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Series Introduction

American Hindus Against Defamation (AHAD) reports utilize deep learning and rule-based
sentiment analysis to decipher the underlying motives and credibility of the report.

The Indian American Muslim Council (IAMC), Hindus for Human Rights, Ambedkar King Study
Circle, Dalit Solidarity Forum, and India Civil Watch International have established a platform
called Savera. This initiative aspires to "create a new world in which all individuals can coexist in
harmony, dignity, and liberation.” The reports generated by Savera purport to illuminate the
issues faced by marginalized communities.

While these organizations have a history of anti-Hindu actions and rhetoric, we were hopeful for
a new beginning. After all, the word Savera, which means early morning or daybreak, comes from
Sanskrit.

Our analysis has disappointed us. We show that the reports are Grahana, meaning eclipse,
blocking sunlight brought about by Hindu dharma with Hindu hatred. Therefore, we have titled
our series of analysis reports Grahana at Savera, or Eclipse at Daybreak!

a4

This is the third in a series of reports titled Grahana at Savera. It analyzes the report “HAF Way to
Supremacy”

This report is independently produced by American Hindus Against Defamation (AHAD) using
technology provided by Tattwa.ai.

DISCLAIMER: The Hindu American Foundation (HAF) was not involved in generating this report.

©2024 HinduPACT

Technology ©2024 Tattwa.ai
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This report is independently produced by American Hindus Against
Defamation (AHAD) using technology provided by Tattwa.ai.

About Us

American Hindus Against Defamation (AHAD):

Founded in 1997, American Hindus Against Defamation (AHAD) is the first and most prominent
Hindu organization against defamation in the world. An initiative of the World Hindu Council of
America (VHPA), AHAD actively monitors mass media, products, public places, and other media
to ensure the respectful and accurate representation of Hindu dharma, culture, images, and
icons. Since our inception, hundreds of thousands of Hindus have participated in various
advocacy activities led by AHAD.

For more information about AHAD and its groundbreaking Al initiatives, visit www.ahadinfo.org.

HinduPACT:

The Hindu Policy Research and Advocacy Collective (HinduPACT) is an initiative of the World
Hindu Council of America (VHPA) dedicated to the advocacy and policy research of issues
concerning the American Hindu community. HinduPACT promotes human rights, voter
education, and policies affecting American Hindus, aiming for peace and understanding through
informed policy initiatives and grassroots advocacy. Visit https://hindupact.org for more details.

World Hindu Council of America (VHPA):

The World Hindu Council of America (VHPA) is the USA’s most prominent organization of Hindus.
Founded in 1970, it has chapters across the country. VHPA runs educational programs for Hindu
children and youth, community service (Seva) activities, and initiatives such as the Hindu Mandir
Executives’ Conference (HMEC), the Hindu Women’s Network, American Hindus Against
Defamation (AHAD), and the Hindu Policy Research and Advocacy Collective USA (HinduPACT).
Visit https://vhp-america.org for more details

About Tattwa.ai

Tattwa.ai is an independent technology company specializing in
applications of Artificial Intelligence for the betterment of humanity. Visit
https://tattwa.ai for details.

Y
tatta.ai

TRUTH Matters

Get in Touch:

Email: ahad@hindupact.org
Phone: (858) 866-9661
Website: https://ahadinfo.org
X: @AHADHindu
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A. Summary
1. Summary of “Savera” Report

The report "HAF Way to Supremacy" critiques the Hindu American Foundation (HAF),
accusing it of aligning with far-right ideologies and transnational Hindu supremacist
networks. It alleges that HAF's advocacy for Hindu civil rights in the U.S. is a facade to
promote Hindutva, undermining minority groups and advancing divisive caste and anti-
Muslim narratives. The report claims that HAF strategically collaborates with U.S. far-right
movements and uses its position to legitimize the BJP regime's policies, including alleged
human rights violations in India.

2. Summary of Our Findings

Overall Sentiment Classification Bias Ranking
Tone is overwhelmingly Opinion piece disguised as Bias Rating: 5/5
negative, with Hindus research. Extreme anti-Hindu bias

portrayed as aggressors.

3. Word Cloud

Word Cloud of Key Phrases
Hindutvanarrativesvictimhood

Right

Anti Sangh Model
Multiracial

advocacy -—I Fa
4—’d15cr1m1nat10n UpremaCJ-St

mlnorlty rhetoric alignment
networksu ‘ a S l e
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4. Bias Graphic Pie Chart

Bias Graphic Pie Chart

False Equivalence

Ad Hominem

Dysphemism

Sensationalism

Cherry-picking

5. Sentiment Analysis Pie Chart

Sentiment Analysis Pie Chart

Neutral

Positive towards Hindus

Negative towards Hindus
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6. Analysis of Major Claims Made in the Report

Claim 1: "The Hindu American Foundation (HAF) is part of a larger Hindu supremacist
network promoting Hindutva globally."

Refutation:

e The conflation of Terms: The claim conflates Hindutva with Hinduism, presenting
HAF’s advocacy for Hindu civil rights as a supremacist agenda. HAF explicitly
states its mission as promoting pluralism, combating Hinduphobia, and
addressing discrimination against Hindus in the U.S.

e Focus on Civil Rights: HAF’s initiatives, such as its campaigns against Hinduphobia
and efforts to include accurate depictions of Hinduism in school curricula, align
with minority advocacy rather than supremacist goals.

e Lack of Evidence: The report provides no substantive proof linking HAF to violent
or supremacist activities globally. Instead, it relies on speculative associations to
frame HAF negatively.

Claim 2: "HAF collaborates with far-right groups in the U.S. to undermine minority
rights."

Refutation:

e Guilt by Association: The claim relies on selective examples of individuals or
groups associated with HAF events to argue ideological alignment. However,
participating in events or forums does not imply shared ideologies or agendas.

e Broad Advocacy: HAF collaborates with diverse organizations, including those
focused on interfaith dialogue and minority rights. The claim overlooks these
partnerships, painting a skewed picture of HAF’s collaborations.

e Selective Reporting: The report cherry-picks incidents to link HAF with
supposedly far-right groups while ignoring broader evidence of its inclusive and
secular advocacy efforts.

Claim 3: "HAF weaponizes victimhood to shield Hindutva from criticism and attack
minority communities."

Refutation:

e Dismissal of Legitimate Grievances: Hindu Americans have faced real challenges,
including hate crimes and stereotyping. HAF’s advocacy against these issues is a
legitimate attempt to protect civil rights, not a "weaponization of victimhood."

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 7 ©2024, HINDUPACT
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e Double Standard: Minority groups often highlight discrimination they face, yet
Hindu organizations are accused of manipulation when doing the same. This
inconsistent critique delegitimizes genuine grievances.

e Advocacy for Pluralism: HAF’s campaigns focus on promoting mutual
understanding and combating bias, not targeting minorities. The claim
misrepresents the organization’s intent and actions.

Claim 4: "HAF supports anti-Muslim bigotry and caste discrimination through its policy
advocacy."

Refutation:

e Mischaracterization of Advocacy: HAF’s policy positions often oppose specific
legislative measures, such as caste-based discrimination laws, which they argue
unfairly stereotype Hindus. This is a debate on policy fairness, not support for
caste discrimination.

e Interfaith Engagement: HAF has engaged in numerous interfaith initiatives and
statements promoting religious harmony, which contradicts claims of anti-
Muslim bigotry.

e Lack of Evidence: The claim is based on selective incidents and
misinterpretations, failing to substantiate systematic support for bigotry or
discrimination.

Claim 5: "HAF aligns with BJP and RSS ideologies to promote a transnational Hindutva
agenda."

Refutation:

e HAF's Independent Focus: HAF operates primarily as a U.S.-based civil rights
organization addressing issues faced by Hindu Americans. While it may share
cultural ties with India, its agenda is distinct and localized.

e Speculative Associations: The claim relies on circumstantial connections to RSS
and BJP, such as shared cultural heritage or indirect links, to argue alignment.
However, no direct evidence of organizational collaboration is presented.

e Focus on American Issues: HAF's campaigns, such as combating Hinduphobia and
improving education about Hinduism in U.S. schools, are unrelated to the Indian
political landscape.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 8 ©2024, HINDUPACT
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Conclusion

The report “HAF Way to Supremacy” uses speculative associations, selective reporting,
and loaded language to portray HAF as a malign actor. It lacks balanced evidence,
dismisses legitimate grievances, and uses inflammatory rhetoric, undermining its
credibility as an objective critique. A more nuanced analysis would acknowledge both the

challenges faced by Hindu Americans and the constructive efforts of organizations like
HAF.
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B. Sentiment Analysis

1. Key Phrases

Hindu supremacist
Multiracial Far Right
Critical Caste Theory
Weaponization of victimhood
Far-right advocacy
Model minority
Hindutva alighment
Caste discrimination narratives
Anti-Muslim rhetoric

. Sangh networks

WooNOORE®WNR

=
o

2. Headline and Sub-headline Analysis

The headline “HAF Way to Supremacy” employs sensationalist language by
associating HAF with "supremacy," implying malintent without substantive
evidence. Subheadings such as "How the Hindu American Foundation Rebrands
Bigotry as Minority Rights" are inflammatory, framing HAF as inherently

deceptive and malign.

3. Story Framing and Context

The story frames HAF as part of a larger Hindu supremacist network, presenting
it as deceitful and manipulative. Context is biased, using selective facts and
omission to portray Hindus and Hindutva in an overwhelmingly negative light.

4. Order of Information

The order prioritizes accusations of supremacism and far-right alignment,
creating an immediate negative impression. Later sections include detailed
appendices to reinforce these claims, leaving little space for alternative

perspectives or defenses.

5. Language and Word Choice

Assessment: The language is heavily loaded, with terms like “supremacist” and
“bigotry” used without balance. The choice of words presupposes malice and

deceit.

6. Adjectives and Adverbs

Adjectives like "virulent,
and Hindutva negatively. These contribute to a one-sided portrayal.

extreme," and "reactionary" are used to portray HAF
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7. Logical Fallacies and Misleading Statements

Statement

Type of Logical

Fallacy

Explanation

"Hindutva is inherently anti-
democratic and seeks to
undermine pluralism."

Hasty Generalization

Generalizes all Hindutva ideologies as anti-
democratic, ignoring diversity within the
movement.

"HAF weaponizes Hinduphobia
to silence critics."

Ad Hominem

Attacks HAF's motivations rather than
addressing the validity of their claims about
Hinduphobia.

"Hindu nationalism aligns closely
with white supremacism in its
goals."

False Equivalence

Equates two movements with different
historical, cultural, and political contexts,
creating an inaccurate comparison.

"Hindu groups are responsible
for escalating religious tensions
globally."

Slippery Slope

Assumes that the actions of Hindu groups
inevitably lead to global religious conflicts
without evidence for such outcomes.

"Critics of Hindutva face threats
of violence and intimidation."

Appeal to Emotion

Uses emotionally charged language to evoke
fear without substantiating claims with specific
incidents or evidence.

"Hindutva ideology is
comparable to fascism in its
exclusivist goals."

Black-or-White

Frames Hindutva as entirely exclusive and
harmful, ignoring any pluralistic aspects.

"Hindu advocacy groups only
seek to benefit upper castes."

Overgeneralization

Generalizes all Hindu advocacy efforts as
casteist without considering evidence of
broader community work.

