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JOURNEY’'S END
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A Tamilwoman fleeing communal fighting in Sri Lanka cries on arrival at Rameswaram in
southern India after an all-night trip. Hundreds of Tamils from the embattled Jaffna peninsula
have soughtrefuge there in the past few weeks said ‘The Independent’ (30 June).
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What Next After Jaffna?
THE “LAST OFFENSIVE” resulted in India’s intervention and air lift of a mercy cargo
of urgently needed supplies for Jaffna. Jayawardene and his henchmen thus obtained
exactly the opposite effect of what they had planned. They hoped to capture the Peninsula,
keep the Tamils there in permanent subjugation and complete the conversion of the island
into the U.S.’s “‘unsinkable aircraft carrier”. Jayawardene’s deceit has now been
uncovered for all the Indian public to view. There has been a political consensus in India
on Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi’s action. Important Indian newspapers have now called
for direct Indian involvement. Some even suggest a Cyprus-style solution.

Whatever result contemporary Sinhala racism secures over the Tamil Resistance, we
must be aware of two facts. A temporary advantage, as we stated previously, won from
military might does not signal the end of the Tamil struggle. On the contrary, resistance
will become consolidated and the war for our freedom will escalate to higher levels and
become diversified. The Sinhala racists themselves know this. They intentionally are
deceiving the Sinhala masses and are using the war against the Tamil people as an excuse
for depriving the electorate of its franchise. The Jayawardene government clings to power
in order to escape the judgement of its own electors. An important reason is that, steeped
as the entire UNP is in Marcos-style corruption, there is the fear that democratic change
will expose the gigantic frauds perpetrated by the UNP’s political entrepreneurs. Not only
will the Jayawardene government stand exposed before its Sinhala public in its depraved
nudity but also the government will become the subject of investigation by the taxpayers of
the Western world.

So the war must go on and there will be deceptions practised about a peaceful
resolution. President Jayawardene himself stated that now that he had got “‘to the top of
the greasy pole” (a phrase used by Benjamin D’Israeli when he became Prime Minister of
Britain), it is for him to decide when he will climb down. He has chosen to flagrantly
violate the rules of parliamentary government and does not care a damn for the
Constitution he himself assisted so much in framing.

But let us and the world not be distracted by the politics of the United National Party 70
strip Sri Lanka of even a modicum of democratic government. There is a more serious
cancer that affects the Sinhala Buddhist polity. It is the cancer of unadulterated, vengeful
and violent racism against the Tamils; a racism which is now embedded in the Sinhala
consciousness. Paul Sieghart in Sri Lanka: A Tragedy of Mounting Errors (London,
Justice: International Commission of Jurists, 1984) diagnosed this ailment. He wrote that
the Sinhala people’s view of themselves as a superior Aryan race exists nowhere else in the
contemporary world other than in the Nazi imagination. That statement conveys the truth
and meaning of the current Hitler-type hysteria actively encouraged and promoted by
Sinhala leaders of both the United National Party and the Sri Lankan Freedom Party. In
this respect the major Sinhala political parties have no difference. Sirimavo Bandaranaike
andJ. R. Jayawardene and their respective party faithfuls are mirror mates in the soulless
game of Tamil-baiting.

We must emphasise that *'the drivel and drool” of the Sinhalese being endangered by the
existence of more than 50 million Tamils across the waters is a vacuous excuse to deprive
the Tamils of their just dues. The monopoly of power has, the Sinhala think, given them
the divine right to rule and grab state-power and all the spin-offs that go with the monopoly
of power jobs, contracts, housing, colonisation of the Tamil homelands on the score that
lebensraum (living space, one of the words used in Hitler’s dictionary) is needed for the
Sinhalese. This juggernaut of Sinhala imperialism had to be halted.

