures" since filing the complaints in July.
— AP writers Tom Krisher and
Marcy Gordon contributed to
this report.

Five takeaways from Twitter
whistleblower Peiter Zatko
David Hamilton

S

tartling new revelations from Twitter's
former head of security, Peiter Zatko, have
raised serious new
questions about the
security of the platform's service, its ability to identify
and remove fake accounts, and the
truthfulness of its statements to users,

shareholders and federal regulators.
Zatko - better known by his hacker handle "Mudge" - is a respected
cybersecurity expert who first gained
prominence in the 1990s and later
worked in senior positions at the
Pentagon's
Defense
Advanced
Research Agency and google. Twitter
fired him from the security job early
this year for what the company called
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"ineffective leadership and poor performance." Zatko's attorneys say that
claim is false.
In a whistleblower complaint
made public Tuesday, Zatko documented his uphill 14-month effort to
bolster Twitter security, boost the
reliability of its service, repel intrusions by agents of foreign governments and both measure and take
action against fake "bot" accounts
that spammed the platform. In a
statement, Twitter called Zatko's
description of events "a false narrative."
Here are five takeaways from
that whistleblower complaint.
tWItter's seCUrItY AND
prIVACY sYsteMs Were
GrOssLY INADeQUAte
In 2011, Twitter settled a Federal
Trade Commission investigation into
its privacy practices by agreeing to
put stronger data security protections
in place. Zatko's complaint charges
that Twitter's problems grew worse
over time instead.
For instance, the complaint
states, Twitter's internal systems
allowed far too many employees
access to personal user data they didn't need for their jobs - a situation
ripe for abuse. For years, Twitter
also continued to mine user data
such as phone numbers and email
addresses - intended only for security purposes - for ad targeting and
marketing campaigns, according to
the complaint.
tWItter's eNtIre serVICe
COULD HAVe COLLApseD
IrrepArAbLY UNDer stress
One of the most striking revelations
in Zatko's complaint is the claim that
Twitter's internal data systems were
so ramshackle - and the company's
contingency plans so insufficient -

appetite to properly measure the
prevalence of bot accounts," the
complaint states, adding that executives were concerned that accurate
bot measurements would harm
Twitter's "image and valuation."

Peiter Zatco

that any widespread crash or
unplanned shutdown could have
tanked the entire platform.
The concern was that a "cascading" data-center failure could quickly spread across Twitter's fragile
information systems. As the complaint put it: "That meant that if all
the centers went offline simultaneously, even briefly, Twitter was
unsure if they could bring the service
back up. Downtime estimates ranged
from weeks of round-the-clock
work, to permanent irreparable failure."
tWItter MIsLeD reGULAtOrs, INVestOrs AND MUsK
AbOUt FAKe "spAM" bOts
In essence, Zatko's complaint states
that Tesla CEO Elon Musk - whose
$44 billion bid to acquire Twitter is
headed for October trial in a
Delaware court - is correct when he
charges that Twitter executives have
little incentive to accurately measure
the prevalence of fake accounts on
the system.
The complaint charges that the
company's executive leadership
practiced "deliberate ignorance" on
the subject of these so-called spam
bots. "Senior management had no

ON JAN. 6, 2021, tWItter COULD
HAVe beeN At tHe MerCY OF
DIsGrUNtLeD eMpLOYees
Zatko's complaint states that as a
mob assembled in front of the U.S.
Capitol on Jan. 6, 2021, eventually
storming the building, he began to
worry that employees sympathetic to
the rioters might try to sabotage
Twitter. That concern spiked when
he learned it was "impossible" to
protect the platform's core systems
from a hypothetical rogue or disgruntled engineer aiming to wreak
havoc.
"There were no logs, nobody
knew where data lived or whether it
was critical, and all engineers had
some form of critical access" to
Twitter's core functions, the complaint states.
A pLAYGrOUND FOr FOreIGN GOVerNMeNts
The Zatko complaint also highlights
Twitter's difficulty in identifying much less resisting - the presence of
foreign agents on its service. In one
instance, the complaint alleges, the
Indian government required Twitter
to hire specific individuals alleged to
be spies, and who would have had
significant access to sensitive data
thanks to Twitter's own lax security
controls. The complaint also alleges
a murkier situation involving taking
money from unidentified "Chinese
entities" that then could access data
that might endanger Twitter users in
China.
— These two reports appeared first
in Washington Post

