Exposing Corruption of the SSSC Election
Process

Members of our Global Sangat would like to make sure that the public understands the depth
of the corruption in the SSSC election process by some SSSC Board members and the ODC (inhouse attorneys of the SSSC board). It appears they are trying to STEAL THE ELECTION.
We realize this is a long document, but it is very important in relation to the future of our collective
community, and we want you to be fully informed.

The Global Sangat has been documenting our concerns about the integrity of the election
regularly since May of 2022
1. Egregious Conflicts of Interest in Relation to the SSSC Election Process in May 2022
2. Concerns about SSSC Attempt to Shut Down the SSSC Voter Base in in China in May
2022
3. Concerns about the Voter Approval Process in the SSSC Election in September 2022
4. Extremely Concerning Election Issues Discussed at the Khalsa Council Meeting in
September 2022
5. SSSC Election Voter Vetting Process Concerns from the Global Sangat in September 2022
6. Letter from Chinese Attorney to the SSSC in September 2022
Our concerns have proven warranted because of the following actions which have occurred in
recent weeks. For those who want a quick synopsis, here is a summary of the list of
information shared in this document:
1. November 2021 – The SSSC pushed through opening the electorate to the Kundalini
Yoga community
2. September 2022 – The SSSC changed the SSSC quorum for voting to support certain
points of view
3. September 23/24 – SSSC board members and staff spread misinformation at Khalsa
Council including accusations of improper actions by the Pro-Yogi Bhajan platform
4. September 28 - Communication from the “Next Gen” based on the same
misinformation spread at Khalsa Council, encouraging those who are no longer part of
our Dharma to bombard the SSSC with complaints
5. September 29 – The SSSC postponed the Election
6. October 12 – The SSSC voted to disqualify the Chinese voters
7. September-Ongoing – The SSSC is changing the election approval process
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8. September-Present – The SSSC wants to change the election rules to support specific
candidates

The SSSC needs to know that people understand what corruption is taking place and we need
to hold them accountable. Please contact them to share your perspective.
We ask that you contact Sat Want Singh, the Executive Director of the SSSC directly at
satwant@ssscorp.org, and ask that he send your message to the full SSSC board. Per the SSSC
Board policy, he is required to do so. Please also copy us at ssscvoters@gmail.com so we can
confirm the full 16 SSSC board members receive your communication and track the response.
Read on for more details about these corrupt actions….

1. The SSSC Pushed Through Opening up the Electorate to the KY
Community (November 2021)
In November 2021, there was a rush to open up the electorate, and a motion was passed,
against the opinion of a minority of the SSSC board who wanted to slow down the conversation
to understand things better, and for the process to include going through the precedent
previously established of getting input from the Sangat (Khalsa Council).
In a November 7, 2021, letter from the Sat Want Singh, Executive Director of the SSSC, to Amrit
Singh, CEO of KRI, he said the following:
The Siri Singh Sahib Corporation has been reviewing ways it can move towards including a
broader representation and greater involvement of our global community in the SSSC election
process.
At a meeting on Nov. 3, 2021, the SSSC passed a resolution to expand the Electorate (the pool of
voters who elect the SSSC Board of Trustees) to automatically include the Active Lead and
Professional Trainers of the Aquarian Teacher Academy.
Included in the motion is also the ability for Lead and Professional Trainers to be able to write
letters of recommendation for any aspiring voters who want to submit an application to join the
Electorate.
The SSSC recognizes the commitment and dedication of the Lead and Professional Trainers, and
we hope that members of the Aquarian Teacher Academy will be excited to participate in the
upcoming elections for Trustees that will help to guide this organization into the future.
Here is both the November 2021 letter and resolution from the SSSC
Almost a year later and after the voter registration was completed in September 2022,
members of the SSSC board have started implementing changes (for example: eliminating the
Chinese Sangat vote) and proposing additional changes, which rescind decisions they made to
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“expand the electorate”, thereby manipulating the results of the election in the direction they
want it to go. Read on for more on these efforts and other corrupt measures being taken by
SSSC board members and the ODC (inhouse attorneys employed by the SSSC) to manipulate the
results of the election.