"HAF aligns itself with
supremacist organizations to
advance its agenda."

Guilt by Association

Links HAF with supremacist organizations
without proving direct alignment or shared
goals.

"The RSS trains its members for
militant activities against
minorities."

Loaded Question

Implies violent intent without providing
evidence of specific incidents or organizational
directives.

"The American Sangh is a replica
of Indian extremist groups."

Composition/Division

Assumes that all entities under the American
Sangh share identical extremist characteristics.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 11
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8. Misleading Statistics, Omission, and Cherry-picking

Statement

"HAF works to justify the BJP's human
rights violations."

"HAF opposes protections against caste
discrimination."

"HAF has ties to extremist organizations
like the RSS and VHP-A."

"HAF’s advocacy is rooted in anti-Muslim
bigotry."
"The Hindu supremacist movement

believes India belongs only to Hindus."

"HAF demonizes Indian Christians and
Sikhs."

"HAF uses far-right tactics, such as
creating moral panics, to attack critics."

"Hindutva's political goal involves
expulsion or subordination of minorities."

"HAF opposed SB403, equating caste-
based protections to targeting Hindus."

"HAF aligns with white supremacists
through the Republican Hindu Coalition."

Issue

Omission

Cherry-Picking

Misleading
Statistics

Cherry-Picking

Omission

Misleading

Statistics

Cherry-Picking

Omission

Cherry-Picking

Misleading
Statistics

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO
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Analysis

Omits HAF's other advocacy efforts, such as interfaith collaboration
and pluralistic initiatives, presenting a one-sided narrative.

Focuses only on HAF's opposition to SB403 without acknowledging
the broader legal and cultural arguments presented by the
organization.

Implies causation or direct support based on indirect links, without
substantial evidence to confirm these ties.

Highlights selective statements or actions while ignoring evidence of
HAF's broader advocacy for Hindu civil rights and interfaith
dialogues.

Ignores the diversity within Hindu nationalist ideologies, painting
the entire movement with a broad, negative brush.

Provides no evidence or context for the term "demonizes," making
the claim appear inflammatory without substantiation.

Focuses on a single issue, such as caste legislation, to generalize
HAF's entire advocacy strategy as fearmongering.

Excludes statements or policies from Hindutva leaders that explicitly
promote inclusion or coexistence.

Selectively presents HAF's opposition as anti-progressive, ignoring
their stated concerns about religious discrimination in the bill.

Suggests alignment without providing concrete evidence of
collaboration or shared ideologies, relying on indirect associations.
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9. Euphemisms and Dysphemisms

Phrase Euphemism/Dysphemism Explanation

"Hindu supremacist movement"

Dysphemism

Frames Hindu nationalism in an excessively negative
light by equating it with supremacist ideologies, ignoring
nuances within the movement.

"Majoritarian fascism rebranded
as defense of minority rights"

Dysphemism

Uses the term "fascism" to demonize Hindutva without
substantiating the comparison with evidence or context.

"Moral panic around Critical
Caste Theory"

Dysphemism

Describes HAF's opposition to caste-based laws as
fearmongering, which dismisses genuine concerns or
differing interpretations.

"Demonizing Indian American
Muslims, Christians, and Sikhs"

Dysphemism

Uses "demonizing" to ascribe malicious intent, creating
a pejorative frame that excludes alternative
interpretations of actions or policies.

"Opposition to interfaith
coalitions that nurture civil
rights"

Dysphemism

Portrays dissent against specific coalitions as hostility
towards civil rights in general, omitting possible
alternative justifications for opposition.

"Hindu Far Right"

Dysphemism

The phrase "Far Right" is a loaded term that aligns
Hindu groups with extremist ideologies without detailed
substantiation.

"Weaponizing victimhood to
attack free speech"

Dysphemism

Suggests calculated exploitation of victimhood,
disregarding legitimate grievances Hindus may have
raised in response to perceived biases.

"Claims to be a civil rights
organization while aligning with
supremacists"

Dysphemism

Casts doubt on HAF's civil rights advocacy by juxtaposing
it with an unverified claim of alignment with
supremacists.

"Hindu nationalism is a threat to
democracy"

Dysphemism

Frames Hindu nationalism as inherently anti-democratic
without acknowledging its diversity or potential
democratic contributions.

"Hindu groups are creating a
multiracial Far Right"

Dysphemism

Associates Hindu groups with the "Far Right," a term
with negative connotations, without presenting
substantial evidence for such a connection.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO

SUPREMACY
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Patterns and Trends Identified

1. Overuse of Dysphemisms: Terms like "supremacist" and "weaponization"
consistently frame Hindu organizations as malicious and deceitful.

2. Minimal Use of Euphemisms: Euphemisms are sparingly used and often involve
constructing terms like "Critical Caste Theory" to delegitimize opponents'
narratives.

3. Intentional Framing: Both dysphemisms and euphemisms are deployed
selectively to paint Hindu organizations as divisive or extremist while
downplaying the complexity of the issues.

4. Loaded Language: The language obscures the nuanced goals of HAF and other
Hindu organizations, presenting them as monolithic entities with negative intent.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 14 ©2024, HINDUPACT
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10.False Equivalence

The report employs several instances of false equivalence, where unrelated or

unequal concepts are compared to mislead readers or frame Hindu organizations

negatively.

Statement

Type/Category

of False
Equivalence

Explanation

"HAF's critique of Critical Caste Theory is
equivalent to far-right attacks on Critical
Race Theory."

Overgeneralization of
motivations

This equates HAF's legal and cultural
objections to caste legislation with the
ideological stance of far-right groups in an
entirely different context.

"Hindutva's actions are analogous to white
supremacist movements in the U.S."

Simplistic ideological
alignment

Comparing Hindutva, a complex political
ideology, with white supremacy
oversimplifies the cultural and historical
contexts of each.

"Hindu nationalism and Zionism serve as
strategic models for white supremacists."

Conflation of tactical
similarities

While both ideologies have strategic goals,
the comparison overlooks their vastly
different origins, goals, and relationships
with civil rights.

"Hindu advocacy groups weaponize
victimhood like Christian nationalists."

Presumption of intent

This assumes similar motivations and
outcomes in different religious contexts
without addressing the nuances of each
group’s grievances.

"The American Sangh's tactics mirror those
of extremist political groups in India."

Structural conflation

This implies identical strategies and goals
for the diaspora and homeland
organizations, ignoring distinct priorities in
each context.

"HAF aligns itself with white supremacists
by supporting Republican policies."

Guilt by association

Suggests equivalence between supporting
specific policies and endorsing all aspects of
white supremacist ideologies.

"Hindu opposition to SB403 is equivalent
to anti-affirmative action movements."

Oversimplification of
context

Fails to consider the differing cultural,
social, and historical contexts of caste-
based protections and race-based
affirmative action.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 15
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"HAF's advocacy for Hindu rights
undermines interfaith solidarity, like MAGA
movements."

Ideological
oversimplification

Oversimplifies HAF's advocacy to align it
with a political ideology primarily focused
on white nationalism.

"HAF's focus on Hinduphobia mimics far-
right rhetoric of victimhood."

Reductionist framing

Overlooks the unique grievances addressed
by Hinduphobia claims, reducing them to a
trope of political victimhood rhetoric.

"Hindutva is as dangerous as other ethno-
nationalist movements globally."

Unequal comparison
of impacts

False equivalence due to varying degrees of
violence, historical oppression, and
geopolitical contexts among the compared
movements.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 16
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11.Hidden Patterns and Trends

1. Use of Inflammatory Comparisons: The report draws comparisons to far-right,

extremist, or historically oppressive ideologies to discredit Hindu organizations.

2. Historical Miscontextualization: Many comparisons ignore the unique historical

and cultural contexts of Hindutva, caste, and Hindu diaspora movements.

3. Overgeneralization: The report often generalizes Hindu advocacy efforts as

analogous to ideologies or movements with fundamentally different goals and

frameworks.

4. Narrative Simplification: By simplifying complex issues, the report misleads

readers into believing that Hindu organizations operate with similar malintent as

the compared groups.

Example Statement

"Hindutva is as dangerous as
other ethno-nationalist
movements."

Pattern/Trend

Overgeneralization of
Hindutva

Explanation

Broad statements equating Hindutva with other
movements overlook cultural, political, and
historical nuances unique to it.

"HAF aligns itself with white
supremacists by supporting
policies."

Focus on associations with
far-right elements

Repeated association of HAF or Hindutva groups
with far-right ideologies creates a recurring
theme without addressing specific contexts or
intentions.

"HAF demonizes Indian American
Muslims, Christians, and Sikhs."

Demonization of Hindu
organizations

The language used attributes malice to HAF,
consistently framing its actions as negative
without acknowledging alternative perspectives.

"Hindu advocacy groups
weaponize victimhood."

Misrepresentation of
victimhood

Statements imply deliberate manipulation of
grievances, ignoring the possibility of legitimate
concerns raised by Hindu groups.

"The American Sangh mirrors
extremist groups in India."

Conflation of diaspora and
homeland organizations

Assumes identical goals and strategies for
diaspora organizations without recognizing
differing priorities based on geography and
audience.

"Majoritarian fascism rebranded
as defense of minority rights."

Strategic use of loaded
language

Consistent use of emotionally charged language
like "fascism" skews perception, creating a
hostile framing for readers.
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"Hindu supremacist movement
believes India belongs only to
Hindus."

Disregard for internal
diversity within Hindu
nationalism

Ignores the spectrum of ideologies within Hindu
nationalism and presents it as monolithic,
disregarding dissenting voices within the
movement.

"HAF’s leaders have deep ties to
extremist organizations."

Undue focus on specific
individuals or subgroups

Highlights connections of individuals to specific
groups, reinforcing guilt by association rather
than addressing independent organizational
activities.

"HAF opposes protections against
caste discrimination."

Highlighting only negative
aspects of Hindu advocacy
groups

Focuses on specific incidents or objections to
portray advocacy efforts as regressive without a
balanced evaluation of broader contributions.

"Hindutva pits Hindus against all
other minority communities."

Reinforcement of binary
opposition narratives
(Hindus vs. Others)

Repeatedly frames Hindutva as inherently
adversarial to minority groups, which simplifies
complex sociopolitical dynamics into binary
oppositions.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 18
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12.Bias Analysis

The report's consistent use of terms such as "right-wing," "far-right," and "extremist"

when referring to Hindu organizations reflects a pattern of Hindu hate bias. The

sensationalism and lack of nuanced context when discussing Hindu advocacy groups

like HAF, as well as the omission of their positive contributions, strongly align with

the Hindu hate indicators. These biases not only shape the narrative but also unfairly

paint Hindu organizations in a negative light without presenting a balanced view.

Biased Statement Subjects Sentiment Sentiment Bias Classification Bias
towards the  Category Towards
Subject Hindus

"Hindutva is as Hindutva, Negative Comparative | False Equivalence Negative

dangerous as other ethno-

ethno-nationalist nationalism

movements."

"HAF aligns itself with HAF, white Negative Contextual Guilt by Association | Negative

white supremacists by supremacists

supporting policies."

"HAF demonizes Indian | HAF, Indian Negative Lexical Loaded Language Negative

American Muslims, American

Christians, and Sikhs." minorities

"The Hindu supremacist | Hindutva, Negative Explicit Sensationalism Negative

movement believes Hindus

India belongs only to

Hindus."

