
JHU legal advisor challenges claims for self-determination

We love Tamils but oppose separatism 

– Gammanpila

Vociferous western province minister and Jathika Hela Urumaya (JHU) legal advisor Udaya Gammanpila has thrown a fresh challenge to Tamil 
leaders who claim they have a right to self-determination.  
Gammanpila is steadfast in his views that Tamils have no right to self-rule but are entitled only to minority rights recognised by the UN in Sri 
Lanka. 

His contention is that the Tamils, who claim to have grievances, should prove with empirical evidence that would convince the Sinhala masses.  

He says if that is done so, he himself would work towards the creation of ‘Eelam’.  
“Tamils have only been clamouring for more rights without telling the Sinhalese what they are and why,” he said.  
He also warned Tamil leaders not to make any attempt to woo the governments to get favours done but instead he insisted that the Tamil leaders 
should seek consent from the Sinhala masses before seeking government support to achieve their goals.  

Following are excerpts:  
Q: You have earned yourself a reputation as an ‘ultra nationalist’ or ‘extreme nationalist’ in local politics, thereby giving the impression 
that you are a racist politician. How comfortable are you with such titles? 
Not a single Tamil or Muslim leader has branded me as an extreme nationalist.  
If I may name a few, Anandasangari, Douglas Devananda, Sumanthiran, Raviraj ((the slain TULF MP), Rauff Hakeem, Mano Ganesan and 
several other minority party leaders are very close friends of mine.  
I receive bowls of Vattalapam on Ramazan.  
What should be taken into consideration is that I am not for a moment against the Tamils or angry with them but I am angry with their beliefs and 
the approach they make to win over their grievances which I say is wrong.  
But I must say that I engage myself in an ideological battle with heated arguments with my Tamil friends also while preserving our friendship.  
I have been able to associate with minority leaders because I tell the Tamils exactly what I tell the Sinhalese.  
There have been no duplicities in my words.  
I am bold enough to say what I believe in. 

Q: What type of beliefs and approaches anger you most? 
Although I love Tamils, I am against Tamil terrorism and Tamil separatism and racism.  
Tamil leaders still work on the presumption that they have a right to self-rule and self-determination.  
We have been campaigning against these concepts.  
For us, Tamils are a minority ethnic community in Sri Lanka and they are entitled to all the minority rights recognised in the UN declaration on minority rights of 1992. 
We have gone beyond most of the western countries who attempted to teach us about minority rights in the recent past in the implementation of this convention. 
If you take the issue of language rights, our constitutional provisions have gone beyond provisions in the Indian constitution.  
Now let me explain why we believe Tamils don’t have a right to self-rule or self-determination.  
Sri Lanka was known as Sinhale or Sinhala Duveepa in the past.  
All the European civilization such as Greek and Rome have also refereed to Sri Lanka as Sinhale Duveepa or land of Sinhalese.  
Even European names such as Ceylon are derived from Sinhale.  
That is because this is the land which gave birth to Sinhala civilisation.  
Similarly, there is a land which has given birth to Tamil civilisation. That is Tamil Nadu in India. Tamil Nadu means country of Tamils.  
Just like Sinhalese are a nation in Sri Lanka, Tamils are a nation in Tamil Nadu.  
It is similar to English in England Japanese in Japan and Thais in Thailand.  
Tamils in Sri Lanka are a minority ethnic group which is similar to Koreans in Japan or Chinese in Thailand.  
In other words, Tamils in Sri Lanka are similar to Tamils in Malaysia, Fiji, Papua New Guinea and South Africa other than Tamil Nadu.  
Therefore, Tamils can demand for right of self-determination only in Tamil Nadu.  
Apart from that, all citizens should enjoy equal rights irrespective of their ethnicity or religion.  

Q: While you say this, Tamils of the north and the east claim they are the indigenous Tamils and they have a right to self- rule and self-determination. Are these 
sentiments expressed by the Tamils in your views unreasonable also in your opinion are they asking for more than what the Sinhalese can’t offer?  
Tamils were a privileged community during the British rule because of their divide and rule policy.  
During the early part of the British rule in Sri Lanka, all top posts allocated to natives were occupied by the Tamils.  
So Tamils had access to better education better employment and business opportunities.  
It is clearly reflected at the election held in 1911 under limited franchise.  
Only English literate wealthy natives were granted franchise.  
Although Tamils were just 11 percent of the population they formed 40 percent of electors who were qualified to vote at that election.  
It clearly establishes the fact that the Tamils were a privileged community during the British rule.  
Another classic example is the allocation of seats in the legislative council under the Manning reform in 1921.  
When eight seats were allocated to Tamils who were just 11 percent of the population, only 16 seats were allocated for the Sinhalese who formed 67 percent of the 
population.  
Tamil leaders genuinely felt they would lose this privilege status when universal franchise was introduced.  
That is why they gave evidence before the Donoughmore commission against the universal franchise.  
Similarly, they were against granting independence without their fifty-fifty demand.  
But the respective commission decided to grant universal franchise at the independence.  
Thereafter naturally Tamils began to lose their undue privilege status in the society.  
Sinhalese began to slowly regain their lost share in the society.  
This loss of privilege status was interpreted or misinterpreted by Tamil leaders as discrimination.  
At the independence Mr G G Ponnambalam who had become a matured politician by then realised that the future of the Tamil community depends on their cooperation 
with Sinhalese.  
Hence he decided to join the government of Dudley Senanayake in 1949.  
Unfortunately, his deputy S J V Chelvanayagam who was vying for the leadership of the Tamil community decided to fight against that decision.  
He left the All Ceylon Tamil Congress and formed Illankai Tamil Arasu Katchi and Lanka Tamil Estate Party.  
This was not only the birth of a Tamil party, but it was also the birth of Tamil separatism.  
Therefore Tamil separatism was triggered not by language issues, university admission or insecurity but by loss of privilege status after the independence.  