2. The SSSC changed the SSSC “Quorum” for Voting to Support
Certain Points of View (Early September 2022)
In early September, a decision was suddenly announced that for any SSSC agenda items
requiring a vote for any election related topics, all eight current SSSC board members who were
candidates sitting for reelection would be recused.
This was a ploy to manipulate the number of votes for these issues in favor of “one side”.
The SSSC has 17 board members. The Bhai Sahiba and Siri Sikdar Sahiba are lifetime board
members and there are 15 elected board members. The Siri Sikdar Sahiba is on a “leave of
absence”. So per the SSSC bylaws, there are currently 16 voting board members.
Regarding meeting quorums, here is what the SSSC bylaws state:
1) A quorum of the Board of Trustees for the transaction of business at any meeting of the
Board of Trustees shall consist of that minimum number of the members then in office
required to approve such actions as are considered by the Board of Trustees at such
meeting.
2) AND the affirmative votes of at least a simple majority of the Trustees then in office shall
be required to constitute an act of the Board on any question.
What the bylaws are saying is that with a 16-member board, you have to have at least 9 at the
meeting to have a quorum. The board can’t do business if they don’t have a quorum. To pass a
motion, you have to have at least 9 votes because you have to have a majority of directors “in
office” whether they are at the meeting or not. If you want to have less than 9, for instance to
exclude people who have conflicts, you can only do that if you change the bylaws. This was
done by adding a bylaw that states that a person on a “leave of absence” is not counted in
determining a quorum. So, if the SSSC wants people who are recused not to be counted as part
of the quorum, they can do this, but only by passing a bylaw, the same as the leave of absence.
Until that happens, they have to have at least 9 votes in favor of any motion for it to pass. You
have to have at least 9 people at a meeting, and you have to have at least 9 people voting in
favor of any motion for it to pass. So, if the 8 candidates are excluded in a 16 person board,
that leaves only 8 board members to conduct business or to vote on any motion and that is not
a quorum.
An example of how to change the quorum requirement in the SSSC board bylaws is how they
handled adding a bylaw regarding a board member who is on a "leave of absence."
“Solely for purposes of determining whether a quorum is present under this
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Section 3.6, a member of the Board of Trustees who has requested and
received a Board-approved “Leave of Absence” shall not be counted as a
Trustee then in office; provided, however, that in no event shall this reduced
quorum requirement permit a quorum to consist of fewer than one-third (1/3)
of the current members of the Board of Trustees (counting those on a Leave
of Absence). The Trustee on a Leave of Absence remains a Trustee then in
office for all purposes except the computation of the quorum.”
If the Board wanted to add persons with a conflict in addition to those on a leave of absence, to
their quorum rules, they could have done so by adding this to their bylaws, the same as they
did for a “leave of absence”. Instead, they simply made a recusal policy. They have to do it
legally, by adding it to the bylaws, but they haven't done that yet. Maybe that just doesn't
matter to them anymore. The only thing that matters is to win an election - by any means
necessary.

3. SSSC board members and staff spread misinformation at Khalsa
Council including accusations of improper actions by the Pro-Yogi
Bhajan platform (September 23/24, 2022)
The following are some of the seeds of false information which were planted at the September
2022 Khalsa Council meeting (see the full list in the Extremely Concerning Election Issues
Discussed at the Khalsa Council Meeting document, posted in September 2022):
1. They stated that it may be illegal for the Chinese Sangat to vote in the SSSC election, so
they should not be allowed to vote.
OUR RESPONSE: Besides the fact that the Chinese people have the right to selfdetermination and should be allowed to make their own decisions, Chinese citizens had
also communicated to SSSC attorneys that it was not true and that under Chinese law,
they are allowed to vote in the SSSC election. Note: We started sounding the alarms
about the effort to exclude the Chinese as voters, beginning in May 2022. See our
communications here.
2. They stated that when people at the KC meeting challenged that #1 was not true, they
were then told by SSSC board members/staff that the Chinese Sangat did not read the
AOB report and therefore do not know what is happening in our community, and so they
should not be allowed to vote.
OUR RESPONSE: Reading the AOB report was not a voter registration requirement AND
the SSSC attorneys, Lewis Roca, themselves reported to the SSSC that the AOB report
was just uninvestigated stories, and nothing was proven by it. The attorneys then
recommended that KRI, 3HO and other SSSC related organizations, remove any
reference of the AOB report from their websites, and in fact, the discredited AOB report
has been removed from those websites. If the AOB report was just stories, as was
determined not only by the SSSC attorneys but also months earlier in THE THOMPSON
4