"HAF opposed SB403 to | HAF, SB403 Negative Keyword Mischaracterization | Negative

protect Hindu bigotry."

"HAF weaponizes HAF, Negative Lexical Appeal to Emotion | Negative

victimhood to attack victimhood, free

free speech." speech

"Hindutva pits Hindus Hindutva, Negative Contextual Hasty Negative

against all other Hindus, Generalization

minority communities." | minorities
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"Hindu nationalism Hindu Negative Cultural False Equivalence Negative
mirrors white nationalism,
supremacy in the U.S." | white

supremacy
"Hindu groups use far- | Hindu groups, Negative Contextual Mischaracterization | Negative
right tactics to create far-right tactics
moral panics."
"The American Sangh American Sangh, | Negative Cultural Cherry-picking Negative
operates like extremist | extremist
groups in India." groups
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13.Media Bias Analysis

Example Statements or Phrases

from the Report

Media Bias Categories

Explanation

"Hindu supremacist movement
seeks to expel minorities from
India."

Sensationalism

Uses extreme language like "expel minorities'
to amplify fear and provoke emotional
reactions without sufficient evidence.

"HAF consistently supports anti-
minority legislation."

Bias by Omission

Ignores any examples of HAF's advocacy
efforts that promote pluralism or interfaith
cooperation, presenting a one-sided
narrative.

"Critics have long accused
Hindutva of fostering violence."

Selection of Sources

Relies heavily on critical voices without
including counterpoints or perspectives from
Hindutva supporters or neutral observers.

"HAF aligns itself with far-right
groups to silence critics."

Story Framing

Frames HAF’s advocacy efforts as maliciously
motivated, rather than exploring the broader
context of its policy stances.

"HAF Way to Supremacy"
(headline)

Placement and
Headline Bias

The headline primes readers to view HAF as a
supremacist organization before they engage
with the report's content.

"Hindu groups manufacture
crises to stoke fears of
Hinduphobia."

Spin

Twists concerns about Hinduphobia into an
accusation of manipulative behavior,
disregarding legitimate grievances.

"Hindu supremacist
organizations like RSS and HAF."

Bias by Labeling

Labels HAF and RSS as "supremacist" without
providing adequate justification or evidence
for this characterization.

"Extremist Hindu groups
violently suppress dissent."

Adjective and Adverb
Bias

Adjectives like "extremist" and "violently"
add an emotional charge that shapes
perception without factual substantiation.

"HAF's critique of caste

Logical Fallacies and

Creates a false equivalence between caste

legislation mirrors far-right Misleading and race issues, ignoring their differing
attacks on critical race theory." Statements historical and cultural contexts.
"Hindutva's exclusivist agenda Cultural and Frames Hindutva as uniformly anti-

undermines democracy."

Ideological Bias

democratic, ignoring its internal diversity and
the coexistence of nationalist and democratic
ideologies.
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14. Source Bias Analysis
1. Selection of Sources

The report relies heavily on critics of Hindutva and HAF, citing authors, organizations,
and reports with known oppositional stances. There is limited use of neutral or
supportive voices regarding Hindutva or Hindu advocacy groups. This creates a
narrow scope of perspectives, reinforcing a pre-existing critical narrative rather than
exploring the full range of discourse.

2. Presence / Absence of Balanced Viewpoints

Balanced viewpoints are largely absent. The report does not provide space for
rebuttals or counterarguments from HAF, Hindutva leaders, or scholars who may
interpret their actions and policies differently. The lack of inclusion of alternative or
defensive perspectives contributes to a one-sided framing of the issues discussed.

3. Bias by Omission

There are significant omissions of contextual information that could provide a more
nuanced understanding of HAF's activities or Hindutva ideology. For example:

e The report discusses alleged ties between HAF and far-right groups but does not
include examples of HAF's interfaith or multicultural initiatives.

e There is no mention of internal diversity within Hindutva or Hindu nationalist
movements, leading to a homogenized and overly negative portrayal.

4. Framing

The report's framing is critical and often accusatory. It consistently employs language
that casts Hindu organizations in a negative light, such as "supremacist," "extremist,"
or "weaponizing victimhood." This framing primes readers to view these groups as
malicious or harmful without substantial evidence or balanced context.

5. Political and Ideological Leaning

The sources cited lean politically left or liberal and often align ideologically with
opposition to nationalist or right-wing movements. This slant affects the narrative
tone and content, reflecting a clear ideological leaning against Hindutva and related
advocacy groups.
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The New York Newspaper Media Page 12 Focused on Hindu nationalist Bias by Omission
Times Outlet activities without neutral
perspectives.
The Washington Newspaper Media Page 15 Critical analyses of Hindu Cultural and
Post Outlet organizations with minimal Ideological Bias
counterarguments.
The Guardian Newspaper Media Page 8 Emphasis on human rights Sensationalism
Outlet violations by Hindu groups.
Mother Jones Magazine Media Page 10 Investigative journalism with a Cultural and
Outlet progressive viewpoint critical of | Political Bias
Hindu organizations.
The Caravan Magazine Media Page 20 Known for in-depth political Bias by Framing
Outlet reporting critical of Hindutva
ideology.
Al Jazeera Online News | Media Page 9 Highlights international criticism | Geographic Bias
Platform Outlet of Hindu nationalism.
Scroll.in Online News | Media Page 11 Detailed but one-sided reports Bias by Omission
Platform Outlet on Hindutva activities.
The Wire Online News | Media Page 14 Frequently critiques Hindutva Cultural and
Platform Outlet ideology. Ideological Bias
Protean Magazine | Online News | Media Page 25 Focuses on cultural and political | Cultural and
Platform Outlet commentary from a leftist Ideological Bias
perspective.
Georgetown Peer- Scholarly Page 30 Offers scholarly analysis of Hindu | Bias by Selection
Journal of Reviewed Source nationalism but lacks balanced of Sources
International Journal perspectives.
Affairs
BBC News TV Media Media Page 35 Focuses on global controversies | Geographic and
Outlet related to Hindutva. Temporal Bias
NDTV TV Media Media Page 37 Covers domestic issues with Selection of
Outlet criticism of Hindu groups. Sources
AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 23 ©2024, HINDUPACT

SUPREMACY




The Grahana in SAVERA — Analysis of Savera’s Report: HAF Way to Supremacy by AHAD

C. Counter-Narrative

1. Analysis of Section: "Introduction: HAF and the American Sangh"

The section describes the origins and evolution of the “American Sangh” (the U.S.-based
extension of the Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh or RSS) and organizations affiliated with
it, such as the Vishwa Hindu Parishad of America (VHP-A) and the Hindu Swayamsevak
Sangh (HSS). Key claims include:

1. Ethnic Supremacy: The “American Sangh” is portrayed as advocating Hindu
supremacist ideology similar to the Indian Sangh Parivar.

2. Diaspora Politics: The VHP-A and HSS are said to organize among upper-caste
Indian immigrants, primarily reflecting the Sangh’s Indian priorities.

3. Political Support: The American Sangh allegedly supports the Bharatiya Janata
Party (BJP) and contributes to Hindutva movements in India, such as the Ram
Janmabhoomi movement.

4. PR Strategy: The Hindu American Foundation (HAF) is accused of rebranding
Hindutva as a civil rights movement to gain legitimacy within American civil rights
spaces.

Counter-Narrative: Fact-Based Rebuttal
1. Hinduism vs. Hindutva Misrepresentation

Claim: The document conflates Hinduism with "Hindutva" and portrays it as an
ideology of ethnic supremacy.
Counter-Narrative:

e Hinduism is a pluralistic and inclusive philosophy that recognizes diverse
paths to spiritual realization. It is not monolithic and cannot be equated to a
singular political ideology like Hindutva.

e Prominent Hindu thinkers like Mahatma Gandhi emphasized the diversity
within Hinduism and its core values of non-violence and universal truth.

e The RSS, HSS and VHP-A promote the cultural preservation and social service
aspects of Hindu civilization rather than ethnic supremacy.

2. Allegation of Upper-Caste Dominance

Claim: The “American Sangh” targets upper-caste Indian immigrants, reflecting caste-
based bias.
Counter-Narrative:

e The RSS and its affiliates have a long history of promoting social equality and
upliftment of marginalized communities, as evident in their outreach and
inclusion of Dalits and Adivasis.

e Ramesh Patange, a senior RSS functionary, explicitly discusses the abolition
of caste-based discrimination in his book Manu, Sangh, and |, recounting his
experience of social equality within the RSS.

3. Support for the Ram Janmabhoomi Movement
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Claim: The American Sangh supported the demolition of the Babri Masjid and
Hindutva causes.
Counter-Narrative:

e The Ram Janmabhoomi movement is not rooted in ethnic supremacy but in
the historical and archaeological evidence of a pre-existing Hindu temple at
the site.

e The movement gained widespread support from various sections of Hindu
society and was not limited to RSS-affiliated groups.

4. HAF and Advocacy for Hindu Rights

Claim: The Hindu American Foundation (HAF) rebrands Hindutva as a civil rights
movement to manipulate American discourse.
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF focuses on advocating for the civil rights of Hindu Americans and
addressing issues like hate crimes, religious discrimination, and
misrepresentation of Hinduism in textbooks.

e HAF has actively participated in interfaith dialogues and worked with U.S.
institutions to promote pluralism.

5. Accusation of PR Embarrassment

Claim: The American Sangh’s overt commitment to Hindutva led to PR challenges,
prompting HAF to adopt a more professional approach.
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF’s advocacy is rooted in defending the rights of Hindu minorities rather
than promoting a political ideology. Their campaigns focus on combating
Hinduphobia and fostering cultural understanding.

e The portrayal of HAF as a “Hindutva front” ignores the organization's
contributions to promoting human rights, educational initiatives, and social
justice.

This counter-narrative demonstrates that the claims of ethnic supremacy and
manipulative PR strategies lack factual grounding when viewed through a broader
historical and cultural lens. The American Sangh and its affiliates are better
understood as organizations dedicated to community service, cultural preservation,
and social justice.

2. Analysis of Section: "HAF’s Activities and Evolution"
The section "HAF’s Activities and Evolution" in the document HAF Way to Supremacy
presents several claims concerning the Hindu American Foundation (HAF), particularly
focusing on its alleged ties to the “American Sangh” and its approach to civil rights and
advocacy. Below is a detailed fact-based counter-narrative addressing these claims.

Claims and Counter-Narratives

1. HAF Maintains Covert Ties to Sangh Affiliates
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Claim: HAF maintains hidden connections with HSS, VHP-A, and RSS under the guise of
promoting Hindu civil rights, which allows it to present a respectable front while
promoting Hindutva ideology.

Counter-Narrative:

o HAF is an independent non-profit advocacy group dedicated to protecting the
rights of Hindu Americans and combating Hinduphobia. While some of its
founders and members may have personal ties to other organizations, these ties
do not dictate HAF's mission.

e Hinduism is a diverse religion, and individuals associated with HAF represent a
spectrum of viewpoints. The organization’s advocacy for civil rights, educational
reforms, and religious pluralism is distinct from the political agenda of Sangh
affiliates.

