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Why should we go back to the thirteenth amendfment

The Tamil racist lobby with sponsorship from theswis again busy on two fronts. On
one hand they are again making “allegations” orcated war crimes based on gossip
such as Sarath Fonseka’'s statement on white flagsseka has not been consistent in
what he says and any court of law would dismisssbisalled evidence which is nothing
but a series of contradictory statements. In amnefie does not have direct evidence on
the “sudu kodi” as his is mere hear say eviden@es#is that he heard from a journalist
that the Defence Secretary had told Major GendraviBdra de Silva to shoot even those
who come out with white flags. The gossip repotiattare composed by various
“international organizations” should be sent to &F bedtime reading, and the
government should completely ignore them withoustimg time. It should be clear at
least now that SF is being made use by the wegindanade him a “crown witness” to
frame charges against the Defence Secretary arferésedent.

The second front, which is more important thangbssip being discussed, is concerned
with the thirteenth amendment that was based on itfi@nous Indo—-Sri Lanka
agreement, which is being attempted to be impleetentith support from India. This
attempt to implement the thirteenth amendment is emtirely unconnected with the
gossips that are propagated on so called war criifes gossip is intended to discredit
the victory over the most ruthless terrorist graughe whole world, which was equipped
with ships, aircrafts and heavy weapons aided bywastern forces. When it is realized
that it is the western media and organizations #énatbehind gossiping against the Sri
Lankan Government and the Armed Forces it becortess @as to the motives of the
western powers.

As we have said number of times Tamil racism waated and nourished by the English,
after the Dutch imported Tamil labourers from Coasmatel coast for their tobacco
cultivation. Both Dutch and the English used Tanaitminst Sinhalathva. The Tamils
were given privileges over even the Sinhala Angli€hristians and were made the
leaders of the so called Ceylonese nation aftenaliling the Dutch from that position.

The fall of the Tamil leadership began in the tuenbof the last Christian century and
after the universal franchise was given by the Bhdb the Sinhala Buddhists were able
to aspire to become leaders of the country. Théementation of the universal franchise
was the biggest blunder by the English as far amilTi@cism is concerned and people
such as Ponnambalam Ramanathan who had realizethélyavould lose the leadership
that they had among the Ceylonese opposed univieasghise from the very beginning.

The Tamil racist leaders interpreted any loss ef phivileges that they enjoyed as an
injustice caused not only to them but to the enfiemil community and with the

assistance given by the English, and with TamiliNpdepared to air the “grievances” of
the Tamils in Sri Lanka Tamil racism took up a c®ul detrimental to Sri Lanka in

general and Tamils in particular. The Tamil rat@stders in Sri Lanka with the assistance
of the English and the Tamil leaders in Tamil Nal#manded solutions to the so called
grievances of the Tamils in Sri Lanka and graduaflgved towards a separate state
having first wanted to establish a federation aneinta confederation. It has to be

© Prof. Nalin De Silva



www.kalaya.org

remembered that the Tamil leaders in India weredfitseto demand a separate state for
them long before the Muslims agitated for a sepastate. Also the Tamils were the
favourites of the English when it came to findingbservient labour to serve in the

empire from Africa to Asia. (The English used A#is in the so called new world.)

Tamils who have never had a state or a countryhimmselves as an ethnic group were
interested in establishing a separate state iNtrthern and the Eastern Provinces of Sri
Lanka claiming them to be so called Tamil homeldhdugh the provinces were

demarcated by the English finally as late as 1889.