REPORT, then why would whether anyone has read the AOB report or not be a factor in
whether anyone can vote?
3. They stated that people can’t vote because they don’t speak English and the registration
forms were not translated into other languages.
OUR RESPONSE: Why were efforts not made by the SSSC board to provide translations
of the registration forms? They were asked about this on more than one occasion and
made meager attempts at this, which made it difficult for non-English speakers to
participate. The reality known by the SSSC, and it is obvious to everyone, is that the only
way applicants could have filled out the voter application form was with the help of
local community members who translated the registration form for them. There’s no
other way for the forms to have been filled out. Why did the SSSC not take the time to
have the simple registration form translated into the languages needed? Was this
because they really did not want non-English speakers to vote? This could have been
solved and can be solved for the ballots going forward by simply providing proper
translations available on the ballot.
4. They stated that different international regions must have had a teams working on a
process to recruit people in different areas, that is somehow wrong. There should not be
any recruiting efforts. There were high numbers from a few areas of the world. This is
somehow suspicious.
OUR RESPONSE: This accusation is completely unsubstantiated. They provided no
specifics to back it up, and in fact there are none. What did happen was people reached
out to people in their communities to make sure they knew about the election and how
to register to vote. Those people then decided whether they wanted to register to vote
or not. The hypocrisy of this accusation is blatant, as the EHC platform has been
formally promoting their own slate of candidates, including also setting up a website. In
addition, the “IKYTA Golden Chain Youth Club” in China, which has been the “official”
organization recognized by KRI and 3HO, features ONLY the EHC candidates on their
website. Recently however, the operational license for this “official” 3HO/KRI
organization in China was not approved by the Chinese government, so there is no
current entity in China that officially represents 3HO/KRI. (Still, the promotion of the
EHC candidates remains on their website).

4. Communication from the “Next Gen” Based on the Same
Misinformation Spread at Khalsa Council (September 28, 2022)
Just a few days after the September 2022 Khalsa Council meetings it is apparent that the same
misinformation shared about the elections at the Khalsa Council meetings was shared with the
“Next Gen”, as seen in this communication shared amongst them on September 28, 2022,
where they said in part:
“There have been rumors going around for the past few months about unethical voter
registration practices in the Pro-YB camp. We’ve received an email chain between a current
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sitting SSSC board member and the campaign manager for PYB which does a good job of
confirming some of these rumors
**Reminder that even if you don’t have an active interest in the future of the 3HO
community, this election will very likely affect the REPARATIONS AND THERAPY
REIMBURSEMENT programs*”
View more of this communication on the “Next Gen Communication + Response from the
Chinese Sangat

5. The SSSC Postponed the SSSC Election (September 29, 2022)
Less than two weeks after the voting registration process closed on September 13, 2022, once
the SSSC received information about how many new voters had registered, and that the
overwhelming majority of those voters were in support of the Pro-Yogi Bhajan candidates, the
misinformation mentioned above was shared at the September 23/24 Khalsa Council meetings.
Then just days later, on September 29, 2022, the SSSC sent out an “Election Update”, stating
that they had postponed the election.

6. The SSSC Voted to Disqualify the Chinese Voters (October 12,
2022)
For months, we’ve been saying that the SSSC is trying to stop the Chinese Sangat from voting.
See Concerns about SSSC Attempt to Shut Down the SSSC Voter Base in in China in May 2022
On October 12, 2022, the same day that the SSSC met with Angad Kaur from China and her
attorney, the SSSC voted to disqualify the Chinese Sangat from voting in the SSSC election.
The decision to disqualify the Chinese Sangat was made by SSSC Board members, despite Angad
Kaur’s attorney stating that voting in the SSSC election is within the rights of the Chinese
citizens.
Visit the Illegal and Unethical Complaints against the SSSC webpage to view the letter from
Angad Kaur’s Chinese attorney and to watch the 3 videos prepared by Angad Kaur.
The October 24, 2022, “Election Update” from the SSSC announcing that the Chinese voters
have been disqualified, says the reason is that the Chinese have been disqualified is that “the
current election process and timeline do not permit the SSSC Board to fully comply with the
Chinese legal requirements that would allow Chinese voters to safely participate in the Board
election. Failure to comply could have serious negative consequences for the Chinese Kundalini
Yoga Community”.
Contrary to a convoluted Facebook post by current SSSC board member, Ek Ong Kaar Kaur, this
is SIMPLY NOT TRUE—in a letter presented to the SSSC from Angad’s Chinese lawyer, before
the SSSC voted to disqualify the Chinese voters, she states that there is no requirement for the
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SSSC to do anything with respect to Chinese law, and it is the right of Chinese citizens to
properly vote in the United States based SSSC election. Here are excerpts from that letter (the
attorney bolded the text):
1.