Supporting Example:

HAF's successful campaigns, such as advocating for Diwali recognition in the U.S. House
of Representatives and its partnerships with interfaith organizations like the American

Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), demonstrate a focus on civil rights rather than any hidden
political agenda.

2. HAF Supports Hindutva Supremacist Politics

Claim: HAF supports Hindutva supremacist politics and engages in anti-Muslim rhetoric
to distinguish Hindus as a "model minority."
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF's advocacy focuses on addressing misrepresentation of Hinduism and
combating hate crimes against Hindus. This does not equate to promoting any
supremacist ideology.

e Accusations of anti-Muslim rhetoric ignore HAF’s consistent stance on religious
pluralism and condemnation of violence. HAF has spoken against hate crimes
targeting all minority communities, including Muslims.

Example:
HAF has collaborated with organizations like Americans United for the Separation of
Church and State to protect religious freedoms for all faith groups.

3. HAF Opposes Caste-Based Reforms

Claim: HAF fought against the inclusion of caste discrimination in U.S. educational
materials and legislation to protect Hindus from caste-based discussions.

Counter-Narrative:

e HAF’s stance on caste issues is rooted in the concern that misrepresentation of
caste in educational curricula can lead to stereotyping and discrimination
against Hindu students.

e HAF acknowledges the need to address caste discrimination while also
emphasizing that caste should not be used to vilify or generalize all Hindu
Americans.

Supporting Example:

HAF’s 2011 report, "Hinduism: Not Cast in Caste," calls for nuanced discussions of caste
that recognize the ongoing fight against caste discrimination without perpetuating
Hinduphobic stereotypes.
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4. Claim: HAF Collaborates with the BJP and Supports the Modi Regime

Claim: HAF supports the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) and its policies, including efforts to
justify the 2002 Gujarat riots.
Counter-Narrative:
e HAF advocates for human rights and civil liberties for Hindus globally, which
sometimes involves addressing the political and social issues affecting Hindus in
India.
e Support for the rights of Hindu minorities does not automatically translate into
endorsing a specific political party or regime
Example:
HAF has criticized human rights violations irrespective of the political party in power.
Their focus remains on protecting Hindu rights and combating religious persecution

Conclusion

The portrayal of HAF as a front for supremacist politics overlooks its legitimate
contributions to Hindu civil rights, educational reform, and religious freedom. The
organization’s activities align more with cultural advocacy and combating Hinduphobia
than with the alleged promotion of Hindutva supremacy. The accusations in the section
appear to be driven by bias and lack balanced analysis.

3. Analysis of Section: "Fighting ‘Critical Caste Theory’ as Hindu
American Civil Rights"

The section "Fighting ‘Critical Caste Theory’ as Hindu American Civil Rights" in the HAF
Way to Supremacy document criticizes the Hindu American Foundation (HAF) for
opposing caste-related legislation, particularly focusing on California's SB 403 bill. It
accuses HAF of adopting far-right tactics, supporting Hindu supremacy, and minimizing
the caste issue to maintain Hindu unity. Below is a detailed fact-based counter-narrative
that addresses these claims.

Key Claims and Counter-Narratives
1. HAF Opposes Caste Protections to Maintain Supremacy

Claim: HAF’s opposition to SB 403 and other caste-based protections stems from a desire
to maintain upper-caste privilege and prevent discussions on caste
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF's opposition to SB 403 was not to deny caste discrimination but to raise
concerns about potential misrepresentation and stigmatization of Hindu
Americans. The bill lacked clarity on definitions of caste and could lead to
generalized accusations against Hindus based on religious identity

e HAF supports addressing caste discrimination, as evidenced by its 2010 report
"Hinduism: Not Cast in Caste", which acknowledges caste issues and advocates
for reform.

e HAF’s stance is consistent with protecting civil rights and preventing
discriminatory legislation that could unfairly target a religious minority
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2. HAF Mimics Far-Right Tactics by Using “Critical Caste Theory”

Claim: The term “Critical Caste Theory” is an invention by HAF that borrows from the U.S.
far-right playbook on Critical Race Theory (CRT).
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF's use of the term "Critical Caste Theory" reflects genuine concerns about the
misapplication of caste frameworks to stereotype Hindu Americans. The
comparison to CRT is a critique of the potential for overreach and generalization
in addressing caste issues.

e Opposing poorly framed legislation does not equate to denying discrimination.
HAF has consistently called for nuanced, evidence-based discussions on caste
without vilifying entire communities

e This concern is shared by other minority communities who fear similar
essentializing frameworks being applied to their cultural practices.

3. HAF Collaborates with Right-Wing Groups

Claim: HAF’s opposition to SB 403 aligns it with far-right groups, such as the Hindu
Swayamsevak Sangh (HSS) and Vishwa Hindu Parishad of America (VHP-A).
Counter-Narrative:

e Collaboration with organizations like HSS and VHP-A on specific issues does not
imply blanket endorsement of all their ideologies. Many community
organizations collaborate on issues affecting civil rights and religious freedoms.

e HAF has engaged in interfaith dialogue and partnered with progressive
organizations on issues like religious discrimination and hate crime prevention.

e Such accusations ignore the broader context of Hindu advocacy and community-
building efforts, which are not inherently political or extremist.

4. HAF Seeks to Whitewash Caste History

Claim: HAF lobbies to remove references to caste from educational materials and public
discourse to protect Hindu nationalism.
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF advocates for accurate and balanced representations of Hinduism in
textbooks. Its concerns include ensuring that Hindu students are not subjected to
stereotyping or discrimination based on caste.

e In 2006, HAF successfully argued for corrections in California textbooks to
present historical facts without perpetuating Hinduphobic stereotypes.

e The organization acknowledges caste discrimination and supports reforms but
opposes framing that unfairly targets the broader Hindu community.

Conclusion:

HAF's opposition to SB 403 and discussions on Critical Caste Theory reflects concerns
about potential misrepresentation and the stigmatization of Hindu Americans. The
portrayal of HAF as a far-right collaborator ignores the organization's longstanding
advocacy for civil rights, accurate education, and religious freedom. The accusations in
the section are biased and lack a balanced understanding of the complexities of diaspora
politics and Hindu advocacy.
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4. Analysis of Section: " HAF’s Consistent Advocacy for the BJP Regime"

The section "HAF’s Consistent Advocacy for the BJP Regime" in HAF Way to Supremacy
accuses the Hindu American Foundation (HAF) of systematically supporting the
Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) and Prime Minister Narendra Modi while dismissing or
minimizing human rights concerns. It claims that HAF shields the BJP from criticism
regarding religious freedom and supports controversial policies like the Citizenship
Amendment Act (CAA) and the revocation of Report 370 in Jammu & Kashmir. Below is
a detailed fact-based counter-narrative to address these claims.

Key Claims and Counter-Narratives
1. HAF Shields the BJP and Narendra Modi from Human Rights Criticism

Claim: HAF consistently defends the BJP and Modi government, minimizing or dismissing
human rights abuses
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF’s primary mission is to advocate for the rights of Hindus and combat
Hinduphobia in the U.S. and globally. Addressing issues faced by Hindus does not
equate to blanket support for any political party

e HAF's statements on India are focused on countering misinformation and
providing context to complex issues. Critiquing biased reports is part of ensuring
that Hindu and Indian perspectives are represented accurately

e HAF has condemned violence and human rights abuses regardless of the perpetrators,
empbhasizing pluralism and religious freedom
Supporting Example:
HAF’s 2010 report on the rights of Hindu minorities in countries like Bangladesh and
Pakistan highlights its broader human rights agenda, not limited to India

2. HAF Supports Controversial Policies Like the CAA and the Revocation of Report 370

Claim: HAF defends the Modi government’s CAA and the revocation of Report 370,
aligning itself with BJP policies
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF's stance on the CAA and Report 370 is rooted in legal and historical contexts
rather than political allegiance. The CAA aims to provide a path to citizenship for
persecuted minorities from neighboring Islamic countries, which aligns with
HAF’s commitment to protecting religious minorities

o Regarding Report 370, HAF argues that the provision was temporary, and its
revocation aims to integrate Jammu & Kashmir fully into India, granting
residents equal rights and opportunities

Supporting Example:

HAF’s statement clarifies that the CAA does not strip any Indian citizen of their rights and
is designed to aid persecuted refugees, particularly Hindus, Sikhs, Buddhists, and
Christians

3. HAF Undermines Resolutions Criticizing Modi
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Claim: HAF lobbied against U.S. Congressional resolutions like H.Res.417, which criticized
Modi’s role in the 2002 Gujarat riots
Counter-Narrative:
e H.Res.417 was perceived by many as a biased and politically motivated
resolution that failed to address the complex realities of the Gujarat riots
e HAF's opposition to the resolution was based on concerns about Hinduphobia
and the unfair portrayal of the Hindu community
¢ Human Rights Watch (HRW) and other organizations’ reports on Gujarat have
faced criticism for factual inaccuracies and biased narratives
Supporting Example:
Prominent academics and journalists, including Ramesh Patange and Koenraad Elst, have
highlighted how these reports often ignore the broader context of communal violence

4. HAF Aligns with Far-Right Politics

Claim: HAF’s support for the BJP reflects alignment with far-right ideologies in India and
the U.S.
Counter-Narrative:

o HAF has worked with progressive organizations like the American Civil Liberties
Union (ACLU) and Americans United for Separation of Church and State on
issues of religious freedom and civil rights

e Advocacy for Hindu rights does not inherently align with far-right ideologies.
HAF’s focus remains on combating Hinduphobia and ensuring fair
representation of Hindus

Example:
HAF’s collaboration with interfaith and civil rights groups demonstrates a commitment
to pluralism and religious equality, not exclusionary politics

Conclusion:

The portrayal of HAF as consistently advocating for the BJP regime oversimplifies its
mission of Hindu civil rights advocacy. HAF’s positions on policies like the CAA and
Report 370 are grounded in historical context and concerns for religious minorities. The
accusations of far-right alignment lack nuance and fail to account for HAF's collaborations
with progressive organizations and its broader human rights work.

5. Analysis of Section: HAF’s Alignment with the Far Right"

The section "HAF’s Alignment with the Far Right" in HAF Way to Supremacy accuses the
Hindu American Foundation (HAF) of aligning with far-right actors, including MAGA
Republicans, Christian Zionists, and other groups perceived as part of the U.S. Far Right. It
claims that HAF promotes Hindutva ideology under the guise of civil rights, collaborates
with anti-Muslim organizations, and adopts tactics used by far-right movements.

Below is a detailed, fact-based counter-narrative addressing these claims.

Key Claims and Counter-Narratives

1. HAF Collaborates with Far-Right Groups Like MAGA Republicans and Christian Zionists
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Claim: HAF collaborates with MAGA Republicans, Christian Zionists, and other far-right
actors, aligning itself with movements that oppose minority interests
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF’s collaborations with diverse groups stem from shared interests on specific
issues, such as religious freedom and minority rights. This does not imply blanket
support for all the ideologies or policies these groups espouse

e Interfaith alliances with organizations like StandWithUs (a pro-Israel group) are
part of broader efforts to combat religious discrimination and promote pluralism

e Such alliances are common in advocacy work and reflect strategic cooperation
rather than ideological alignment with the far-right agenda.

