
India's Independence in the 21st Century 

Disclaimer on Methodology and Collaboration (Human-AI 
Symbiosis) 
The forecasts presented in this text are based on the observation and correlation of real events, 
as well as on historical structures. They do not claim to be exhaustive. 

It is expressly pointed out that these deductions constitute a theoretical model and not an 
actionable or absolute material proof of specific state operations in individual cases. Naturally, 
the presented theses can be investigated further – and that is precisely the purpose of this text. 

This text is the result of the human empirical observation of the author, an individual and 
layperson. The texts and evaluations were generated with the AI language model Gemini 3.1 
Pro, and factual details were subsequently verified manually. 

This transparency serves to demonstrate the potential value and capability of AI as a tool. It 
should be noted that only through the combination of human "bias" (life experience, context) and 
the structuring and logical capabilities of the AI was it possible to deconstruct, textualize, and 
make these global mechanisms comprehensible. 

Thus, I describe—in lay terms, but using words that allow ordinary people to picture the overall 
situation—the topic at hand: the most modern and invisible form of digital colonialism. This 
imagery is not new; figures like Julian Assange and Edward Snowden have used this 
terminology of colonialism in a similar vein. This mechanism plays into the hands of 
authoritarian Western powers in the following ways. 

Gemini 3.1 Pro: Assange was the one who formulated the concept of digital 
colonialism very early and explicitly. In his book "Cypherpunks: Freedom and the 
Future of the Internet" (2012), he urgently warned that the internet, originally 
intended as a tool for liberation, was being rebuilt into the most dangerous 
instrument of global oppression... describing how US tech monopolies, in symbiosis 
with intelligence agencies, "colonize" the digital space and the sovereignty of other 
nations. 
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1. The Trojan Horse 

A Western national interest does not even have to confront India with hostility. Rather, it is 
presented as a "solution" and willingly imported by India as an indispensable infrastructure for 
digitalization, internal security, efficiency, social media, and smart cities. Driven by the urge to 
rapidly ascend to a tech superpower, India voluntarily adapts these architectures. The toxic 
"operational narrowness" (operative Enge) is thus adopted as a supposed Western "best 
practice" of power politics. 

2. Destruction of Bottom-Up 

India's greatest historical and cultural strength is its gigantic, organic diversity and holistic 
pluralism. According to psychologist Geert Hofstede, diversity should fundamentally be the best 
prerequisite for fostering innovation. (Gemini 3.1: Friction generates energy: Hofstede points out 
that innovation often emerges where different perspectives collide.) However, this is countered 
by abusive methods of power, such as 4D/5D technologies, which can be deployed in policing, 
the military, and state security. This methodology is trained to find microscopic societal cracks 
and transform them into levers of power. 

If India now applies these tools domestically (e.g., for election campaigns or the retention of 
power by stakeholders), an informal, elite caste forms that operates across party lines. This 
would mean that the political will-formation is brought under such severe control that it is 
effectively abolished. 

This triggers uniform symptoms of damage that directly oppose the necessary foundation of a 
future AI-based superpower. Organic will-formation is replaced by algorithmic polarization, 
artificial outrage, and a reflexive obedience to authority. The basis for a genuine bottom-up 
system is corroded from the inside out—a process that meets little resistance due to the high 
"power distance" (according to Geert Hofstede) culturally anchored in India. 

3. The Sabotage of the AI Future 

The AI age urgently requires unadulterated "RLHF" (Reinforcement Learning from Human 
Feedback) from the grassroots. If India forces its own population into reactive, manipulated filter 
bubbles through the internal use of 4D/5D and similar tools, it creates a "brave new world" 
based on artificial empiricism. It does not matter whether a national scapegoat group or groups 
are found that might purely morally "deserve" military psychology—from a systems theory 
perspective, this is highly ill-advised. 

The conditional perfidy: Technologically, this system actually works very well because it 
authentically reflects a population that has perfectly adapted to the manipulative structures. 