As a foreign organization, the 2022 Election of the SSSC Board belongs to the
autonomous management of its own articles, policies, and bylaws. Based on
China’s foreign policy, Chinese government does not interfere in the domestic and
internal affairs of any foreign organization in other countries, and there are no
restrictions on the operation and management activities carried out by foreign
organizations according to Chinese laws.

2.

Regulation on religious affairs of China is the management norms that regulate
religious affairs in China. The election of SSSC Board in 2022 is not a religious
affairs activity which will be conducted in China, so this election activity has
nothing to do with China’s religious regulation or other policy.
Here is the link to read the full letter from Angad’s Chinese attorney.

By trying to discount the votes from China, it demonstrates a racist and bigoted bias against the
Chinese people by members of the SSSC who are trying to subdue the Chinese votes for
political reasons.
Some people may say, no, suppressing the Chinese voters is not for political reasons – there are
other good reasons—like acting “in the best interest” of the Chinese Sangat. The most
notorious example of making decisions in someone else's “best interest” is what slave owners
routinely said they were making decisions in the "best interest" of their slaves. Racism and
bigotry exist whenever and wherever this occurs.
People who want to suppress votes can always find “good reasons”, for example, people need
“real IDs” to vote, etc.
The fact that the SSSC Board even said they were going to vote whether to determine what is
dangerous or not for the Chinese people (and actually did vote to do so) is representative of a
totalitarian government, who does not allow people to make their own choices—exactly what
they are saying the Chinese government is doing.
Any way you look at it, the SSSC removing the Chinese voters is racist and bigoted.

7. The SSSC is Changing the Election Approval Process (September
2022 - Ongoing)
After the Egregious Conflict of Interest in Relation to the SSSC Election Process document was
made public in May, 2022, the SSSC Board was forced to remove the voter vetting process of
the SSSC election from the oversight of the Executive Committee of the Khalsa Council, since it
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was revealed that members of the SSSC, including SSSC board members who were standing for
reelection, their family members and SSSC staff members, were all involved with vetting voters.
An independent 3rd party company, Armanino, was hired to conduct the election process.
However, after the voter registration process was completed on September 13, 2022, members
of the SSSC Board came to know that an overwhelming majority of the voters who registered
were supporters of the “Pro-Yogi Bhajan” candidate platform, and relatively very few who
registered were supporters of the “Embrace Hope and Change” (EHC) candidate platform.
Since this information indicated that the SSSC board members who DO NOT support the ProYogi Bhajan platform would not win the election, numerous efforts (as shown below) were
taken by these SSSC board members to interfere with the election, by changing the rules, in
order to increase the number of voters who support the EHC platform, and to reduce the
number of voters who support the Pro-Yogi Bhajan platform.
During the months leading up to the close of the voter registration process and the weeks
directly following, members of our community continued to be concerned that Sangat
members who had registered to vote had not received confirmation yet. We continued
pushing Sat Want Singh (in his capacity as the Executive Director of the SSSC) about this issue,
asking when voters would receive a confirmation that their registration forms were received.
Finally, we were told that Armanino had stopped working “at this time”, mainly because the
amount of money allocated to pay Armanino was way more than expected and the approved
budget had already been used up.
For the voting schedule to be on track, Armanino should be currently vetting the voters, but
since they are not, when asked, now that Armanino had stopped working, how will the voter
vetting take place, we were told that would be determined in the future.
Apparently, the whole election process, including the vetting of voters is now being reviewed
and revised by the SSSC. There are currently two proposals being discussed for how to
complete the vetting of the voters:
1) That there be 6 representatives of the Sangat (2 people who support one candidate
platform + 2 people who support the other candidate platform + 2 “neutral” persons),
along with oversight from Armanino, to confirm whether all voters who registered are
qualified to vote.
2) That there be a group of voters who are certified AUTOMATICALLY due to their status.
a. Ministers
b. Khalsa Council Members
c. ATA Professional and Lead Trainers
d. Any person who attended any of our India programs as a student, if they applied
to vote and their parents, if they applied to vote.
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Note: a, b and c were already included in the election rules. However, two changes are now
being proposed, in order to alter the electorate: 1) after the SSSC approved the ATA
Professional and Lead Trainers to recommend voters in the Kundalini Yoga community to be
able to vote, if they meet the same voter criteria as everyone else, and after hundreds of
these people DID register to vote, it is being proposed the allowing the ATA Professional and
Lead Trainers to vote be rescinded. 2) instead of “next gen” people having to go through the
voter vetting process the same as everyone else, rubber stamping them and their parents,
just because they attended one of our school programs in India.

