
 
Attn:- Tim Davie. 

Director General  

BBC  

 

29th October 2022 

Re : - Protest out-side the BBC London premises– 29th October 2022 

In 2004 Britains Hindus came together to condemn the anti-hindu bias in the BBC’s output. In the last 18 years 

the bias has gotten worse and it is now openly anti-Hindu and Hinduphobic . The BBC’s  coverage of the violent 

attacks on Leicester Hindus by Islamists was the worst reporting seen so far and has contributed to the 

concealment of an attempt to ethnically cleanse an area of Leicester of Hindus. The BBC was complicit in 

covering up the greatest catalogue of anti-Hindu hate crimes seen in recent years and this prejudice has been 

condemned globally. As was reported in the Indian press “At best, the BBC has shifted from totally blaming 

Hindus for the violence to essentially saying that they don't know who started the violence. However, they 

are continuing to shield the Islamists of Leicester while tacitly throwing the victims - Hindus - under the 

bus.” (Opindia 26/09)) 

In response to the BBC'S relentless biased and hateful reporting on India and Hindus, we have assembled 

together today to protest and to advise you that we intend to continue protesting until the BBC cease its 

unrelenting vilification and dehumanisation of Hindus globally and of “licence-fee paying” British Hindus 

especially.  

We Hindus always prefer to be a part of the solution, preferring evolution to revolution but this is not possible 

without both parties subscribing to this desire. We have not seen any indication that our approach is 

reciprocated and have therefore undertaken this protest, which may well be the first of many such protests.  

The BBC’s reporting on matters relating to events in India and particularly relating to Hindus and Hinduism are 

anti-Hindu and Hinduphobic and completely in contravention of the terms of your Charter and of our working 

definition of Hinduphobia, which is attached.  

Your reports are almost invariably half-truths and inuendo, designed to seed, incite and create conflict and are 

clearly intended to malign and demonise the Hindu community in this country and internationally. . 

We attach a small example as evidence of the hateful content which is routinely produced by your 

organisation for your consideration (we have many more for eventual submission to OfCom) and hope that 

you will arrange to meet a small delegation to discuss this matter and move towards a resolution as opposed 

to continued conflict and ill-feeling and harm to our community.  

 

On behalf of British Hindus, licence payers. 

Dr Vivek Kaul    drvivekkaul@gmail.com 

Dr Sneh S Kathuria   snehsunny@hotmail.co.uk 

Pt Satish K Sharma   satishs@globalhindufederation.org 

Shri Nitin Mehta MBE   animalahimsa@gmail.com 

Sr Darshan Singh Nagi   nagid108@gmail.com  

 

 

 

 

Attached : Anti-Hinduism, Hinduphobia Working Definition 

 

 



 
 

The following is a typical headline in one of your reports: 

'Beaten and humiliated by Hindu mobs for being a Muslim in India'. This heading is designed to create 

conflict and disorder. It is irresponsible identitarian “divide and run” cheap gutter journalism. It is self-evident 

that reports of this nature cause further inter-communal tension and stigmatise Hindus.  

Writing for the 2008 edition of the peer reviewed Historical Journal of Film, Radio and Television, Alasdair 

Pinkerton analysed the coverage of India by the BBC from India's 1947 independence from British rule to 2008. 

Pinkerton observed a tumultuous history involving allegations of anti-India bias in the BBC's reportage, 

particularly during the Cold War, and concluded that the BBC's coverage of South Asian geopolitics and 

economics showed a pervasive and hostile anti-India bias because of the BBC'S alleged imperialist and neo-

colonialist stance.  In 2008, the BBC was criticised for referring to the men who carried out the November 2008 

attacks in Mumbai as "gunmen", rather than "terrorists," used to describe the attacks in UK. In protest against 

the use of the word "gunmen" by the BBC, journalist M.J. Akbar refused to take part in an interview after the 

Mumbai attacks and criticised the BBC's reportage of the incident. (Wikipedia) 

In 2017 the Sunday Guardian Mumbai published an article titled 'UK media's anti-India bias all too evident' 

stating: 