We insist however that the various pretexts for seizing all the benefits accruing from the
monopoly of state-power was with the intention of making the Sinhalese ‘‘herrenvolk’’
(the accepted people) if not ““staatsvolk’’ (the State folk). Outside the pale are the Tamils
and the Muslims — the latter will soon wake up from their apathy. Secondly, what is more
serious to all peoples the world over as well as to us Tamils is the re-enacting of the
holocaust against an ancient civilisation and a proud Tamil people who are heirs to that
civilisation. The Tamils have lived in Sri Lanka as long as the Sinhalese, for 2500 years, if
not longer. Even Sinhalese historians such as Paul E. Peris and G. C. Mendis
acknowledge this fact.

Contemporary Sinhalese state-sponsored terrorism therefore calls for a thorough
investigation by an impartial international commission of inquiry. President
Jayawardene’s and Minister Gamini Dissanayake’s statements baffle the human
intelligence. Jayawardene has referred to the carpet bombing of Dresden, Hamburg and
Berlin as justification of his bombing of Jaffna. More dreadful is Dissanayake’s reference
to the repetition, in scale, of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. Are we not near the threshold of a
contemporary Nuremburg Trial of War Crimes and Crimes against Humanity?

A state which bombs its own territory and kills its own citizens has broken the social
contract with those of its citizens against whom it has chosen to practise the savageries of
brutal warfare. When the contract is broken, as the philosopher Thomas Hobbes stated, in
an earlier era, the state ceases to exist for the citizenry. The citizenry (Tamil) revert to the
pre-state condition and are then free to choose a new state and a new ruler. The Western
world, Jayawardene’s benefactors, who condemn President Waldheim of Austria, who
have brought to trial Adolf Eichmanns and Klaus Barbies, have it in their conscience that
the vile deeds of Jayawardene’s government must one day be judicially assessed.

We must conclude with a last cautionary note. In this issue, there is an illuminating piece
written by Praful Bidwai on the dangers to India of the US-Israeli- Pakistani presence in
Sri Lanka. We pose the question to India: is Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi prepared to
stand aside and let Sri Lanka become a link in the chain that will surround India and
actively encourage internal dissension? India will have to pay a heavy price for non-
involvement. Now is the hour.
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“l AM DEEPLY PESSIMISTIC"”

says Dr. Manorin an interview with Tamil Times

(London, Croom Helm, 1984).

JAMES MANOR is a Professorial Fellow of the Institute of Development Studies at
the University of Sussex. He has taught at Harvard, Yale, London and Leicester
Universities, and since 1980 has edited the Journal of Commonwealth and
Compara-tive Politics. He has also written a biography of S. W. R. D. Bandaranaike
which will soon be published and has edited Sri Lanka in Change and Crisis

What is your view of the current state of
political institutions in Sri Lanka?

Sri Lanka has a whole array of liberal
institutions and laws, which have been de-
emphasised or abandoned, at least for the
time being. They have been swallowed up
by the intensity of the conflict between the
two linguistic communities, and bv the
ruling party’s determination to remain in
power by illiberal means. This latter point
was most clearly illustrated in the
illegalities and thuggery that attended the
referendum - of 1982, which make it
impossible to take the result of the
referendum seriously.

The understanding and appreciation of
the island’s liberal tradition runs deep on
both sides of the linguistic divide, so that
there is some hope that it inay be revived.
But given all of the coercion, ghastly
violence and polarisation of recent vears,
this seems rather unlikely.

Who in your view was the most
constructive leader in Sri Lanka since the
island gained independence in 1948 and
why?

It is difficult to find many very prominent
people whose records are predominantly
constructive, since leading politicians have
tended to have verv ambiguous or
downright negative impacts, especially on
the relationship between Tamils and
Sinhalese. Many of them (and this includes
Tamils, although the Sinhalese loom larger
in this respect) have frequently stirred up
suspicion of the other linguistic group in
order to generate political resources for
themselves.

At what stage in Sri Lanka do you think
the island began to appear to slide down in
the area of Sinhalese-Tamil relations?
Any short reasons for the decline?