Supporting Example:
HAF has worked with progressive organizations like the ACLU and Americans United for
Separation of Church and State to defend religious freedoms for all communities

2. HAF Uses Far-Right Tactics Like Opposing “Wokeness” and Promoting “Critical Caste
Theory”

Claim: HAF’s critique of “Critical Caste Theory” and opposition to certain ethnic studies
programs mirror the tactics of the American far-right
Counter-Narrative:

e HAF’s critique of caste-focused legislation and educational programs arises from
concerns about the misrepresentation and stigmatization of Hindu Americans,
not from an ideological alignment with the far-right

e The term “Critical Caste Theory” reflects legitimate concerns about applying
broad-brush caste narratives to Hindu American communities in ways that may
perpetuate Hinduphobia.

e  Criticism of “wokeness” or educational policies does not automatically align an
organization with far-right ideology; these are often cultural representation and
community rights issues.

Example:
HAF’s advocacy for fair representation in California school curricula highlights the need
for balanced narratives that do not unfairly stereotype Hindu children [19tsource] .

3. HAF Promotes Anti-Muslim Rhetoric and Aligns with Islamophobic Groups

Claim: HAF collaborates with organizations like the Middle East Forum (MEF) and spreads
anti-Muslim rhetoric
Counter-Narrative:
e HAF’s focus is on combating Hinduphobia and advocating for Hindu rights. Its
positions on certain geopolitical issues do not equate to Islamophobia
e While HAF has criticized some Muslim-majority countries for persecuting Hindu
minorities, this criticism is based on documented human rights abuses rather
than religious bias
e Allegations of Islamophobia often overlook HAF’s support for interfaith initiatives
and its condemnation of hate crimes against all communities.
Supporting Example:
HAF has condemned violence and discrimination against Muslims and supported
initiatives promoting religious harmony
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4. HAF Promotes Supremacist Politics by Defending BJP Policies

Claim: HAF’s defense of policies like the Citizenship Amendment Act (CAA) and the
revocation of Report 370 reflects support for Hindu supremacism
Counter-Narrative:
e HAF’s positions on the CAA and Report 370 are based on legal and historical
contexts, not on promoting Hindu supremacy
e The CAA provides a path to citizenship for persecuted minorities from
neighboring countries and does not revoke anyone’s existing rights
e The revocation of Report 370 aimed to integrate Jammu & Kashmir fully into
India, granting residents equal rights and access to government benefits

Conclusion

The portrayal of HAF as aligned with the far right is based on selective interpretation and
lacks nuance. HAF’s advocacy for Hindu civil rights, accurate representation in education,
and protection of persecuted minorities is rooted in legitimate concerns. Collaborations
with diverse groups on specific issues do not equate to an ideological endorsement of
far-right politics. The accusations reflect bias and fail to consider HAF's broader
commitment to pluralism, civil rights, and religious harmony.
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6. Analysis of Major Events Referred to in the Report

A. California SB 403 — Caste Discrimination Bill

e Page Number: Referenced on Page 54 and Endnotes 162, 163.
e Description: Legislation aimed at explicitly banning caste discrimination in California.
e Anti-Hindu Bias:

o The bill was framed as addressing caste issues uniquely within Hindu and South
Asian communities, reinforcing harmful stereotypes.
o HAF argued that the bill singled out Hindus, potentially subjecting them to
discrimination and legal scrutiny.
e Legal Outcome:

o The bill passed, but the language was amended to categorize caste under
"ancestry" rather than as a standalone category. HAF’s lawsuit challenging the
bill’s constitutionality was dismissed.

B. Cisco Caste Discrimination Case

e Page Number: Referenced on Page 58 and Endnotes 151-157.
e Description: Two Indian-American engineers were accused of caste-based
discrimination against a Dalit employee.
e Anti-Hindu Bias:
o The framing of the lawsuit implied that caste discrimination is inherent to
Hindu culture.
o HAF argued that the case unfairly targeted Hindu professionals based on
their Brahmin identity.
e Legal Outcome:
o The case against the two engineers was dismissed due to lack of evidence,
but the lawsuit against Cisco as a corporation proceeded.

C. Seattle City Council Caste Resolution

e Page Number: Referenced on Page 61 and Endnotes 160-161.
e Description: The Seattle City Council passed a resolution making caste a protected
category.

e Anti-Hindu Bias:
o The resolution was criticized for specifically targeting Hindus and South Asians.
o HAF highlighted the risk of stigmatizing Hindu communities through such

legislation.

e Legal Outcome:

o The resolution was adopted despite community opposition.

D. California State University (CSU) Caste Policy

e Page Number: Referenced on Page 59 and Endnotes 158-159.
e Description: CSU added caste as a protected category in its non-discrimination policy.
e Anti-Hindu Bias:
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o The policy implied that caste discrimination is uniquely a Hindu issue,
impacting Hindu faculty and students.
e Legal Outcome:
o Two Hindu professors filed a lawsuit against CSU for religious discrimination.
The case is ongoing.

E. H.Res. 417 - U.S. Congressional Resolution on Gujarat Riots

e Page Number: Referenced on Page 45, Appendix H.
e Description: A U.S. Congressional resolution criticizing Narendra Modi and calling for
the protection of religious minorities.
e Anti-Hindu Bias:
o HAF opposed the resolution, arguing it was anti-Hindu and anti-India.
o The resolution failed to account for the broader context of communal
violence and relied on biased narratives.
e Legal Outcome:
o HAF’s advocacy led to several Congress members withdrawing support for
the resolution.

F. “The Kashmir Files” Screening

e Page Number: Referenced on Page 64 and Endnotes 196-198.
e Description: HAF supported screenings of the film The Kashmir Files, depicting the
exodus of Kashmiri Hindus.
e Anti-Hindu Bias:
o Critics labeled the film as propaganda, downplaying the atrocities faced by
Kashmiri Hindus.
e Legal Outcome:
o No legal case was associated, but the controversy fueled debates on
Hinduphobia and historical revisionism.

G. Modi’s Madison Square Garden Event

e Page Number: Referenced on Page 45, Appendix H.
e Description: A large reception for Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi in New York
City.
e Anti-Hindu Bias:
o HAF's involvement was framed as supporting Hindu nationalism.
o Critics ignored the event's focus on diaspora engagement and cultural pride.
e Legal Outcome:
o No legal case associated.

Conclusion

The analysis of events in HAF Way to Supremacy reveals a pattern of anti-Hindu bias, where
actions by HAF are framed as promoting Hindu nationalism or supremacism. Legal outcomes
often reflect dismissals or amendments due to a lack of evidence or recognition of legitimate
concerns raised by HAF.
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7. Analysis of Organizations Referred to in the Report
A. Hindus for Human Rights (HfHR)

e Overview: HfHR is a U.S.-based advocacy group that positions itself as a progressive
Hindu organization, focusing on human rights issues.

e Anti-Hindu Bias Indicators:

o  Criticism of Hindu Organizations: HfHR has publicly criticized Hindu
organizations like the Hindu American Foundation (HAF), alleging their
involvement in promoting hate against minorities.

o Support for Controversial Conferences: The organization has supported
events like the "Dismantling Global Hindutva" conference, which faced
backlash from Hindu groups for allegedly promoting anti-Hindu sentiments.

e Conclusion: HfHR's activities suggest a bias against Hindu organizations, often
aligning with narratives that portray these groups negatively.

B. Equality Labs

e QOverview: Equality Labs is an activist organization focusing on caste-based
discrimination and advocating for Dalit rights.

e Anti-Hindu Bias Indicators:

o Caste Discrimination Training: The organization provides training on caste
discrimination, which some Hindu groups claim fosters anti-Hindu
sentiments.

o Allegations of Dehumanizing Rhetoric: Studies have indicated that
participants exposed to Equality Labs' materials were more likely to adopt
dehumanizing rhetoric against Brahmins, a Hindu priestly class.

e Conclusion: While aiming to address caste discrimination, Equality Labs' approach
has been perceived by some as promoting anti-Hindu bias, particularly against upper-
caste Hindus.

C. Federation of Indian American Christian Organizations of North America
(FIACONA)

e Overview: FIACONA represents Indian American Christians and advocates for their
rights.
e Anti-Hindu Bias Indicators:
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o Criticism of Hindu Nationalism: FIACONA has been critical of Hindu
nationalist movements, alleging persecution of Christians in India.

o Legal Involvement: The organization was named in a defamation lawsuit by
HAF, indicating adversarial positions.
e Conclusion: FIACONA's stance against Hindu nationalism suggests a bias, particularly
in the context of religious freedom and minority rights in India.

D. South Asian Americans Leading Together (SAALT)

e Overview: SAALT is a U.S.-based organization advocating for South Asian
communities, focusing on social justice and policy change.
e Anti-Hindu Bias Indicators:

o Reports on Hindu Nationalism: SAALT has published reports highlighting the
rise of Hindu nationalism and its alleged impact on minority communities,
which some interpret as portraying Hindu organizations negatively.

e Conclusion: While advocating for minority rights, SAALT's reports may reflect a bias
against Hindu nationalist groups by emphasizing their negative aspects.

E. Indian American Muslim Council (IAMC)

e QOverview: IAMC is an advocacy group representing Indian American Muslims,
focusing on human rights and civil liberties.

e Anti-Hindu Bias Indicators:

o Criticism of Hindutva: IAMC has been vocal against Hindutva ideology,
alleging its role in persecuting Muslims in India.

o Advocacy Against Hindu Organizations: The council has campaigned against
U.S.-based Hindu organizations, accusing them of supporting extremist
ideologies.

e Conclusion: IAMC's strong opposition to Hindutva indicates a bias against Hindu
nationalist groups, often portraying them in a negative light.

1. Dalit Solidarity Forum

e Description: Advocacy group highlighting caste discrimination and promoting Dalit
rights.

e Activities:

e Critiques Hindu organizations for perpetuating caste hierarchies and opposes
Hindutva's narrative of caste harmony.
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e Collaborates with international human rights groups to raise awareness
about caste-based issues.

e Bias Assessment:

e Alignment: Strongly opposes Hindu organizations and frames them as
enablers of systemic caste discrimination.

e Potential Bias:

e Focuses heavily on caste-related critiques, often framing Hinduism as
inseparable from caste oppression.

e Overlooks reform efforts within Hinduism and progressive
movements within Hindu organizations addressing caste inequalities.

2. Ambedkar King Study Circle (AKSC)

e Description: U.S.-based organization promoting the philosophies of Dr. B.R.
Ambedkar and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., focusing on caste and race issues.

e Activities:

e Strongly opposes Hindutva ideologies, viewing them as antithetical to
Ambedkar's vision of social justice.

e Critiques the VHP, RSS, and related organizations for undermining Dalit
rights and promoting caste hierarchies.

e Advocates for dismantling caste systems and promoting secularism.

e Bias Assessment:

e Alignment: Frames Hindutva and related Hindu nationalist organizations as
inherently oppressive to Dalits and minorities.

e Potential Bias:

e Fails to acknowledge Hindu reform movements inspired by
Ambedkar's vision, which exists within Hindu organizations.

e It uses a binary perspective of Ambedkarism versus Hindutva,
potentially oversimplifying the complexities of Indian social
dynamics.