On 15 August 2017, BBC 2 Newsnight held a discussion on the partition. It was a programme of unrelenting 

negativity on India. The programme presenter had the temerity to say that Gandhi had failed in his attempt to 

liberate India in a non-violent way and that he was irrelevant in 1946. Again and again the subject of cow 

vigilantes was brought up. The worst part is that the so called India experts of Indian origin were even more 

vicious than the other guests. The first expert was Professor Sunil Khilnani, who holds the India Chair at Kings 

College. He said Modi was talking harmony but failing to stop Hindu violence. And then came the familiar 

refrain: “ As an Indian I am very worried the way India is going under the current leadership.” The other 

panellist, Professor Joya Chatterji from Oxford University compared the partition to something like Brexit and 

there was laughter in the audience. When a lie is repeated again and again, it gains credibilty. A country which 

has given shelter to persecuted Parses, Jews, Tibetans, Bahai's  and many more has been stigmatised as 

intolerant! The following are the words that are prominent in BBC'S reporting of India: Fear, Hate, 

Violence, Violence, Hindu  Muslim, Kashmir, Cow, Mob and Protest.  

Increasing numbers of licence fee-paying British citizens and the British Government now accept that the BBC 

is habitually peddling fake narratives on India and Hindus at a time when India and Britain are on the verge of 

signing a historical free trade agreement. Your biased reporting on the world's largest democracy and one of 

the biggest economies of the world is clearly against the national interests of India & the United Kingdom, 

unless of course social unrest in India is deemed by your organisation to be in the interests of the UK, as it was 

during the illegal occupation of India by Great Britain. 

  



 
Introduction to Definition 

 

Intersectarian tensions have resulted in hate crimes and hate speech against Hindus throughout the 

UK from 28 August to date. For this reason, we request that the safety of Hindus is made an 

immediate priority of the UK Government, along with appropriate prosecution of offences. The 

absence of a working definition for anti Hinduism, anti Hindu sentiment or Hinduphobia presently 

obscures rectification of social cohesion and compromises judicial decision making. 

 

Recognisable anti Hindu tropes, themes, acts, and artefacts are apparent within the Leicester 

incidents. Responses to Leicester revealed a lack of awareness as to the gravity of the simmering 

tensions. We believe this exacerbated risk by compromising responses of the government, law 

enforcement, community organisations and the media. Hindu groups were unprepared, did not have 

sufficient knowledge and resources to assess the risks, to issue communications or roll-out adequate 

safety programs. Denial of the presence of anti Hindu rhetoric and hate crimes have fuelled and 

incited further hate such that Hindus still face humiliating bias, prejudice, stigmatisation and factual 

distortion within the media and on social media. 

 

To surmount this epistemic barrier, we provide you with our working definition. It is based upon 

historic use of the terms anti Hindu, anti Hindu sentiment and Hinduphobia within digitised texts 

from UK, India and former British Dominions from the 19th to the 21st Century. A forthcoming peer- 

reviewed paper summarising the literature in support of the paper is currently in production. Due to 

urgency, the proposed definition is brought forward for your kind review to assist policy, legislation, 

and prosecution of aggravated offences in the UK. 

 

A working definition demands application to test and verify against ongoing incidents and cases. 

Such work requires a multi-armed program to survey, analyse, identify and problem solve the painful 

impact upon the Hindu community of anti Hindu bigotry. The scope of such a program is limited by 

access to resources, funds, and knowledge within the Hindu and other communities on anti 

Hinduism, Hinduphobia and intersectarian communalism. Counter extremism and crime prevention 

experts are only beginning to take heed of the ideologies and profiles of offenders. A vast lacuna 

remains within the system at every level. 

 

It is important to note that historic use of terms, upon which this definition is built, cannot    

incorporate all case studies of historic systemic and institutional anti Hindu denial, negation, 

prejudice, and vilification. Well known colonial figures predominate throughout key turning points in 

the development of anti Hinduism such as James Mills, Lord Wellesley and Churchill. These political 

actors and their agents arise within the literature repeatedly on anti Hindu sentiment or 

Hinduphobia. 