People usually date this decline from 1956
or the riots of 1958. I think that it began
earlier. In the late 1930s, we see
competition between D.-S. Senanayake’s
colonisation schemes which were partly
intended to create Sinhalese majorities in
certain sections of the island, and Mrs.
Bandaranaike’s plan to revive the city of
Anuradhapura which had clear anti-Tamil
purpose. The cynical duels in the State
Council in the late. 1930s between
Bandaranaike and G. G. Ponnambalam,
which were meant to polarise relations
between Sinhalese and Tamils and to
increase the influence of both men, were
very unfortunate. The disenfranchisement
of estate Tamils just after independence

was another occasion. And Sir John
Kotelawala must bear a heavy responsi-
bility for his characteristically insensitive
mishandling of the Sinhalese Buddhist
revival in 1955, which inflamed revivalist
opinion and left Bandaranaike after 1956
with a movement that was very difficult to
manage in a moderate way, as
Bandaranaike wished to do.

Do you think the Opposition to the
United National Party, the main
component of which is Mrs. Bandara-
naike’s Sri Lankan Freedom Party, has
any viable solution to the Sinhalese-Tamil
question?

It is difficult to see any solution to the
problem, given the recent history of
violence and polarisation. The SLFP has
tended to be at least as chauvinistic in its
policy towards Tamils as the UNP. But
since there is virtually no chance that the
present  government can forge an
accommodation with the Tamils, perhaps a
new government under Mrs. Bandara-
naike would have a slightly better prospect
of a solution agreeable to both sides. We
must face the possibility that no solution is
possible any longer, however, no matter
who the national leader is.

Will there, arising from the last question,
be free and fair elections which can test
the Opposition’s strength among the
electors?

Given the events of 1982, when
Parliament’s illiberal decisions to prolong
its own life was followed by a referendum
campaign that consisted of intimidation of
the opposition and many illegalities, it
seems unlikely that there will be an early
return to fair elections. UNP leaders know
that they would probably lose a fair
parliamentary election quite badly, so they
will probably seek to avoid one. A more
likely prospect would be a presidential
election, but the fear of losing might also
cause that to be “‘managed’ in the way that
the referendum was.

Do you discern a shift in Sri Lanka’s
foreign policy? What effect will this shift,
if any, have on India, the perceived major
power in the South Asian region?

Under the present government, foreign
policy has been much more pro-Western.,
But it has gained Sri Lanka litile. They
failed to gain acceptance to ASEAN. They
failed to persuade the Americans to back
them solidly, or even to pay much attention
to them. If they had succeeded in drawing

the Americans into Trincomalee, for
example, then India might have become
alarmed. But since this has not happened,
and is unlikely to happen, India has little
cause for concern on that front. The
Americans see  that India is the
predominant power in South Asia and in
their dealings with Svi Lanka (but not
Pakistan), the Americans pay considerable
heed to Indian sensibilities.

India’s main concern is the possibility of
large numbers of Tamils being killed in
Jaffna if the army moves in and conducts
the kind of massacres that they have often
perpetrated in the past. But India 'is
reluctant to intervene, partly because the
Tamils in question are not Indian citizens,
and partly because they know that
intervention might ignite riots against
Tamils in the Sinhalese majority areas
which could produce still more killings.

To come to the immediate events, what is
your view of the psychological effect of the
civil war on Sinhalese-Tamil relations?

The recent advances of the army in’the
Northern Province will convince many
Sinhalese that a hard line is best and that a
military solution is possible. After such
advances, there is very litle hope of
genuine magnanimity from the govern-
ment fowards the minority. So have recent
events in Sinhalese areas hardened
Sinhalese attitudes.

On the other side, attitudes appear to
have hardened too, as readers of this paper
well know. The mass round-ups of young
Tamils, the long detentions, tortures and
killings in the camps and the repeated
massacres of Tamil non-combatants by the
army and other government forces - all of
these things make accommodation appear
to this outsider to be quite impossible.

Is President Jayawardene’s government
in a position to inspire confidence in the
Tamil leadership (civil and military) to
accept a negotiated settlement?

For the reasons that I outlined in the answer
to the previous question, no.

Lastly, will you venture, to project a
scenario of the relationship between the
two linguistic groups?