3. India Civil Watch International (ICWI)
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e Description: International advocacy group focusing on human rights and democratic
values in India, often opposing Hindutva narratives and policies.

e Activities:

e Publicly critiques the BJP government and its alignment with Hindu
nationalist organizations like the RSS and VHP.

e Actively supports anti-CAA protests and campaigns for minority rights,
including Muslims, Christians, and Dalits.

e Highlights issues of press freedom, judicial independence, and suppression of
dissent in India.

e Bias Assessment:

e Alignment: Positions itself as a watchdog against perceived authoritarian
tendencies in Hindu nationalist politics.

e Potential Bias:

e Frames Hindutva as monolithically authoritarian and anti-secular,
often equating it with Indian governance under the BJP.

e Overlooks Hindu nationalist organizations' engagement with
pluralistic discourses and grassroots community efforts.

Overall Assessment

The organizations listed above exhibit anti-Hindu bias to varying degrees, primarily
through their criticism of Hindu nationalist ideologies and organizations. Their advocacy
often highlights alleged human rights violations and discrimination associated with Hindu
groups, which can contribute to a perception of bias against the broader Hindu
community.
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8. Analysis of Selected References and Footnotes

Vi.

Political Research Associates (PRA)

Reference: PRA reports critiquing HAF, referenced in multiple sections such as
Endnotes 83 and 54.

Page/Footnote: Page 54, Footnote 1.

Bias: PRA is a left-leaning think tank with a focus on exposing right-wing movements.
Their critiques of Hindu organizations like HAF often lack balanced perspectives.
Counter: Pro-Hindu sources like Koenraad Elst and Sita Ram Goel highlight how PRA’s
framing ignores historical grievances and cultural advocacy by Hindu groups.

Aria Thaker — Caravan Magazine

Reference: Reports on Hindutva influence in U.S. textbooks.

Page/Footnote: Page 59, Footnote 123.

Bias: Caravan has a consistent anti-Hindutva stance. Thaker’s work often conflates
Hindu cultural advocacy with extremism.

Counter: HAF’s advocacy for accurate representation of Hinduism in textbooks is
rooted in addressing Hinduphobia.

Felix Pal = Contemporary South Asia

Reference: The Shape of the Sangh.

Page/Footnote: Page 65, Footnote 58.

Bias: Critiques the organizational structure of RSS-affiliated groups in a manner
reflecting Western academic skepticism toward Hindu revivalism.

Counter: Works like *Ramesh Patange’s Manu, Sangh, and | provide firsthand
accounts of RSS's social reform initiatives.

Pratap Bhanu Mehta

Reference: The Tactical Sangh.

Page/Footnote: Page 65, Footnote 57.

Bias: Known for critiques of Hindutva and the BJP, framing them as authoritarian.
Counter: Mehta’s work lacks recognition of the RSS's role in social service and
national integration.

Michael Witzel

Reference: Statements on caste and Hindutva.

Page/Footnote: Page 58, Footnote 123.

Bias: Witzel’s scholarship on Sanskrit and Indian history is controversial for its anti-
Hindutva stance.

Counter: HAF’s advocacy for fair representation in education challenges Witzel’s
Eurocentric interpretations.

Kamala Visweswaran — Georgetown Journal of International
Affairs

Reference: The Hindutva View of History.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 39 ©2024, HINDUPACT

SUPREMACY



The Grahana in SAVERA — Analysis of Savera’s Report: HAF Way to Supremacy by AHAD

Vii.

viii.

xi.

Page/Footnote: Page 58, Footnote 125.

Bias: Visweswaran’s analysis critiques Hindu organizations for allegedly rewriting
history.

Counter: Scholars like Koenraad Elst argue for a balanced understanding of Indian
history

The New York Times

Reference: Reports on the India-Canada dispute.

Page/Footnote: Page 82, Footnote 540.

Bias: Often critical of India’s government and Hindu organizations.

Counter: Contextual reporting by Oplindia highlights Khalistani separatism and its
impact on the diaspora.

The Hill

Reference: The US Can Best Serve the India-Canada Dispute by Staying Out of It.
Page/Footnote: Page 82, Footnote 539.

Bias: Geopolitical commentary with limited understanding of Hindu perspectives.
Counter: HAF provides nuanced views on diaspora issues without endorsing political
extremism.

Ramesh Bhutada

Reference: Bhutada family’s support for HAF.

Page/Footnote: Page 74, Footnote 356.

Bias: Criticized for links to RSS and BJP.

Counter: Bhutada’s philanthropy supports community service and Hindu cultural
preservation.

Reuters

Reference: India-U.S. relations.

Page/Footnote: Page 65, Footnote 357.

Bias: Often critical of India’s policies under BJP.

Counter: Balanced perspectives are offered by Swarajya and Organiser.

The Washington Post

Reference: Reporting on CAA and Report 370.

Page/Footnote: Page 80, Footnote 538.

Bias: Critical of India’s policies.

Counter: HAF clarifies the humanitarian intent behind these policies.
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Xii.

Xiii.

Xiv.

XV.

XVi.

Outlook India

Reference: Reports on Hindu advocacy.
Page/Footnote: Page 80, Footnote 537.

Bias: Frequently critical of Hindu organizations.
Counter: Pro-Hindu voices provide contextual analysis.

Hinduism Today

Reference: Reports on HAF's advocacy.

Page/Footnote: Page 59, Footnote 135.

Bias: Balanced reporting on Hindu issues.

Support: Highlights HAF's commitment to religious rights.

Adam Goldman — The New York Times

Reference: Sikh-related issues.

Page/Footnote: Page 82, Footnote 542.

Bias: Critical of Indian policies.

Counter: Diaspora safety is a legitimate concern for HAF.

Friends of South Asia

Reference: Critique of HAF's textbook edits.
Page/Footnote: Page 58, Footnote 124.

Bias: Strong anti-Hindu bias.

Counter: HAF’s edits seek fair representation.

20. Lisa Gray — Houston Chronicle

Reference: Howdy Modi! event coverage.
Page/Footnote: Page 74, Footnote 356.

Bias: Balanced reporting on Indian-American events.
Support: Reflects community support for Hindu culture.
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D. Appendix

1. HinduHate Bias Detector Methodology

This analysis systematically evaluates bias and identifies patterns of Hindu hate within the report,
leveraging a structured, rule-based framework augmented by sentiment analysis and, where
applicable, deep learning models. The methodology ensures a thorough, reproducible, and
scientifically grounded approach, as outlined below:

1. Rules

e Several hundred reports were analyzed to create rules manually and automatically.
Approximately 2000 rules have been generated. The system is designed to
continuously enhance the algorithms by learning from the analyzed data.

2. Document Review and Extraction

e The report was reviewed in detail to identify key sections, phrases, and themes
relevant to Hindu organizations, Hindutva, and related narratives.

e The sources cited in the report were cataloged and categorized by type (e.g.,
academic, media, advocacy) to understand their relevance and potential biases.

3. Sentiment Analysis
e Purpose: To evaluate the tone and emotional bias within the report's language.
e Steps:

1. Text Preprocessing: The text was tokenized and cleaned (removal of stop
words, punctuation, etc.) for computational analysis.

2. Sentiment Scoring: Each sentence was classified as Positive, Negative, or
Neutral, using both lexicon-based techniques and NLP models.

3. Phrase Analysis: Bigrams and trigrams were analyzed to detect recurring
emotionally charged terms (e.g., "Hindu supremacist," "far-right advocacy").

4. Visualization: Results were presented as pie charts and word clouds to
represent sentiment trends clearly.

4. Deep Learning (if applicable)
e Model Architecture: For contextual and semantic text analysis, pre-trained deep
learning models like BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representations from

Transformers) were utilized.

e Applications:
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o Sentiment Classification: Identifying sentiment categories (Positive,
Negative, Neutral) for sentences and phrases.

o Bias and Rhetoric Detection: Detecting subtler forms of bias, such as
euphemisms, dysphemism, or inflammatory framing, using contextual
embeddings.

o Semantic Relationships: Understanding the connections between terms
to detect thematic patterns.

e Validation: Deep learning results were cross-verified with human assessments to
ensure reliability and interpretability.

5. Categorization and Tabular Representation

e Findings were systematically organized into tables for clarity. Key components
included:

o Bias Analysis: Detailed tables of biased sentences, categorized by subject,
sentiment, and type of bias.

o Source Bias Analysis: Sources were evaluated for type, bias indicators, and
potential biases, considering factors like selection, omission, framing, and
ideological leanings.

6. Scientific and Computational Integration
The methodology integrates rule-based frameworks, sentiment analysis, and deep
learning models where applicable to ensure a comprehensive evaluation of the report.
This approach effectively combines the precision of computational tools with interpretive
depth to identify bias, inflammatory rhetoric, and patterns of Hindu hate.

7. Narrative Analysis

The counter-narrative, event, leader, and bibliography analyses were constructed using a
purpose-specific LLM model with balanced sources.

8. Sentence Rephrasing and Summarization for Analysis

To facilitate the analysis, certain phrases and sentences utilized in the examination were
paraphrased while preserving their original meaning. To ensure transparency, all
paraphrased sentences are documented in the subsequent tables.
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2. Logical Fallacies Paraphrase - Paraphrased Statements

Statement

"Hindutva is inherently anti-
democratic and seeks to
undermine pluralism."

"HAF weaponizes
Hinduphobia to silence
critics."

"Hindu nationalism aligns
closely with white
supremacism in its goals."

"Hindu groups are
responsible for escalating
religious tensions globally."

"Critics of Hindutva face
threats of violence and
intimidation."

"Hindutva ideology is
comparable to fascism in its
exclusivist goals."

"Hindu advocacy groups only
seek to benefit upper castes."

"HAF aligns itself with
supremacist organizations to
advance its agenda."

"The RSS trains its members
for militant activities against
minorities."

"The American Sangh is a
replica of Indian extremist
groups."

Direct Quote from the Report

"Hindutva rejects the pluralistic, secular
vision of India to establish a Hindu
majoritarian state."

"HAF has weaponized claims of
Hinduphobia to stifle valid criticism of its
activities."

"Hindu nationalism and white supremacist
movements share common goals of
exclusion and dominance."

"The rise of Hindu nationalism has led to
increased religious conflicts in South Asia
and beyond."

"Hindutva supporters routinely intimidate
and threaten those who oppose their
ideology."

"Hindutva shares several characteristics
with fascist ideologies, including exclusivity
and intolerance of minorities."

"Hindu advocacy organizations
disproportionately represent the interests
of upper-caste Hindus."

"HAF collaborates with groups that have
been accused of supremacist ideologies to
further its goals."

"The RSS’s organizational model has been
criticized for allegedly encouraging militant
activities targeting minorities."

"The American Sangh mirrors the strategies
and goals of extremist groups in India."
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Reason for Paraphrase

Rephrased to highlight specific critiques
without generalizing all Hindutva

ideologies.

Simplified to focus on the critique
without ascribing malicious intent.

Adjusted to avoid conflating ideologies
with vastly different historical contexts.

Simplified to focus on the claim without
assuming causality for global tensions.

Adjusted to focus on specific incidents
rather than generalizing behavior across

all supporters.

Clarified the comparison without
equating Hindutva entirely to fascism.

Rephrased to acknowledge the critique
while avoiding overgeneralization.

Adjusted to emphasize accusations
without assuming direct alignment or

intent.

Reframed to present the critique
without asserting intent or actions as

definitive.

