
International Crimes Tribunal-1  
CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 03 of 2013 
Chief Prosecutor  versus Channel 24 and others  

 

Order  No. 1 
Dated: 26.09.2013 
 

Today is fixed for passing an order on the application for contempt under 

section 11(4) of the International crimes (Tribunals) Act, 1973 filed by the 

learned Chief Prosecutor praying for drawing up proceedings against Channel -

24 represented by its Managing Director and 7 others who have been cited as 

opposite party Nos. 1 to 8 in the application. 

The Chairman and two members of the Tribunal are the Judges of the 

Supreme Court of Bangladesh. This Tribunal was law fully constituted by the 

Government to try offences of Crimes against humanity genocide, War Crimes 

and other crimes as specified in section -3(2) of the Act of 1973.  

Mr. Zead-Al-Malum, the learned prosecutor submits that this Tribunal by 

observing all the provisions of law and rules thereunder completed the trial 

process of the case of accused Salauddin Quader  Chowdhury on 14.08.2013 and 

now the case is awaiting for delivery of its judgment (CAV). He has further 

submitted that the case of Salauddin Quader Chowdhury is very much pending 

before the Tribunal but opposite party Nos. 1 to 5 the executives of Channel 24 

arranged a Talk-show named “ Muktobaak”  on 18.09.2013 at 11.00 p.m. which 

was participated by opposite party Nos. 6 to 8. The petitioner has produced a 

DVD of the talk- show programme which was broadcasted on 18.09.2013. We 

have witnessed the DVD of the said ‘Muktabaak’ programme for our 

satisfaction.  

It is expected that opposite party No. 1 to 8 are very much in the know 

that final verdict of the case of Salauddin Quader Chowdhury has not yet been 

delivered and as such the case is still pending.  

On perusal of the application for contempt and witnessing the 

‘Muktobaak’ talk-show  of channel -24 held on 18.09.2013 through DVD, we 

find that  Opposite Parth No. 7 Mr. Dr. Zafrullah  Chowdhury without knowing 

the facts has criticized the court proceedings in the following manner as quoted 

below:- 
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“ AvR‡K mvjvDwÏb Kv‡`I †PŠayix Avgiv wPiKvj †R‡b A‡mwQ, GUv Avwg wek¦vm  KiwQ 

AvR‡K †m e‡j‡Q| †m bvwK wQjbv| GUv mZ¨  hvB‡nvK †m 4 Uv mv¶x K‡i‡Q GKUv †Zv ejjvg 

Avgv‡`I mvjgvb Avi GKRb n‡jb wmwUs RRmv‡ne GB nvB‡Kv‡U©I eZ©gvb RRmv‡ne‡K  †m mv¶x 

†g‡b‡Q Ges Dwb e‡j‡Qb Dwb mv¶x w`‡b Pvb| Dwb bvwK `iLv¯Z w`‡qwQ‡jb| Avgv‡`i †gvRv‡¤§j 

†nv‡m‡bi  Kv‡Q mv¶x †`qvi AbygwZ †P‡q wQ‡jb Zv‡K AbygwZ †`Iqv nqwb Ges GKRb cÖvI“b 

ivóª̀ yZ w`‡q‡Qb | Dwb ï‡b‡Qb | GB †h wRwbmUv Gi d‡j wK n‡e?  m‡›`nUv gvby‡li g‡b †_‡K 

hv‡e| ”  

Opposite party No. 7 further said “ mvjvDwÏb Kv‡`I †PŠayix‡K g‡b cÖv‡b N„bv Kwi 

Avwg, GB †jvK `vex K‡i‡Q †m wQ‡jvbv, †m nvmbvBb bv‡gi GK RR mv‡ne‡K mv¶x †g‡b‡Q, †mB RR 

mv‡ne‡K †Kb mv¶x †`b bvB, GUv‡K hw` bv †`Iqv nq, Zvn‡j wK wePv‡ii evbx wbf…‡Z Kvu`‡e bv? - 

GB wePviK †Kb mv¶x †`‡e bv ?” 

Opposite party  No. 8 Mr. Mahfuzullah without knowing the facts 

criticized the pending proceedings of accused Salauddin Quader Chowdhury in 

the following manner as quoted below:- 

“ -Rbve RvdiDj v †PŠayix †h cÖkœ D_¨vcb K‡i‡Qb , †mUv n‡jv Dwb mvjvDwÏb Kv‡`i †PŠayix 

4 Rb mv¶xi bvg w`‡q‡Qb †mUv Ab¨‡`i †¶‡Î MÖnb Kiv n‡q‡Q ïay Zvi ( mvjvDwÏb Kv‡`I †PŠayix) 

†¶‡Î mvdvB mv¶x‡`i -MÖnb Kiv nqwb| GB Rb¨B Dwb RvdiDj vn †PŠayix e‡j‡Qb  †h, GB Rb¨B 

cÖkœ ¸wj evievi D_¨vwcZ n‡q‡Q| ” 

Upon scrutiny of the criticisms made by opposite party Nos. 7 and 8  on 

subjudic matter, we are of the opinion that the opposite parties have made false 

and fabricated statements  on sub-judic matter. Thus, there are reasonable 

grounds to draw up contempt proceedings against the opposite party Nos. 1 to 8. 

Let it be registered as Misc. Case No. 03 of 2013.  

Allegations of the proposed contempt proceedings:-  

1) That opposite party Nos. 7 and 8 have deliberately criticized the trial 

process of the case of accused Salauddin Quader Chowdhury knowing 

well that the matter is sub-judic one. That opposite party Nos. 7 and 8  

without knowing factual aspects of the case, they most unethically tried to 

give a message to the people that accused Salauddin has been deprived to 

prove his defence case.  
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2) That the opposite party Nos. 7 and 8 have deliberately tried to make the 

trial process of the Tribunal questionable with intent to undermine 

confidence and also to create hatred in the minds of the people about the 

functions of the Tribunal.  

3) That the opposite party Nos. 1 to 8 in co-operation with each other they 

have facilitated and contributed in broadcasting the said talk-show on 

18.09.2013  giving untrue statements on sub-judice matter with intent to 

lower down the image of the Tribunal in the estimation  of the people at- 

large.  

 Therefore, for the reasons stated above, notice be issued upon opposite party 

Nos. 1 to 8 to give reply within 10 October 2013 as to why contempt 

proceedings under section 11(4) of the International Crimes  (Tribunals) Act, 

1973 shall not be initiated against them.  

 Opposite party No. 7 Dr. Zafrullah Chowdhury and opposite party No. 8 

Mr. Mahfuzullah are directed to appear before this Tribunal in person on 

10.10.2013 at 10.30 A.M. to explain their positions, if any. Opposite party Nos. 

1-5 are hereby directed not to broadcast the said talk-show dated 18.09.2013 in 

future.  

   Let a copy of the order containing notice be served upon the opposite 

parties at their respective  addresses given in the application.  

   The Registrar shall take necessary measure to serve the notices upon the 

opposite parties as early as possible. 

    Let the matter be placed on 10.10.2013 for further order.  

                                                      ( A.T.M. Fazle Kabir, Chairman ) 

            (Jahangir Hossain, Member) 
 

              ( Anwarul Haque, Member) 