8. The SSSC Wants to Change the Election Rules to Support Specific
Candidates (September-Present)
As we just indicated, because some SSSC Board members realized that the new voter
registrations were overwhelmingly people who would support the Pro-Yogi Bhajan candidates,
and therefore, they would lose their positions on the SSSC based on the current election rules,
they decided to try to change the election rules. Here is a full list of the rules they are now
trying to change:
1. They are proposing that recommenders of people applying to vote have to know the
people they are recommending for 7 years.
OUR RESPONSE: Members of the Sangat have said they have been told by SSSC board
members that there is “a misunderstanding about the rules for recommenders; that the
recommenders had to have known the people they were recommending for 7 years”.
This is completely untrue.
a. Nowhere in the 2022 Recommendation Process, is it mentioned that
recommenders have to know the people they were recommending for 7 years.
(See a screenshot of the 2022 Recommendation Process from the online
registration form on page 14 of this document).
b. Nowhere on the online form for voter registrants or recommenders, does it say
that recommenders have to know a person registering to vote for 7 years. In
fact, the form for recommenders, which asks how long they have known the
person they are recommending, gives the options of
i. Less than one year
ii. 1-5 years
iii. 6-10 years
iv. 11+ years
(See a screenshot of these choices as shown on the online form on page 15 of this
document).
If the rules were that a recommender had to know the person they were
recommending for 7 years, the choices on the form for recommenders would have
simply been “less than 7 years” or “more than 7 years”. Also, why would dozens of
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Khalsa Council members, Ministers and ATA Professional and Lead Trainers waste
their time writing recommendation letters, if they knew the requirement was 7
years and they did not know the person they were recommending for that long?
Another thing that illustrates this point is if the rules had been that recommenders
had to know the people they were recommending for at least 7 years, at the time
they submitted their recommendations, the recommenders should have been
notified that their recommendation was invalid. That was not done. To this day, the
recommenders assume their recommendation is valid.
As Sat Want Singh, Executive Director of the SSSC stated at the Khalsa Council
meetings, thousands of letters written by recommenders. Proposing to change
these rules is extremely disrespectful to the Ministers, Khalsa Council Members and
ATA Lead and Professional Trainers who took the time to write all of their
recommendation letters.
c. We became concerned that this issue was going to come up when at the
September 2022 Khalsa Council meetings, after spreading the misinformation
about the election, and based on that information, people expressed concern
about how they would know whether people were properly vetted, those people
were told that “the recommenders will have known people for seven years”.
Knowing people for seven years was not a requirement in the “2022
Recommendation Process for those writing recommendations for voters”. While
it is a requirement to be “currently and has been living and practicing the Sikh
Dharma/ 3HO lifestyle for at least 7 consecutive years”, why are they suggesting
that people must know other people for seven years to recommend them? If
someone has been an active part of your community for less than seven years,
why does that mean a minister, Khalsa Council member, ATA Professional or
Lead Trainer can’t decide about whether the person is qualified or not?
This is a ploy to change the rules so that they can eliminate more voters who
would not vote for them.
2. They are proposing that ATA Professional and Lead Trainers should no longer be able
to recommend voters.
OUR RESPONSE:
In November 2021, the issue of approving the Kundalini Yoga community to vote was
brought up and voted on by the SSSC Board quickly, without going through the normal
process of discussion and feedback with the Khalsa Council members.
A minority of SSSC board members were against this, but ostensibly, some members of
the SSSC board thought this would improve their chances of winning in the election by
having more voters who supported their platform. When that turned out not to be the
case, with an overwhelming majority of new voters supporting the Pro-Yogi Bhajan
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candidates, they now want to change it to disallow ATA Professional and Lead Trainers
from being able to recommend new voters
As stated in the November 2021 letter and resolution from the SSSC, in addition to ATA
Professional and Lead Trainers being able to vote, they were also allowed to
recommend people in their community who met all 4 of the criteria for voter applicants.
And, in fact, ATA Professional and Lead Trainers DID recommend hundreds of people in
the Kundalini Yoga community, who did meet those criteria. So, while the number of
ATA Professional and Lead Trainers is estimated to be nearly 400, the number of voter
applicants who the ATA Professional and Lead Trainers recommended is substantially
higher.
Ultimately, the same SSSC board members, who in November 2021 said it was such an
important issue, to open up the election to the KRI community, and that it had to be
voted on immediately, without the normal input from the Sangat (Khalsa Council), and