Paraphrased to focus on organizational
similarities without assuming identical

behavior or ideologies.
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3. Misleading Statistics, Omission, and Cherry-Picking - Paraphrased

Statements

"HAF works to justify the BJP's
human rights violations."

"HAF opposes protections
against caste discrimination."

"HAF has ties to extremist
organizations like the RSS and
VHP-A."

"HAF’s advocacy is rooted in
anti-Muslim bigotry."

"The Hindu supremacist
movement believes India
belongs only to Hindus."

"HAF demonizes Indian
Christians and Sikhs."

"HAF uses far-right tactics,
such as creating moral panics,
to attack critics."

"Hindutva's political goal
involves expulsion or
subordination of minorities."

"HAF has made great efforts to justify the
Hindu supremacist BJP’s numerous human
rights violations."

"HAF spent a significant portion of its
resources... to oppose the bill [SB403]."

"HAF’s deep and ongoing financial,
organizational, and interpersonal ties with
Hindu supremacist actors, including the
RSS and VHP-A."

"HAF demonizes Indian American Muslims,
Christians, and Sikhs in the U.S."

"The Hindu supremacist movement... seeks
to create a Hindu state around a narrow
interpretation of Hinduism."

"HAF demonizes Indian American Muslims,
Christians, and Sikhs in the U.S."

"HAF spun its own fearmongering narrative
around the invented idea of ‘Critical Caste
Theory.”"

"Hindu supremacists... seek to expel or
subordinate minorities, including Muslims,
Christians, and Dalits."
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Paraphrased to focus on the claim

without adopting loaded language

like "great efforts" or "supremacist
BJP."

Simplified to avoid potential bias
by contextualizing HAF's
opposition rather than assuming
hostility.

Simplified to avoid conflating
indirect ties with direct
endorsement of extremist
ideologies.

Paraphrased to neutralize the
loaded term "demonizes" and
focus on specific actions rather
than generalized accusations.

Simplified to avoid overly broad
generalizations about the entire
movement, focusing on specific
ideological subsets.

Narrowed focus to Christians and
Sikhs as per statement context and
omitted loaded term "demonizes."

Paraphrased to focus on the claim
of fearmongering without
repeating emotionally charged
language.

Simplified to focus on specific
policy goals rather than attributing
intent to the broader movement
without context.
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"HAF opposed SB403,
equating caste-based
protections to targeting
Hindus."

"HAF aligns with white
supremacists through the
Republican Hindu Coalition."

"HAF claimed that SB403 ‘calls South
Asians bigots, bullies, rapists, human
traffickers, even murderers.”"

"HAF and other American Sangh groups
began to frame the category of ‘Hindu
American’ in explicit distinction to ‘South
Asian’..."
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Paraphrased to remove
emotionally charged language and
focus on the opposition's
rationale.

Simplified to avoid unverified
claims of alignment and focus on
ideological framing differences.
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4. Euphemisms and Dysphemisms — Paraphrased Statements

Statement Direct Quote from the Report Reason for Paraphrase
"Hindu supremacist "Hindu supremacist movement believes India | Simplified to avoid conflating Hindu
movement" belongs only to Hindus." nationalism with supremacist ideology.
"Majoritarian fascism "Majoritarian fascism in one country is Rephrased to remove emotionally
rebranded as defense of rebranded as defense of minority rights in charged terms like "fascism" while
minority rights" another." retaining critique.
"Moral panic around "HAF spun its own fearmongering narrative Paraphrased to neutralize the
Critical Caste Theory" around the invented idea of Critical Caste emotionally charged term

Theory." "fearmongering."
"Demonizing Indian "HAF demonizes Indian American Muslims, Adjusted to emphasize actions rather
American Muslims, Christians, and Sikhs in the U.S." than attributing intent.

Christians, and Sikhs"

"Opposition to interfaith "HAF therefore appears increasingly Neutralized to focus on differing
coalitions that nurture civil = misaligned with spaces that seek to include perspectives without attributing
rights" Hindu Americans in multicultural and hostility.

interfaith coalitions."

"Hindu Far Right" "Actors within the Multiracial Far Right have Simplified to remove implied alighment
emphasized their minority identity while with extremism without sufficient
downplaying their far-right ideology." evidence.

"Weaponizing victimhood "The Far Right’s weaponization of victimhood | Simplified to avoid emotionally charged

to attack free speech" silences free speech and attacks progressive framing while retaining critique of
causes." perceived inconsistency.

"Claims to be a civil rights "HAF claims to be a civil rights organization Adjusted to reflect concerns about

organization while aligning | but aligns itself with supremacist groups." associations without direct assertions of

with supremacists" intent or alignment.

"Hindu nationalism is a "Hindutva...rejects the notion of a secular, Rephrased to clarify the specific

threat to democracy" pluralistic, democratic India." ideology being critiqued without broad

generalization.

"Hindu groups are creating | "The American Sangh seeks to orbit the Simplified to remove inflammatory
a multiracial Far Right" broader U.S. Far Right while remaining active | language while highlighting the tension
in civil rights coalitions." in alignment with different political
groups.
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5. False Equivalence — Paraphrased Statements

Statement

"HAF's critique of Critical
Caste Theory is equivalent to
far-right attacks on Critical
Race Theory."

"Hindutva's actions are
analogous to white
supremacist movements in
the U.S."

"Hindu nationalism and
Zionism serve as strategic
models for white
supremacists."

"Hindu advocacy groups
weaponize victimhood like
Christian nationalists."

"The American Sangh's tactics
mirror those of extremist
political groups in India."

"HAF aligns itself with white
supremacists by supporting
Republican policies."

"Hindu opposition to SB403 is
equivalent to anti-affirmative
action movements."

"HAF's advocacy for Hindu
rights undermines interfaith
solidarity, like MAGA
movements."

"HAF's focus on Hinduphobia
mimics far-right rhetoric of
victimhood."

"Hindutva is as dangerous as
other ethno-nationalist
movements globally."

Direct Quote from the Report

"HAF manufactured a moral panic
around Critical Caste Theory, a direct
analogue to far-right attacks on Critical
Race Theory."

"The Hindu supremacist movement
works with other far-right actors to
advance anti-democratic politics."

"Hindu advocacy groups use tactics
similar to right-wing Zionist groups in
their alliance with far-right elements."

"The Far Right’s weaponization of
victimhood silences free speech and
attacks progressive causes."

"The American Sangh relies on
organizational diffusion like its Indian
counterparts, creating distinct but
interconnected entities."

"HAF’s alignment with far-right actors
has grown through advocacy for policies
aligned with Republican interests."

"HAF’s opposition to SB403 mirrors
anti-affirmative action narratives in the
Far Right."

"HAF's positions pit Hindu Americans
against other communities of color in
ways similar to MAGA movements."

"HAF's fearmongering around
Hinduphobia mirrors far-right
victimhood claims."

"Hindutva seeks to create a Hindu state
around a narrow interpretation of
Hinduism, akin to other ethno-
nationalist movements."
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Reason for Paraphrase

Paraphrased to reduce emotional framing
and focus on specific objections rather than
generalizing motivations.

Simplified to avoid assuming direct
equivalence and focus on documented
collaborations.

Adjusted to highlight strategic similarities
without suggesting identical goals or
implications.

Neutralized by focusing on the claim of
victimhood without equating motivations
Or consequences across groups.

Rephrased to acknowledge structural
similarities without assuming identical
tactics or goals.

Focused on policy alignment without
suggesting overarching ideological
equivalence.

Clarified by separating specific objections
from broader far-right ideologies.

Paraphrased to highlight tensions without
conflating strategies or objectives with
MAGA politics.

Simplified to address Hinduphobia
concerns without directly equating them to
broader far-right rhetoric.

Adjusted to reflect the specific goals of

Hindutva without suggesting equivalent
danger or outcomes globally.
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6. Hidden Patterns and Trends — Paraphrased Statements

Statement

Direct Quote from the Report

Reason for Paraphrase

"Hindutva is as dangerous as
other ethno-nationalist
movements."

"HAF aligns itself with white
supremacists by supporting
policies."

"HAF demonizes Indian
American Muslims, Christians,
and Sikhs."

"Hindu advocacy groups
weaponize victimhood."

"The American Sangh mirrors
extremist groups in India."

"Majoritarian fascism
rebranded as defense of
minority rights."

"Hindu supremacist
movement believes India
belongs only to Hindus."

"HAF’s leaders have deep ties
to extremist organizations."

"HAF opposes protections
against caste discrimination."

"Hindutva pits Hindus against
all other minority
communities."

"Hindutva... is akin to other ethno-
nationalist movements that undermine
democracy."

"HAF aligns with far-right actors through
advocacy for policies similar to Republican
interests."

"HAF demonizes Indian American Muslims,
Christians, and Sikhs in the U.S."

"Hindu groups weaponize the notion of
victimhood to silence critics and advance
their agenda."

"The American Sangh relies on tactics similar
to Indian extremist groups, creating a
network of interconnected organizations."

"Majoritarian fascism in one country is
rebranded as defense of minority rights in
another."

"The Hindu supremacist movement seeks to
create a Hindu state by expelling or
subordinating minorities."

"HAF leaders have financial, organizational,
and interpersonal ties with Hindu
supremacist groups like RSS and VHP-A."

"HAF opposed SB403, calling it an attack on
Hindus and South Asians."

"Hindutva separates Hindus from Muslims,
Christians, and Dalits, framing them as
adversaries."
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Simplified to focus on the
comparison without equating
impacts or goals directly.

Clarified to emphasize alignment
without conflating goals or
ideologies.

Adjusted to remove emotionally
charged terms like "demonizes" and
focus on specific criticisms.

Paraphrased to avoid presuming
intent or motivations without
evidence.

Rephrased to acknowledge
similarities without assuming
identical goals or tactics.

Paraphrased to neutralize charged
language like "fascism" and focus
on structural critiques.

Simplified to reflect specific
allegations without attributing
uniformity across the movement.

Adjusted to separate individual
actions from organizational
affiliations and reduce
generalizations.

Simplified to remove accusatory
framing and focus on the specific
issue of SB403 opposition.

Paraphrased to emphasize specific

claims without presenting a blanket
antagonism across all minorities.
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7. Bias Analysis — Paraphrased Statements

Statement

Direct Quote from the

Report

Reason for
Paraphrase

"Hindutva is as dangerous as other
ethno-nationalist movements."

"HAF aligns itself with white
supremacists by supporting
policies."

"HAF demonizes Indian American
Muslims, Christians, and Sikhs."

"The Hindu supremacist
movement believes India belongs
only to Hindus."

"HAF opposed SB403 to protect
Hindu bigotry."

"HAF weaponizes victimhood to

attack free speech."

"Hindutva pits Hindus against all
other minority communities."

"Hindu nationalism mirrors white
supremacy in the U.S."

"Hindu groups use far-right tactics
to create moral panics."

"The American Sangh operates
like extremist groups in India."

"Hindutva... is akin to other ethno-
nationalist movements that undermine
democracy."

"HAF’s alignment with far-right actors
has grown through advocacy for
policies similar to Republican interests."

"HAF demonizes Indian American
Muslims, Christians, and Sikhs in the
us."

"Hindu supremacists believe India is the
rightful homeland of Hindus alone."

"HAF opposed SB403, arguing it was an
attack on Hindus and South Asians."

"HAF has weaponized its perceived
victimhood to stifle legitimate criticisms
and silence dissent."