The Tamil leaders beginning with Ponnambalam Rathanaagitated on so called
injustices and grievances, and as solutions prapfseen increasing the number of Tamil
representation in the state council (in essencactexh of Sinhala representation) to a
confederation, claiming that the eastern and naomtpeovinces were so called homeland.
The so called aspirations of the Tamils were atdmduced and later the LTTE under
Prabhakaran wanted a separate state. As a so callgiibn the thirteenth amendment
was imposed on us by India going by their expegektowever, the Sri Lankan situation
is entirely different from that in India which ditbt even exist before the English came to
that land mass known as Bharath or Dambadiva budrrees a state or a country. India is
a collection of dynastic kingdoms and as such asigtederal constitution may be
appropriate for that country created by the EngllshSri Lanka we have had a nation
and a state from Pandukabhaya days and the tiila¢dived in the country, including
those who had come from Dambadiva, except for teddd tribe, formed the Sinhala
nation. Immigrants at various times thereafter Haeen absorbed into the Sinhala nation,
except for the Muslims who had arrived prior to Betuguese and the Tamils who were
brought by the Dutch.

The paradigm on which the so called Tamil problexs évolved is expressed in terms of
grievances, injustices and aspirations. The Sinpatgple have opposed not only these
expressions but the “solutions” that have been gseq, simply because the paradigm
itself is wrong. However, Tamil racism was notgaeed to listen to the Sinhala opinion
as it was backed by the English and the Tamilsamil Nadu who influenced the Indian
government to take up an anti Sinhala stand. Iferothe support Tamil racism had from
the English and the Indian government it would hdiexl a natural death long before
Prabhakaran was born. One could even say that wtithe sponsorship of the English
Tamil racism would not have been born.

Without listening to the Sinhala people Tamil rati€arried on and whenever the
Sinhalas refused to give into their demands theilTeuist leaders went a step further
and asked for more. It has to be remembered tlathinteenth amendment itself was
opposed by the Sinhala people in spite of Dixit #mother high powered diplomats and
according to the Tamil racists and other pundibRakaran carried on because of the
“intransigence” of the Sinhala people. Prabhak&amot outside Tamil racist politics and
he was only another link and worked within the gahparadigm of Tamil racist politics.
From Ponnambalam Ramanathan to Velupillai Prablaak&érwas one chain and one
paradigm and with the defeat of Prabhakaran Taagism cannot move further. Having
fought for a separate state Tamil racism has be&mated by the Armed Forces ably led
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by the President and the Secretary of Defence.eTisenothing more the Tamil racists
can ask for now and the paradigm has to be thravayalnstead of a paradigm shift the
Tamil racism backed by the western forces and Imdiats to go back along the same
paradigm and to demand the government that théed¢mth amendment should be
implemented with some additions referred to agdair plus by the pundits.

This is nothing but ridiculous. If the Sinhala peowere willing to give all the powers
under the thirteenth amendment and something nteee the so called international
community would have approved it and pressurize@dblrakaran to accept it.
Prabhakaran depended on the “international comyiuaitd he would not have dared to
ignore them in spite of his so called bravery. Buehala people decided otherwise and
accepted the challenge of the LTTE and their spsnand fought on without kneeling
down before the western powers. The outcome ofag the defeat of the LTTE and
hence of the Tamil racist paradigm. Neither thetwes India has any right to demand
that the thirteenth amendment should be implementiédadditional powers given to the
Provincial Councils as all such demands have be&mated in the process that ended up
in the Nandikadal lagoon. Why should the Sinhalapbe agree to implement thirteen
plus now after defeating the LTTE when they cowgiéhagreed to do so without making
the soldiers to sacrifice their lives to defeat EHEE. The soldiers sacrificed their lives
because the Sinhala people did not want to agrée tve unreasonable demands of
Tamil racism and thought that the LTTE which togkarms supplied by the west should
be defeated.

It is not only Prabhakaran and the LTTE that weededted last year but the entire
paradigm of Tamil racism. Prabhakaran was partpandel of the Tamil racist paradigm

and was at the apex of the movement based on Hradigm. The Sinhala people

(meaning of course the majority among them) dowuntt to get entangled in a defeated
paradigm and it is time to think in terms of a ngavadigm. There should be a paradigm
shift in the Kuhnian sense and not in the senst®fseminar circuit in Colombo that

does not know the difference between a paradigmaaparachute. At least the ordinary
Tamils should now listen to the Sinhalas and trymderstand why the latter oppose so
called devolution of power.
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