 

Given that coinage and the conceptual development of Hinduphobia occurred during the British 

colonial era, led by British authors, the media, politicians and their subjects, it is incumbent upon the 

British establishment to incorporate the terms appropriately, as they do for others – such as 

antisemitism and anti Muslim sentiment. British Hindus need these terms to fully determine their 

legal, civil, and human rights as citizens under the Crown. In the 75th year post-Independence, let 

the incidents of Leicester catalyse social change for Hindus by acceptance of these terms that have 

articulated denial, negation, prejudice and vilification against Hindus since the time of King Edward  

and Queen Victoria. 
 
Sponsored by:- 
Pt Satish K Sharma MBCS FRSA, Director Global Hindu Federation Ltd, satishs@globalhindufederation.org 
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Sarah L Gates ECU PhD Candidate. Director Hindu Human Rights Australasia. Contact@hinduhumanrights.com.au 
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Anti Hindu, Anti Hindu Sentiment and Hinduphobia – working definition 
Sarah L Gates, Edith Cowan University. Director, Hindu Human Rights Australasia. 
 

Anti Hindu sentiment or Hinduphobia is denial, negation, prejudice or vilification against 

Hindus, Hinduism, or Hinduness. 

 

Hindus, Hinduism, Hinduness 

Hindus are people who identify as Hindu, Dharmic or Sanatani, who subscribe to Sanatana Dharma 

and whose faith – which may include atheism – is grounded in diverse traditions indigenous to India. 

Hinduism is Sanatana Dharma, a complex and pluralistic set of traditions, customs and cultural 

practices which are indigenous to and rooted in the Indian subcontinent for over five millennia. 

Hinduness is the specific quality or state of being Hindu applied to persons, artefacts, property, 

tangible or intangible cultural heritage. 

 

Long definition 

Anti Hindu sentiment or Hinduphobia aggravates acts of exclusion, discrimination, vilification, 

mischaracterisation, and abuse. Anti Hindu denial is when Hindus, Hindu identity, faith, and culture 

are absent referents. This includes the denial of anti Hindu sentiment and Hinduphobia. Anti Hindu 

negation is when Hindus and their identity, faith, and culture, by omission or commission, are 

excluded, devalued, and backgrounded. Anti Hindu prejudice is bias against Hindu identity, faith, and 

culture. Anti Hindu vilification is when Hindus, Hindu identity, faith and culture are abused and 

disparaged, misrepresented, maligned, demonised, distorted, and criminalised. Anti Hinduism, anti 

Hindu sentiment and Hinduphobia are interchangeable terms1. 

 

Manifestations of Anti Hindu sentiment and Hinduphobia 

Historically, manifestations of anti Hindu sentiment, prejudice and bias may be complex, compound, 

can include or exclude factors of identity, ethnicity, race, nationality, culture, and faith. Denial, 

negation, prejudice and vilification of Hindus, Hinduism and Hinduness manifests distinctly to other 

kinds of bias by the typical inclusion of paganphobia and indigenophobia. Non-ethnic Hindus 

experience these by their status of heathen or pagan practitioners of an Indigenous culture by proxy. 

Abuse of Hindus often includes elements of intersectarian hate, lateral violence and racism. This is 

due to the predominance of Indian or Asian ethnicity, persons of colour and because religiously 

motivated prejudice is inflicted upon Hindus due to their identity, faith and culture by non-Hindu 

religious fundamentalists or atheists alike. 

Acts of abuse follow normative patterns of violence found elsewhere, manifesting as do other forms 

of bias and prejudice that are grounded upon xenophobia and bigotry, including historic systemic 

and institutionalised modes stemming from the impacts of imperialism and colonialism. This claim 

rests on a history of colonial rule, anti Hindu laws such as Jizya, oppression of religious freedoms, 

exploitation, geopolitical economic disparity, indentured labour, anti Hindoo immigration laws, 

discrimination, systemic prejudice and in some cases, violent persecution to the extent of ethnic 

cleansing, massacres, cultural and ethnic genocide. 

 

1 Anti Hindu was coined by 1809, the term Hinduphobia by 1866 and anti Hindu feeling common from early 20th C 
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