The outlook is extremely grim. Both sides
will probably remain deeply alienated from
each other. Even if the army were to take
Jaffna, Tamil militants would almost
certainly continue campaigns of bombing
and ambushes of security forces. That will
mean that the security forces will continue
sweeps and detentions of suspected Tamils
and the alienation will continue. After a
conventional victory in the north, the
government will be less likely to make
concessions.  Amid the polarisation,
moderates on both sides will continue to
find it difficult 1o make headway. I am
deeply pessimistic. Let us hope that I am
wrong. It would not be the first time.
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Genesis and History of the Indo-Soviet
Mutual Defence Pact of August 1981

It is worthy of note that roughly a year before India won independence,
Jawaharlal Nehru said on the occasion of the formation of a new
government: “To that other great nation of the modern world, the
Soviet Union, which also carries a vast responsibility for shaping world
events, we send our greetings. It is our neighbour in Asia and inevitably
we shall have to undertake many common tasks and have much to do

with each other.”

In July 1947, then First Secretary of the
just set up Indian diplomatic service
Triloki Nath Kaul, now India's Ambas-
sador to the Soviet Union, arrived in
Moscow to make arrangements for
opening one of independent India’s first
embassies abroad. About a month later,
the Soviet capital welcomed the first
Ambassador of that country to the Soviet
Union. The fact that Prime Minister
Jawaharlal Nehru decided to name to that
high pest his sister Vijaya Lakshmi
Pandit, widely-known and respected in
India as a politician and public figure, was
indicative of the great importance which
the Indian leadership attached to
developing relations with the Soviet
Union.

The year 1955 was largely a turning
point in Indo-Soviet relations. On June 7
of that year, Prime Minister Jawaharlal
Nehru and his daughter Indira Gandhi
arrived in Moscow on an official visit at the
invitation of the Soviet government. The
visit was unquestionably a memorable
event in the history of Soviet-Indian
relations. It lasted 17 days. The Joint
Statement signed at the close of the visit
expressed the two countries’ desire to
continue developing their mutual
relations on the principles of peaceful co-
existence. It stressed that “relations
between the Soviet Union and India
happily rest on the firm foundation of
friendship and mutual understanding.™

In November 1955, Soviet leaders paid
a return visit to India. Ever since that
exchange of top-level visits, vigorous
efforts have been made to strengthen
Indo-Soviet relations on virtually all lines.
Trade and economic relations have
expanded as have scientific and cultural
contacts. Constructive co-operation

between the two countries on the
international scene has deepened.

In the 1950s and 1960s, the Soviet
Union made a series of important foreign
policy moves to help India stand up to
pressure from the Western powers. In
February 1957, the USSR voted at the UN
Security Council against a Western
proposal for sending a UN interim force
into Kashmir with the alleged aim of
preparing for an “impartial plebiscite” in
that Indian State. Soviet diplomacy
assisted the Indian leadership more and
more actively in its efforts to defend the
territorial integrity of the state and settle
the Kashmir question on a fair basis, by
negotiation without foreign interference.
In December 1961, following the
liberation by Indian troops of the
Portuguese colonies of Goa, Diu and
Daman situated on Indian territory, the
Soviet Union firmly rejected at the UN
Security Council a draft resolution of the
United States, Britain. France and Turkey
demanding an immediate end to military
operations and the withdrawal of the
Indian force. In 1966, an armed conflict
between India and Pakistan was brought
to an end and peace on the South Asian
sub-continent restored largely due to
Soviet mediation in Tashkent.

While the year 1955 witnessed a major
advance in Soviet-Indian relations, 1971
may with every reason be described as the
year when co-operation between the two
countries rose to a new level that was
higher in every respect. The fact is that in
August 1971 the Soviet Union and India
signed in New Delhi a Treaty of Peace,
Friendship and Co-operation. The Treaty
laid solid legal foundations for still more
extensive co-operation between the two
countriesin every field.

the late Indira Gandhi in Moscow.

The Soviet Leader, Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev and the Prime Minister, Mr. Rajiv Gandhi, at a ceremony to unveil the statue of

Let us recall the international situation
existing prior to the conclusion of the
Treaty. The struggle of the people of East
Bengal for self-determination is mount-
ing, vast sections of Indian society
following it with approval. The military-
political situation around India had taken
a sharp turn for the worse. Pakistan’s
militarists, backed by imperialist forces,
threatened to “teach India a lesson” for its
justsupport of the struggle in East Bengal.
The U.S. and its allies sided with Pakistan.