28

septeMber 2022

W
Abhimanyu
Mathur
The Author is an
entertainment journalist
with Hindustan Times

ith Laal Singh Chaddha, Aamir Khan returned to the silver
screen after almost four years. The scale of the film, its ?180
crore budget and Aamir's stardom meant much was expected of
the film. But alas, it failed to deliver. As I write this, Laal Singh
Chaddha has earned `49 crore in seven days across the country. To put that into perspective, the Hindi-dubbed version of
KgF: Chapter 2 earned `54 crore on its opening day alone. To
put it simply, Laal Singh Chaddha has been humbled.
But why has it happened? granted that the Hindi film industry has not been in the best of health all through 2022, but this
failure is jarring. Other than a few titles like The Kashmir Files,
Bhool Bhulaiyaa 2, and gangubai Kathiawadi, not many Hindi
films have been hits this year. Stars like Akshay Kumar (Samrat
Prithviraj), Kangana Ranaut (Dhaakad), and Ranveer Singh
(Jayeshbhai Jordaar) have all fallen. Many had expected Aamir
and Laal Singh Chaddha to 'revive' Bollywood. The film's failure has largely been attributed to two causes--the content which
the audience did not like, and a strong movement calling for the
film's boycott. Experts try and make sense of what actually sank
Laal Singh Chaddha.
Exhibitors believe it was the film's quality that was its undoing and not the boycott movement. An exhibitor from Delhi says,
"I don't think it was the boycott trend that had this much impact.
Padmaavat also faced boycott calls and even saw protests but it
still earned over `100 crore in its first weekend. With Laal Singh
Chaddha, the audience just rejected the film. The filmmakers

MOVIE

WHY AAMIR
KHAN'S LAAL
SINGH CHADDHA
FLOPPED
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need to take into consideration the
audience's will here."
However, the argument falters
when one looks at some of the previous films whose content was also
unfavourably received by critics.
Some of Aamir Khan's previous
films like Thugs of Hindostan and
Dhoom 3 were critically panned too.
But they still managed good openings because of the hype around
them. Dhoom 3 earned `36 crore on
its opening day in 2013, while Thugs
of Hindostan registered a then record
opening of `51 crore in 2018. In
comparison, Laal Singh Chaddha's
domestic opening day figure of
`11.70 crore pales in comparison.
Film trade analyst Ramesh Bala
explains, "It was a combination of
both the content and the boycott but
primarily the boycott trend. The
opening was low. Aamir's last film
Thugs of Hindostan did `50 crore on
opening day. Even KgF 2 did `50
crore in the pandemic just in Hindi.
So then, for Laal Singh Chaddha to
just do `10-11 crore business on day
one shows that people were not willing to come to the theatres. Reviews
affect the earnings after the first day
or even the first weekend. But low
opening means the boycott trend
affected it as well."
However, other insiders say what
worked against the film, as well as
Akshay Kumar's Raksha Bandhan
which released on the same day, was
the decision to release it on the festival of rakhi, an occasion not normally connected with movie outings.
Film trade analyst Atul Mohan says,
"The low opening wasn't surprising.
To anyone who knows Raksha
Bandhan, it shouldn't be. That is a
festival where people spend time
with family and stay indoors. It's not
a day for going out to the movies like
Eid is. So, the initial occupancy was

Exhibitors say the Padmaavat minted money despite violent protests and boycott calls, which proves boycott trends don't affect films' box office performance.

expectedly low. Beyond that, the
film's ability to grow depends on
reviews and word of mouth." And of
course, lukewarm reviews did not
help beyond that. The film did not
find support to grow through word of
mouth.
Some experts say that the film's
genre and audience's changed preferences in the post-pandemic era also
hurt its chances. Since Covid-19 hit,
the moviegoer has been more
exposed to content on OTT and only
prefers to step out of the house for
certain kinds of films. "Laal Singh
Chaddha was a clean family entertainer. The audience prefers these
films on OTT instead of theatres
now. People want to go to the theatres to be entertained now. They
want grand entertainers that can convince them to go the cinema. Else,
they can watch films on OTT. Even
most theatrical releases come on
OTT in 4-6 weeks now," says