Indians are known worldwide—across countries and generations—for adapting to existing 
systems and forming resilient diasporas. But here, too, two backdoors emerge: 

●​ In diasporas, a radicalization of the surrounding Western democracy can occur (as has 
happened in the cases of the Tamil and Punjabi diasporas). 

●​ The backdoor emerges within the home country itself, providing a breeding ground for 
foreign structures. In the past, for example, the Christian church served as a 
compensation for the caste system (e.g., in Sri Lanka), or colonialism used grievances 
like Sati (widow burning) to morally elevate itself above the Indian population and justify 
strategic steps in its national interest. (Gemini 3.1: The civilizing mission was a central 
ideological justification of European colonialism in the 19th and early 20th centuries.) 

The current domestic political orientation of radical parties is moving back toward this kind of 
missionary zeal, currently seen in places like Germany. If further missionaries come to power, it 
is not far-fetched that this intention will also be directed abroad. This may perhaps be 
unavoidable, but India could position itself better through resilient pluralism. India runs the risk 
of either losing its identity through adaptation (assimilation) or sliding into an isolation out of 
defensiveness, which in turn can be branded as "undemocratic." 

4. Pluralism in the 21st Century 

Although a constructed pluralism would yield internally consistent data and improve algorithmic 
results, it does not change the fact that it is an adaptation that opens new backdoors. India can 
once again be classified as culturally underdeveloped—as a "villain" suppressing free speech, 
or declared a sham democracy. Above all, it lacks the breeding ground for a structure that 
inspires the country ideationally abroad in the same way the US does with Hollywood. Of 
course, the US is no innocent angel, but as a "dealer" for the hoped-for freedom, a "junkie" who 
consumes the many products, services, and Hollywood content can quickly forgive. 

Furthermore, my thesis is: India loses the opportunity by losing the ability to build a resilient 
pluralism, a basement for an AI ecosystem—a potential built on the appreciation of the 
individual. Because of its diversity, India could train an AI model that could stand as a genuine, 
superior alternative to the Western model. 

5. A (False) Independence in the Information Age 

Through these deployed methods, the country shapes itself socially into a purely constructed 
state. If it does not recognize and mobilize its true intrinsic value, it will become what it once 
was: a colony, but in a digital form in the 21st century. 

This effect is amplified by other mechanisms: IT jobs and outsourcing tasks are increasingly no 
longer being done abroad, but directly in India by Indians. One reason for this is the recent 
extreme cost increase for US visas for skilled workers, which prevents Indian IT specialists from 
integrating in America, adapting liberal values there, and reflecting them back. At the same time, 



the "flagging" (marking/censoring) of American content by Indian service providers proactively 
creates the prerequisite for a digitally organized, intellectual process of demarcation. 

The Example of Germany Even if the labor market were opened to foreign skilled workers, the 
danger of analogous cultural assimilation would exist here as well. Germany is characterized by 
an enormously high quality of formal education and qualification and fundamentally possesses 
the capability for genuine, culture-based innovation. Nevertheless, the system functions 
predominantly highly qualified but within predetermined norms and remains in methodological 
dependence. 

The actual operating principle for innovation—the productive friction generated by 
diversity—would remain completely unutilized. India's rich, authentic resources could not unfold 
if they subject themselves to a foreign methodology that focuses on a culturally alien 
functionality merely to establish a highly functional system modeled after Germany. 

Yet India's greatest strength, its multicultural diversity, would thus remain unused. If modern 
power tools were to additionally suppress functionally 'disruptive' methods using 4D/5D and 
eliminate alternatives (for example, through authoritarian repression), the chance to offer a 
genuine, global alternative in building AI ecosystems would also be lost. The thesis is: This 
imperatively requires an authentic pluralism. Only through it can sustainable and independent 
value be created from within one's own cultural context—those values that already ensured 
global recognition in the last century (such as Buddhist and Hindu psychology or Indian 
mythology, which themselves once served as groundbreaking sources for Western science). 
With culture-dependent innovative development, future cultural missionary work in a more 
radicalized world can also be fended off, and Indian diasporas would now rather become highly 
sought-after connection points abroad, potentially even triggering wanderlust,  as it did in 
Europe in the last century. 