Q: The moderate Tamils, including the moderate Tamil parties, while condemning violence perpetrated by the LTTE say they are not separatists and that the 
Sinhala governments must share equal powers with them – a thing they say the successive governments have failed to do.  
We are well aware of the fact that Tamils have their own beliefs.  
We strongly believe we are right as much as they believe they are right.  
Now what do we do? I say that there should be a dialogue to convince each other.  
At the end of that process, Sinhalese may accept what Tamils believe or vice versa.  
Some times they may reach a consensus somewhere in between.  
Unfortunately, this dialogue has never taken place.  
During the period of S J V Chelvanayagam, he mostly used non-violent means to win his demands.  
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He threatened the governments that unless his demands were met he would hold Sathyagras, protest marches and so on so forth. But he never tried to engage in a 
dialogue to justify his demands to the Sinhala majority.  
After 1972, Tamils took arms and threatened us with death and destruction unless we met their demands.  
Again they never made an attempt to engage in a dialogue to convince us that they were right.  
There was such an attempt in Thimpu in 1985.  
When Tamil leaders explained their demands which are now known as Thimpu principles the head of the Sri Lankan delegation Dr H W Jayawardene countered their 
arguments with facts and figures.  
Then the Tamil representatives decided to withdraw from the discussions.  
The majority of Sinhalese are Buddhists and our thinking has been greatly influenced by the teaching of Buddha.  
In Kalama Sutra, Buddha has taught that nobody should accept something just because it is taught by their parents or teachers.  
For that matter even if it is taught by the Gaudama Buddha.  
We should not accept a teaching just because we are in fear or alluring for material gains.  
Therefore, as Buddhists we are not ready to meet demands of Tamil leaders just because they threaten us with non violence means such as strikes Sathyagras or protest 
marches.  
Similarly we are not ready to meet their demands just because they cooperate with the government as well.  
We are not ready to meet their demands just because they blast bombs in cities or kill our leaders.  
For that, instead of guns and bombs they should come with facts and figures.  

Q: But the Tamil leaders have constantly accused the successive governments of deliberately ignoring or not offering space for a proper hearing.  
I don’t agree with that.  
Successive governments not only have paid attention to the demands of the Tamil leaders, but they had even attempted to accommodate them since 1958.  
What has happened consequently is that the Tamil leaders have always made their demands along with threats, telling the government what their action would be if their 
demands are not met by them.  
They have never ever justified their demands with facts and figures. Because of the pressure and the threats posed by them, the successive governments too had agreed to 
meet their demands.  
But when governments found resistance from the Sinhalese that were greater than the impact of the threats of Tamil leaders, then the successive governments decided to 
withdraw. This has happened in 1958, 1968, 1986, 1987, 1992, 2000 and 2003.  

Q: In other words, is it your contention that the Sinhalese have a larger heart to meet the Tamil demands provided they are convinced? 
Yes. In fact, representing the JHU at the APRC, I stated that the JHU is even willing to accept Tamil Eelam if they justified their demands or grievances with facts and 
figures.  
We are the only party that has said we are ready to accept Tamil Eelam. 

Q: Right down the line there has been mistrust between both the Tamil and Sinhala communities that have to a great extent prevented both from entering into 
truthful dialogue. Do you subscribe to this view? 
I don’t believe there is any mistrust.  
There may be mistrust between leaders of the two communities. But not among the ordinary people.  
Just let me quote one example.  
After 1983, the Sinhalese lost their right to live in the North.  
They also lost their right to make a single visit to the north.  
But on the other hand between the census of 1981 and 2001, there is a dramatic increase of the Tamil population in Colombo city.  
In fact, the majority community Sinhalese has become the third biggest community in our city due to this influx.  
Don’t forget the fact that 1983 violence took place in between these two censuses.  
But just six months after the ethnic violence people who went to the northern and eastern provinces came back and settled in their original places.  
Thereafter, there was a continuous internal migration to the Tamil majority areas to Sinhala majority areas.  
Usually ethnic polarisation is a notable feature in any ethnic conflict.  
During Tutsi tribal violence in Africa, Hutu people migrated towards Hutu majority areas whereas Tutsi majority people migrated to their areas.  
But in Sri Lanka, Tamils migrated to the Sinhalese areas for their protection.  
After 1983, an estimated 211 massacres took place against Sinhalese but there was no reaction at all.  
Ten years after 9/11 incident, Americans are against having a mosque being built within the vicinity of ground zero.  
But the famous Hindu Vel procession proceeded along Colombo roads even during the aforesaid attacks.  
So as far as I could see, communities trust each other and live in harmony.  
Recently, northern Sinhalese decided to go back to their original places.  
But, when they found that their houses were occupied by others, they settled at the Jaffna railway station.  
During their stay, they were not looked after by the government but by the people in Jaffna.  
Therefore they trust each other and live in harmony.  
Politicians are scared about this mutual trust.  
That is why they want to remind and revive the memories of 1983 through the media.  