Ramesh Bala.
If the big-ticket film of one of the
biggest stars struggles this badly,
then maybe the industry isn't able to
gauge what the audience wants. At a
recent event, actor R Madhavan
addressed this trend. "You're playing
to a completely changed, highly educated audience, highly exposed to
world cinema. They're going to
judge you with that sort of a yardstick. It is nobody's fault. I think it is
going to take us a little time to pull
up our socks and make a screenplay
that works very soon in theatres," he
said.
Whatever the case may be, but
the failure of Laal Singh Chaddha
should drive Bollywood to do some
soul-searching. And hopefully, the
film industry can take a lesson from
it.
— This article first appeared in
the Hindustan Times
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Difficult Days for Independent Media

T
the lastPaGe

By

S N SiNHA
The writer is a
senior journalist
based in Delhi and
former President,
Indian Journalists
Union

he news that independent national media New
Delhi Television Ltd., (NDTV) was facing a
hostile takeover bid by gautam Adani group
has shocked the media world. We are already
witnessing how the TV news channels in our
country have been competing to become the
main cheerleaders of the ruling dispensation.
At this juncture the takeover bid of NDTV,
whose credibility in the public is very high
with its objective news coverage and its commitment to serve pubic good by showing the
mirror to the ruling establishment, is a reason
for concern to all of us. It is strange that the
deal resulting into owning 29.1 percent shares
of NDTV was a huge undersale to Adani by
Ambani. The company that loaned `403.85
crore to NDTV was sold just for `113.74
crore. This raises a big question that who is
going to serve whose interests and it is a deal
with an eye on 2024 elections.
The NDTV is a well-known credible
media brand in the crowd of Indian TV news
channels, not just because they are the pioneer
of modern TV news reporting in our country
but for its sober style of journalism among
aggressive shouting TV anchor driven journalism. NDTV promoters Radhika Roy and
Prannoy Roy started in late 1980s a weekly
news program 'The World This Week' on
Doordarshan. Then their coverage of elections in a special show on DD was a runaway
hit. This changed the face of TV reporting
with reports from the field. In 1998 NDTV
launched the first 24 hour news channel in
India in alliance with Star and in 2003 they
independently launched two news channels
NDTV 24x7 and NDTV India. Later they
expanded with business news channel NDTV
Profit and lifestyle and entertainment channels NDTV good Times and NDTV Imagine.
They have 35 million followers across various
platforms of social media and they remain as
the most followed news platform.
In 2008, at the time of global financial crisis Roys availed a loan of Rs. 501 crore from

Indiabulls. Later they took a lone of Rs 375
crore from ICICI Bank to repay Indiabulls
and then a total of Rs 403.85 crore in two
installments in 2009 and 2010 from
Vishvapradhan Commercial Pvt Ltd. (VCPL),
an entity of Mukesh Ambani's Reliance
group, to repay ICICI loan. The founding promoters of NDTV, Radhika and Prannoy Roy
gave convertible warrants to VPCL against
the loan which, when exercised, would give
control of 99.95 percent of RRPR holding to
VPCL. The RRPR Holding has 29.18 percent
shares of NDTV. Now, AMg Media
Networks Ltd, a subsidiary of the Adani
Enterprises Ltd., bought VCPL and
announced an open offer for buying another
26% stake from the market with an offer price
of Rs. 294 per share. The VCPL has served a
notice stating that VCPL has exercised its
option to convert the warrants to acquire the
control of RRPR Holding.
2014 onwards NDTV has been facing
multiple cases and investigations from different central agencies. Its promoters and their
financiers have also been facing inquires
against them on one pretext or the other. This
has resulted in a financial stress and resource
crunch leading to retrenchment of journalists
and other staff. But all through this crisis
NDTV has never compromised on the heart of
its operations, its journalism and lately also
reiterated that "We continue to stand by our
journalism". It seems that this bid of takeover
of NDTV by the country's richest person
would finally be settled in a court of law.
When we journalists want a free media
then we want that the all media should be free
from control of not only governments but also
from the control of corporates with cross
media holdings and media monopolies. It is
quite natural for the corporates to use media
to promote their own interests and their
friend's interests. If we the people of India
will not stand for free independent media then
only god can save our democracy.
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