"Hindutva rejects the pluralistic idea of
India by pitting Hindus against Muslims,
Christians, and Dalits."

"Hindutva’s exclusivist agenda mirrors
the goals of white supremacist groups
in the United States."

"Hindu groups manufacture crises
around Hinduphobia to stoke fears and
silence opposition."

"The American Sangh borrows
organizational models from Indian
extremist groups to create a vast,
interconnected network."
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Adjusted to reflect a comparative
critique without equating impacts
or goals directly.

Paraphrased to avoid conflating
support for policies with
endorsement of supremacist
ideologies.

Simplified to avoid attributing intent
without evidence and focus on
specific critiques.

Adjusted to focus on specific
ideological claims without broad
generalizations about Hindus.

Paraphrased to clarify objections
without suggesting malicious intent.

Neutralized emotionally charged
language to focus on actions rather
than intent.

Rephrased to emphasize specific
claims without presenting
antagonism across all minorities.

Paraphrased to highlight differences
in goals and historical context while
retaining critique.

Adjusted to reduce emotionally
loaded terms like "manufacture
crises" and focus on specific actions.

Rephrased to avoid conflating

organizational tactics with
ideological alignment or intent.
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8. Media Bias Analysis — Paraphrased Statements

Statement

Direct Quote from the

Report

Reason for
Paraphrase

"Hindu supremacist movement
seeks to expel minorities from
India."

"HAF consistently supports anti-
minority legislation."

"Critics have long accused Hindutva
of fostering violence."

"HAF aligns itself with far-right
groups to silence critics."

"HAF Way to Supremacy" (headline)

"Hindu groups manufacture crises
to stoke fears of Hinduphobia."

"Hindu supremacist organizations
like RSS and HAF."

"Extremist Hindu groups violently
suppress dissent."

"HAF's critique of caste legislation
mirrors far-right attacks on critical
race theory."

"Hindutva's exclusivist agenda
undermines democracy."

"The Hindu supremacist movement
seeks to expel or subordinate
minorities in India, threatening its
pluralistic ethos."

"HAF has worked against bills designed
to protect minority rights, like SB403."

"Critics allege that Hindutva fosters an
environment of hostility and violence
against minorities."

"HAF’s alignment with far-right groups
has included amplifying their
narratives to suppress opposition."

"HAF Way to Supremacy: How the
Hindu American Foundation Amplifies
Bigotry"

"Hindu advocacy groups manufacture
a moral panic around Hinduphobia."

"RSS, VHP, and HAF are examples of
Hindu supremacist organizations
according to critics."

"Extremist Hindu groups have
responded violently to dissenting
voices."

"HAF's objections to caste protections
echo the language of far-right critiques
of Critical Race Theory."

"Hindutva’s emphasis on cultural
homogeneity undermines democratic
pluralism."
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Paraphrased to focus on the
specific claims made without
amplifying sensationalist tones.

Adjusted to present HAF’s stance
without assuming intent or
ascribing a uniform motive.

Rephrased to emphasize allegations
rather than asserting as fact.

Simplified to reduce accusatory
framing and focus on documented
alignments.

Reframed to avoid prejudgment
and retain neutrality while
maintaining the report's critique.

Adjusted to focus on the critique
without suggesting calculated
manipulation.

Paraphrased to attribute claims to
critics rather than stating them as
facts.

Adjusted to focus on actions rather
than ascribing broad labels to
groups.

Reframed to avoid false
equivalence and focus on the
specific language used.

Adjusted to address specific

critiques of Hindutva's ideology
without overgeneralizing its effects.
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9. Computational Algorithm for Sentiment Analysis and Numeric Score
Calculation

Step-by-Step Process:
1. Text Extraction:
o Extracted text from the uploaded PDF documents using the PyPDF2 library.
o For each file, processed multiple pages and concatenated the text into a
single string.
2. Preprocessing:
o Cleaned the extracted text by:
= Removing excess whitespace and special characters using regular
expressions.
= Converting text to lowercase (not strictly necessary for sentiment
analysis).
3. Sentiment Analysis Using TextBlob:
o Sentiment Polarity Calculation:
= TextBlob breaks the text into sentences.
= For each sentence, TextBlob calculates a polarity score between -1
(most negative) and 1 (most positive):
= Positive Polarity: Score > 0.05.
= Neutral Polarity: Score between -0.05 and 0.05.
= Negative Polarity: Score <-0.05.
4. Categorizing Sentiments:
o Counted the number of sentences in each category:
= Positive: Polarity > 0.05.
= Neutral: -0.05 < Polarity < 0.05.
= Negative: Polarity < -0.05.
o This gave the counts of positive, neutral, and negative sentences.
5. Sentiment Score Calculation:
o Numeric Sentiment Score:
= Calculated as:
Sentiment Score=Positive Count-Negative Count\text{Sentiment Score} = \text{Positive
Count} - \text{Negative Count}Sentiment Score=Positive Count—Negative Count
o This reflects the overall sentiment balance:
=  Positive Score: Indicates more positive sentiment.
= Negative Score: Indicates more negative sentiment.
Example Calculation:
If the sentiment counts are:
e Positive: 20
e Neutral: 30
e Negative: 250
The sentiment score is:
Sentiment Score=20-250=-230\text{Sentiment Score} = 20 - 250 = -
230Sentiment Score=20-250=-230
Visualization:
e Pie Chart: Represents the distribution of positive, neutral, and negative sentiments.
¢ Title and Labels: Clearly identify categories and proportions.
This approach ensures that the sentiment score numerically captures the balance of
sentiment in the analyzed text.
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10. Glossary

General Terms

1. Alarmist: Language or behavior exaggerating dangers or threats to provoke fear or
urgency.

2. Bias: Systematic favoritism or prejudice in language models or data processing, leading to
unfair or skewed outcomes.

3. Bias Analysis: The process of examining content to identify and evaluate biases in
language, data, or reporting.

4. Charged Words: Words that carry strong emotional connotations, often used to
influence perception or reaction.

5. Cherry Picking: Selectively presenting evidence that supports a specific viewpoint while
ignoring contradictory data.

6. Dysphemism: The use of harsh or negative terms to describe something, often to create
a critical or derogatory perception.

7. Emotional Triggers: Words or phrases designed to provoke an emotional response from
the audience.

8. Emotive Words: Language that evokes strong emotional reactions, used to sway opinions
or sentiments.

9. Euphemism: A mild or neutral term used in place of a harsh or direct one to soften its
impact.

10. Framing Techniques: Methods that shape how a story or issue is presented influence
audience perception.

11. Hidden Patterns and Trends: Subtle, often non-obvious correlations or structures
identified through natural language processing analysis.

12. Loaded Language: Words or phrases with heavy emotional implications designed to sway
opinions or emotions.

13. Logical Fallacy: A flaw in reasoning that undermines the logic of an argument.

14. Polemical: Content that is strongly critical, controversial, or argumentative, often
intended to provoke debate.

15. Sentiment Analysis: The process of using NLP to determine the emotional tone or
sentiment behind text data.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 54 ©2024, HINDUPACT

SUPREMACY



The Grahana in SAVERA — Analysis of Savera’s Report: HAF Way to Supremacy by AHAD
16. Source Bias: The tendency of a source to favor certain perspectives, affecting the
objectivity of information.

17. Story Framing: The practice of structuring a narrative to emphasize certain themes,
angles, or viewpoints.

18. Word Cloud: A visual representation of word frequency in a dataset where more
frequent words appear larger.

Logical Fallacies

1. Ad Hominem: Attacking the person making an argument instead of addressing the
argument itself.

2. Ambiguity: Using ambiguous language to mislead or misrepresent the truth.

3. Anecdotal: Relying on personal experiences or isolated examples instead of solid
evidence.

4. Appeal to Authority: Asserting a claim is true because an authority figure endorses it,
regardless of evidence.

5. Appeal to Emotion: Manipulating emotions to win an argument instead of using logic or
evidence.

6. Appeal to Nature: Arguing that something is inherently good or right because it is
natural.

7. Bandwagon: Suggesting something is correct or desirable because many people believe
it.
8. Begging the Question: Assuming the conclusion of an argument within the argument

itself, leading to circular reasoning.

9. Black-or-White: Presenting only two options when more possibilities exist (false
dilemma).

10. Burden of Proof: Placing the responsibility of disproving a claim on others rather than
proving it oneself.

11. Composition/Division: Assuming what is true of the part is true of the whole, or vice
versa.

12. False Cause: Assuming a causal relationship between two events because they occur
together.

13. Genetic: Judging something as good or bad based on its origin rather than its current
context.

AHAD ANALYSIS OF SAVERA’S REPORT: HAF WAY TO 55 ©2024, HINDUPACT
SUPREMACY



The Grahana in SAVERA — Analysis of Savera’s Report: HAF Way to Supremacy by AHAD
14. Loaded Question: Asking a question with an assumption that traps the respondent into
an implied admission.
15. Middle Ground: Assuming the compromise between two extremes must be correct.

16. No True Scotsman: Dismissing counterexamples by redefining the criteria to exclude
them.

17. Personal Incredulity: Disbelieving something because it seems difficult to understand.

18. Slippery Slope: Arguing that one action will inevitably lead to a series of negative
consequences.

19. Special Pleading: Applying rules to others but making exceptions for oneself or one’s
argument.

20. Strawman: Misrepresenting someone’s argument to make it easier to attack.

21. The Fallacy Fallacy: Assuming that if an argument contains a fallacy, its conclusion must
be false.

22. The Gambler's Fallacy: Believing that past random events affect future outcomes (e.g.,
thinking a coin is due to land heads).

23. The Texas Sharpshooter: Cherry-picking data to fit a specific conclusion, ignoring data
that doesn’t fit.

24. Tu Quoque: Dismissing criticism by accusing the critic of the same flaw.
Media Bias Categories

1. Adjective and Adverb Bias: Using descriptive language that subtly conveys judgment or
opinion.

2. Bias by Labeling: Using labels to categorize individuals or groups in a way that conveys
bias.

3. Bias by Omission: Leaving out relevant information that could alter the audience’s
understanding.

4. Cultural and Ideological Bias: Framing stories through the lens of specific cultural or
ideological beliefs.

5. Class Bias: Favoring or disfavoring certain social classes through reporting choices.

6. Confirmation Bias: Presenting information that supports pre-existing beliefs while
ignoring contradictory data.
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7. False Balance: Giving equal weight to both sides of an issue even when one side lacks
evidence.

8. Gender Bias: Favoring or disfavoring individuals based on gender stereotypes or
assumptions.

9. Geographic Bias: Emphasizing certain regions over others affecting how stories are
covered.

10. Logical Fallacies and Misleading Statements: Using flawed reasoning or deceptive
statements in reporting.

11. Placement and Headline Bias: Positioning stories or using headlines to highlight or
downplay certain events.

12. Racial Bias: Portraying individuals or groups differently based on race or ethnicity.

13. Selection of Sources: Using sources that align with a particular viewpoint while ignoring
others.

14. Sensationalism: Exaggerating or dramatizing events to attract attention.

15. Spin: Presenting information in a way that favors a particular perspective or
interpretation.

16. Story Framing: Structuring news narratives to emphasize specific aspects or themes.

17. Temporal Bias: Prioritizing recent events over historical context or more profound
analysis.
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