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Dear Dr. Wartella:

I have learned that the UC, Riverside is considering hiring Dr. Pashaura Singh to fill the Endowed Chair on the Sikhism and Punjabi Studies.  Being an academician and a concerned member of the Sikh/Punjabi community, I feel obliged to share with you some of my concerns on this issue for your consideration in the selection process. 
 First of all, I take this liberty to introduce myself. I have been a professor/Scientist at California State University, Fresno.. I cooperate with UC scientists in research endeavors including UC, Riverside. Humbly, I have my share of reputation at the International level in my field of expertise i.e. Genetics. At the same time, I have an avid interest in Punjabi and English literatures and theology. In these fields I have published extensively, and a list of publications is attached.  Also I have a number of literary awards in my credit as a writer and a critic. Apart from my articles on literary criticism, many articles have been published on topic of the Sikh religious studies.
One of my research articles was written on Dr. Pashaura Singh’s thesis which was later published in a book form namely, Planned Attack on Aad Guru Granth Sahib: Academics or Blasphemy, pages63-83. Can be seen on the site:
                               http:www.globalsikhstudies.net/pdf/planned%20attack.pdf.
Aad Guru Granth Sahib is the Holy book of the Sikhs like Bible, Quran, and Torah. With this brief description of my background, I wish to share my sincere concerns regarding the candidacy of Dr. Pashaura Singh. While I firmly believe that academic excellence, achievements and moral character should be given priority in hiring individuals at the University level. However, I have to remark that Dr. Pashaura Singh does not have this distinction. My reasons are founded on the following grounds:
1. Dr. Pashaura Singh’s Ph.D. thesis contains technical, theoretical and theological flaws.  Technically, the selection of his materials is fictitious, historically unauthentic, concocted and designed to draw desired conclusions. In my article I wrote, “Pashaura Singh lacks suitability of materials and methodology, therefore, scientific data. It seems that his conclusions are preconceived, and the data is concocted to comply with the desired results.”  Scientists and scholars regard such research as “concocted’. 
2. Theoretically, he applies historical research methodology which is applicable in those cases of scriptures which were written after the demise of their Prophets. Aad Guru Granth Sahib was compiled by the living Gurus and authenticated with their signatures (Nishan). Sikhism is not a history grounded religion; therefore, historical methodology of research is inapplicable. Historical methodology is suitable to study Old Testament, New Testament and Quran because those were written after the demise of their respective Prophets. 

3. Theologically, one cannot change the written words of a holy scripture. One can interpret them and may draw different occlusions of the religiosity of the scriptures. However, to suggest changes in the scripture is a blasphemous act by any standard of any religion. We have examples of blasphemous acts of Copernicus and Galileo in Christianity in the 15th centaury and most recently in Islam in reference to Salman Rushdie’s writing of ‘The Satanic Verses’ which was declared blasphemous act by the custodians of Islam. In all these cases people were or have been either put to stake or ordered to be killed. While I strongly disagree with the nature of Fatwa, yet the concerns of the followers of their religious beliefs cannot be ignored and reduced to a subsidiary importance. Pashaura Singh has also committed such acts of blasphemy and was summoned by the highest authority of Sikh religion to explain his acts of blasphemy. He had to offer himself to the clergy and admitted all his misinterpretations of Guru Granth Sahib and subsequently he was declared as Tankhaeya( Guilty of blasphemy) to serve the punishment. He accepted to make corrections in his dissertation according to the instructions of the High Sikh Authority before publishing his thesis in whatever form.  But he did not follow their instructions and published his thesis in the original form.  As a result he is at the risk of being called back again by the High Sikh Authority.  Due to his unethical behavior and idiosyncratic attitude he does not enjoy cordial relations with the Sikh community at large, particularly among the North American Sikh/Punjabi Diaspora.  He claims to be a practicing Sikh. On the contrary, he goes against his own religious beliefs when he unnecessarily challenges the authenticity of the sacred scripture of the Sikhs. It seems that he is caught between the dilemma of falsified research included in his Ph.D. thesis and the pressure of his mentors who promised him gainful employment on Sikh chairs endowed by the Sikhs in North American Universities. The validity of his research has been challenged by numerous Sikh scholars worldwide including some Western authorities on the Sikhism. 

4. Unfortunately, Dr. Pashaura Singh’s academic achievements after obtaining his degree has not flourished much.  He had not published any significant work of repute other than the rehash of his thesis in the form of a book and a few articles in non referred journals.  Initially, he was successful in obtaining an assistant Professor’s position at the University of Michigan at Ann Arbor but was refused tenure on the basis of his poor performance and was demoted to a lecture’s position to teach Punjabi language which was not a research position. He had also applied at various other North American universities and was out rightly rejected. 

5. In academia, personal beliefs and freedom of speech should not be factors to determine the scholarship of any individual provided those are founded on the basis of sound and independent thinking and strong evidence, and have the potential to enhance the reputation of the University as well as the welfare of the society in the long run. After all the function of the Universities is to serve people. In these modern and post-modern times, the role of the universities has become more public oriented because of the heavy reliance on private and public funding.  Obviously, the Educationists should give high priority to the welfare and the interest of the public sector whose children they teach. Particularly, in the fields of Theology and Humanities, which directly influence the religious and social beliefs of the society, the university should take more precautions while hiring future faculty.  An individual like Pashaura Singh who has been already rejected by less known universities and has a proven record of antireligious activities will eventually bring disgrace to the reputation of the University and will betray the trust of those who provided funds for the establishment of the Sikh/Punjabi Chair.  In the long run he will become a problem for the University as well as for the North American Sikh/Punjabi community. We have recent examples of two tenured professors, one at the Colorado State University and the other at the Florida State University. Both have been charged for violating public trust due to their antisocial racial activities and have been relieved from their tenured positions.

Considering all the above aspect and facts, Pashaura Sigh will not be a suitable candidate to occupy the Sikh / Punjabi chair at the prestigious UC, Riverside Campus. Because: 

1. This candidate’s academic record is marginal and does not match the standards of UC system.
2. This candidate is already a rejected individual by other lesser known universities. There is no known case of hiring a rejected individual in UC systerm.
3. This candidate is a proven blasphemous individual in terms of religious studies.
4. This candidate has a track record of antireligious activities.
5. Above all he will not be received cordially by the huge California Sikh community. 

6. Last but not the least, children’s of the Sikh and Punjabi heritage will stay away from the courses he may teach because of his reputation in the Sikh community.
7. It makes no sense to appoint an anti-Sikh individual on a chair funded by Sikhs.
In conclusion, I have nothing personal against Dr. Pashaura Singh. However, as an academician and a member of the California University System, I have the duty to inform the University authorities about the suitability of the candidate who is going to become one of us. I have provided this input without invitation because I am a member of the California Sikh community which is going to be influenced directly by his appointment.   If you think my comments will interfere with the selection process, you may disregard them for the time being but I will be equally responsible for the consequences. Thank you for your time to read through my concerns.
Sincerely,

G. S. Sidhu, Ph.D.
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