Q: Now that the LTTE is defeated, the remaining Tamil parties are making valiant effort to come under one umbrella, trying to reach a consensus among them 
even to work with the government for the benefit of their own people. Do you see this as a right move?  
When we look at the present scenario, we can identify two alarming trends.  
Nationally, the TNA is trying to appease the government through its co-operation and win its demands without justifying them before the Sinhala masses.  
I am warning my good friends in the TNA that they are just repeating the historical blunder.  
Albert Einstein has once said that if somebody performs an experiment under the very same conditions expecting a different result he is insane.  
So for a moment I am wondering whether my friends in the TNA are insane.  
They are just repeating what their predecessors had been doing since 1915s.  
I warn them they will end up in disasters unless they change their approach.  
Successive governments too have played the power game with Tamil leaders throughout the post independent history.  
Since the governments wanted cooperation of Tamil leaders for their political survival they promised to meet their demands in return for their political support nationally 
and internationally.  
And when their agreements with the Tamil leaders were made public, the Sinhala majority not only started to resist the agreements but also started anti government 
sentiments.  
When Sinhalese pressure mounted up on the governments the power hungry governments always gave up their promises given to Tamil leaders.  
Our recent history teaches Tamil leaders that justifying their positions before the Sinhala masses is more important than appeasing and cooperating with governments. 

Q: By this statement, you are only challenging the mandate of the people especially the Sinhalese who have given the successive governments. Once a party is 
elected to power the TNA has to look up to that government for any help? 
This is the problem.  
When governments seek mandate at the elections, they never tell the truth to the people.  
They never expose and explain their intentions to negotiate with the Tamil leaders to reach an agreement.  
That is why Premier Ranil Wickremesinghe lost power after governing for two years.  
What they do is power politics.  
When the majority of the people believe in a negotiated settlement with the LTTE the party that contests the election rides with that popular wave to obtain maximum 
votes.  
Similarly, when the elimination of the LTTE becomes the popular trend, they change their stance and join that stream.  
Unfortunately, most of the politicians don’t have policies.  
Their only policy is to somehow obtain power and retain it as long as possible.  
What I say is when the politicians go before the masses they only say that they are for a negotiated settlement which I think every Sinhalese will agree.  
But during the discussion when the same party now in power offers federalism then it is opposed by the very masses who voted this party to power.  
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This is the duplicity of our political parties. 

Q: While politicians are giving the hope that there could be a solution why do the Sinhala Buddhists resist so much? 
If you look at post-independent Sri Lanka, around 35,000 Tamils have sacrificed their lives for their cause.  
Similar number of Sinhalese, who served in the military forces, has also sacrificed their lives to resist Tamil demands.  
But don’t forget the fact that 67,000 Sinhalese sacrificed their lives in the south resisting the Indo Lanka accord. Then Sinhalese have sacrificed their lives three times 
more than that of Tamils.  
There are many studies done by western research institutes and academics explaining why Tamils have sacrificed their lives for their cause and especially whey they 
wanted to be suicide bombers.  
But there is no single research paper analysing why Sinhalese are resisting Tamil demands, even after sacrificing their lives.  
As far as I could see, the reason is Buddhist upbringing. Because of influence of Kalama Sutra, for Buddhists it is a shame to accept something without conviction. 

Q: Though the LTTE is defeated, its influence among the diaspora continues unabated. Is this a concern for the Sinhalese?  
Yes of course.  
Internationally, Tamil separatism is gaining momentum with the support of western states.  
We should be mindful that Tigers are spread all over.  
Though their tail was seen in the north and the east, the other vital parts of the body had been stretched elsewhere in Europe.  
What we did in 2009 was just cutting off the tail only.  
The Tigers are still surviving without the tail outside Sri Lanka.  
Some countries that could not openly support the terrorism face of the Tamil Tigers are now openly supporting their non-violent face.  
Therefore, for me this face is more dangerous than the earlier (terrorist) face we have just eliminated.  
Instead of a fully equipped army, I think we need a diplomatic army equipped with knowledge in international law, political science, diplomacy, history and archaeology 
to win this battle.  
When we look at the calibre of the people who work as Sri Lankan diplomats, I don’t see even the present government is properly assessing the threats caused by the 
latest face of the Tamil Tigers.  
In this backdrop, it is important to commence an open dialogue between these two communities to convince each other.  
If Sinhalese and Tamils want to fight each other, they can find thousands of differences between these two communities.  
Similarly, if you want to work together we can find thousands of similarities between us. 
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