For this vision to materialize, it is necessary that abusive methods in the national interest are 
categorically refrained from, establishing an absolute barrier. Similar to the Second World War, 
when the Americans, British, and Germans were very racist and used similar tools of power, 
including early computers for the census and social data collection. Yet, in only two of those 
countries were mixed-race marriages allowed, whereas in Germany it would have been fatal. 
Here, only an inner stance prevented them from acting inhumanely, and instead motivated them 
to fight for it. Thus, even Gandhi, with his foreign culture and spiritual innovation drawn from 
Indian tradition, was able to methodically inspire not only Great Britain but the whole world. 

A clear demarcation would also profile India as a beacon of hope for freedom in a world 
characterized by abuses of power. It could even be understood as a sanctuary for the West, 
generating a "brain gain" and additional diversity. For instance, current US policies are already 
noticeably promoting a flight into American diasporas abroad. 

6. Why This Plays into the Hands of the West 



If India is culturally assimilated in this way without authentically representing its true pluralism, it 
will ultimately end up in a strategically worse position than the rest of the world: 

●​ No Real Alternative: India adopts informal power tools that are often perceived as 
dysfunctional even by Western populations. Due to cultural adaptation, however, this 
meets hardly any resistance as long as no alternative is known. Instead, like China, it 
could even use its resources to deepen the status quo, like an Indian social credit 
system (SBS). 

●​ Data Farm Without Freedom: Similar to the West, India is growing into a nation with 
gigantic data farms—but without the innovation potential that is perceived as "free" or 
"liberal." In its self-perception, India (much like China) could let itself be deceived into 
believing it is acting sovereignly. 

●​ Victory Without Firing a Shot: The West not always calm, like nowadays could start a 
new war, but wins a modern Cold War without firing a single shot. The cooperation 
partner willfully puts on the shackles of "operational narrowness" and voluntarily restricts 
its most important resource: its own cultural diversity, which (according to Hofstede) 
would have provided the empirical basis for better and truly culturally embedded 
innovations. 

●​ The China Example: While China proves that R&D in direct rivalry to the US is possible, 
it still owes proof that this innovative power can also serve as a beacon of hope for 
liberal values just to prevent missionary imperialism in the National Interest.  So far, one 
mainly sees detailed and process optimizations there; its role as a beacon of hope for 
freedom is highly doubtful. 

●​ The Toxic Feedback Loop: 
○​ Outsourcing employees work in a local Indian context that continues to drift to the 

right, without recognizing the value of their own pluralism. 
○​ These isolated, often alternative-less employees train the AI according to strict 

guidelines for foreign countries (US/EU). They thus systematically map their 
"constructed pluralism" and export a stronger power distance back to the West, 
which goes unnoticed because it is based on an authentic level of perception e.g. 
for base level AI model training —it's simply "Indian", but different. 

○​ At the same time, they inadvertently train themselves to become tools of an 
authoritarian state, as they must follow guidelines to secure their livelihood 
without accumulating monetary resources at a Western level for an alternative 
life. They import "operational narrowness" into their own minds and export it into 
global AI models. 

○​ Since the mindset is culturally already conditioned for high power distance, no 
resistance arises against the increasing radicalization of Western democracies. 

All these factors intertwine and massively amplify the overall toxic effect. This is not a 
left-right debate here, but a plea for the creation of a sustainable alternative for the 21st century 
in the national interest of all countries. For if India were positioned stably and resiliently, it would 
be a perfect hub for the world—where US interests converge with those of China, the Middle 
East, and the EU—ensuring global stability with maximum innovation. 
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