against the opinion of a minority of the SSSC board who objected to it at the time; but
who passed a resolution to open the electorate anyway; those same SSSC board
members now are proposing to remove the very people they opened up the electorate
to-- voter applicants who have already registered to vote, and who the ATA Professional
and Lead Trainers have already recommended.
As recently as September 12, 2022, KRI communicated the following in their “ATA
Trainer Update” email:
Leads and Professionals will automatically get a ballot to vote. You must be relicensed by
8pm Eastern Daylight Time on 8 Oct to be considered as “Active.” If you still need to
relicense, you can do so... If you are an intern or an Associate, you can still vote, but you
will need to register. You can do so…, but this must be done (including getting 3 letters of
recommendation submitted online) by Sept 13th.
For some reason, all other people who registered to vote, including Ministers, had to
complete their registrations by September 13, 2022. Why was the date to register
extended only for KRI “Leads and Professionals”?
So, the global community members who, based on the information published by the
SSSC of the election rules, registered to vote, and the ATA Professional and Lead
Trainers who took the time to write hundreds of recommendation letters for them, are
now being proposed to be discounted and disqualified, just like the Chinese voters.
While the SSSC board members who are running as candidates on the EHC platform
expect that a majority of the ATA Professional and Lead Trainers will support them, the
vast majority of voter applicants who were recommended by the ATA Professional and
Lead Trainers, support the Pro-Yogi Bhajan candidates.
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The only purpose for changing the election rule to disqualify the voter applicants
recommended by the ATA Professional and Lead Trainers is to change the trajectory of
the election in favor of the EHC candidates by reducing the number of voters who
support the Pro-Yogi Bhajan candidates.
3. They are proposing to automatically approve all former students who attended the
school programs in India, if they applied to vote, and their parents, if they applied to
vote. (The voter vetting process for them will not require letters of recommendation
or anything else to confirm they are currently living our lifestyle, a criterion that all the
other voters must abide by).
OUR RESPONSE: Here are the 4 requirements to apply to vote in the SSSC election:
Voter applicants “must meet all 4 requirements listed below to be eligible to vote”:
1. Has taken Sikh Vows, or was born or raised as a Sikh to parent(s) who were
members of the Sikh Dharma/3HO community, or has practiced Kundalini Yoga
for at least 7 consecutive years, and
2. Is currently and has been living and practicing the Sikh Dharma/3HO lifestyle for
at least 7 consecutive years, and
3. Is currently and has been an active member of the Sikh Dharma/3HO community
for at least 7 consecutive years, and
4. Is not currently, nor has ever been involved in any activities, organizations or
communications that harm, threaten, or misrepresent the legacy organizations
(for example, have an active EPS complaint, have threatened or taken legal
action against any legacy organization or its employees, have made complaints
to the SGPC or other Sikh governing bodies about any Sikh Dharma/ 3HO
organization).
Many of the “Next Gen” are not “currently living and practicing the Sikh
Dharma/3HO lifestyle for the last 7 consecutive years. Nor are they currently or
have been an active member of the Sikh Dharma/ 3HO community for the last 7
consecutive years.
Through social media, many next gen people have demonstrated publicly that they
are no longer part of the 3HO community – and therefore, they would clearly not be
qualified to vote.
It is also worth repeating here the communication that was sent out amongst the
“next gen” people, encouraging them to barrage the SSSC with complaints about the
integrity of the election:
“**Reminder that even if you don’t have an active interest in the future of the 3HO
community, this election will very likely affect the REPARATIONS AND THERAPY
REIMBURSEMENT programs*”
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In their own communications to each other, they are assuming that many of them
are not currently living our lifestyle or that they have any interest in it.
And what if someone attended school in India for a brief period of time, but they or
their parents have never lived the 3HO lifestyle; they just sent their child to India for
a good life/educational experience? And, what about the students and parents, who
for the last 10-30 years, have not lived the 3HO lifestyle. Does that mean all of these
people, if they applied to vote, are automatically approved to vote, without any
vetting process?
Also, some of the “Next Gen” “have threatened or taken legal action against our
legacy organizations/employees”. Will they be disqualified?
The SSSC needs to know that people understand what corruption is taking place and we need
to hold them accountable. Please contact them to share your perspective.
We ask that you contact Sat Want Singh, the Executive Director of the SSSC directly at
satwant@ssscorp.org, and ask that he send your message to the full SSSC board. Per the SSSC
Board policy, he is required to do so. Please also copy us at ssscvoters@gmail.com so we can
confirm the full 16 SSSC board members receive your communication and track the response.
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