
Dear Sir:
I am writing on behalf of the Canadian Hindu Alliance (CHA), an Ottawa-based organization.  Our group works on policy-level initiatives that strengthen the long-term safety, dignity and resilience of the Hindu community across Canada.
CHA and its members have been closely following recent policy developments, both at the federal and local municipal levels.  While we support recent initiatives, your reporting on these issues has been somewhat misleading and harmful.  In a recent detailed article regarding the proposed bubble law in Ottawa, your reporting was misleading on two points of special importance to our community.
At the federal level, we are strongly supportive of the federal initiatives outlined in Bill C-9, currently making its way through the legislative process.  Over the last several months, we have made suggestions to the federal government to improve the Bill from our vantage point.  Specifically, we have pointed out that the swastika is an important element of Hindu religious practices and has been so for millennia.  We were concerned that the original Bill identified hatred only for two groups, Islamophobia and Anti-semitism, leaving others to be inferred.  The federal government revised its text to reflect these concerns and clearly identified the Nazi Hakenkreuz as a symbol of hate.  As well, the current version of C-9 has removed specific references to specific communities and is using language more suited to all Canadians.
In spite of these important changes in the legislation, your reporting continues to use the language of the original Bill.  While legislation itself is critical, the public understanding of that legislation and its implementation is equally important.  By continuing to describe the swastika as a symbol of hate, you contribute to the public misunderstanding and, thereby, create substantial risk for Hindus in the ongoing practice of their religion.
Let me turn briefly to the other concern mentioned above.  While two communities, Islamic and Jewish, have legitimate concerns with hate that applies equally to other, less vocal, communities.  The Hindu community has generally been less inclined to express its concerns than others.  That is no longer the case. Public discussion of hate-related issues must take into account the concerns of all communities.  The current version of the legislation does that, but your reporting does not.
Finally, at the municipal level, we support the introduction of a bubble by law.  We will be following the municipal discussions to ensure that its terms and conditions further the safe and secure practice of Hindu religious practice.
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