Under these circumstances the
conclusion of the Indo-Soviet Treaty was
interpreted by many observers as a
warning that should the situation become
critical, the Soviet Union would render
India full support in its resistance to any
outside enemy Article IX of the Treaty
reads as follows: In the event of either
Party, being subjected to an attack or the
threat thereof, the High Contracting
Parties shall immediately enter into
mutual consultations in order to remove
such threat and to take appropriate and
effective measures to ensure peace and
security of their countries.”

While the 1971 Treaty was a vivid
indication of the solidarity of a socialist
state with a non-aligned country
threatened with aggression from without,
it would be wrong to link its signing to the
situation which shaped up in South Asia at
the time. The conclusion of the Treaty was
primarily a result of the previous record of
Soviet-Indian relations and was based on
the experience of more than 20 years of
co-operation and the level of mutual
confidence attained by the two countries. -

That historic document is valid at the
present time. The Treaty, Prime Minister
Rajiv Gandhi says, “remains a source of
strength for our respective countries. Its
importance has increased in the context of
current world situation and recent events
in our part of the world.”

Indo-Soviet co-operation, to which the
1971 Treaty gave a new impetus, did not
come down to only the Soviet Union
rendering India political, moral and other
support in crisis periods of its
development. The two countries’ co-
operation at international level is not a
one-way street. In recent decades Indian
diplomacy, for its part, has been giving a
good deal of support to Soviet efforts to
bring about disarmament and lasting
peace. Virtually every major foreign
policy move of the USSR towards
lessening international tensions and
improving the political situation in the
world has evoked a positive response on
the part of the Indian leadership. What is
more, ever since the early 1970s, India has
shown increasing activity in taking
initiatives and advancing proposals
intended to help normalise the situation
on the globe. achieve disarmament and
reduce the nuclear danger.”
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NEWS IN BRIEF

THE NEXT

President of India?

PRIME MINISTER RAJIV GANDHI's govern-
ing Congress (I} Party on Sunday named
Ramaswami Venkataraman, India’s vice-
president, as its candidate in next month's
presidential election. The July 13 election will
determine- a successor to President Zail
Singh, whose term is expiring. ‘

The party's parliamentary board announ-
ced its choice, who is almost certain to
become India’s ninth president, shortly after a
meeting with Mr. Gandhi.

Mr. Venkataraman, 77, appears certain to
win the election. A majority of the voters are
Congress members, and the party holds
power in 14 of 25 states.

How Dictators have
crashed

THE PAST FIFTEEN YEARS have
witnessed a remarkable worldwide
swing towards democracy. The table
below shows the countries which
have moved from authoritarian rule to
some form of democracy in this time.

In Asia, democracy is on the
rampage. Korea is following the
Philippines in becoming a more
genuine democracy and Taiwan
announced recently that 38 years of
military rule would end. ,

Now the pressure may turn on
General Zia in Pakistan. Will President
Jayawardene’s “5-Star democracy go
the other way?”

DEMOCRATIVE SINCE 1972

Greece 1973 Nicaragua 1984
Portugal 1974 Uruguay 1985
Spain 1977 Brazil 1985
Bolivia 1979 Guatemala 1985
Peru 1980 Honduras 1985
ElSalvador 1982 Philippines 1986
Argentina 1983 Haiti* 1986
Turkey 1983 Kerea* 1987
Grenada 1983

*Elections promised soon

Western donors call for end
to SriLankan violence

WESTERN GOVERNMENTS recently called
on both the Sri Lankan Government and the
state’s minority Tamil community to end
the violence in the country by seeking a
negotiated settlement to the ethnic conflict. :

The appeal was made at the annual
meeting of the Sri Lankan aid consortium
held in Paris under World Bank auspices.
Mr. Ronnie de Mel, Sri Lanka’s Minister of
Finance, claimed afterwards that donor
countries had agreed inrealtermsto a small
increase in aid commitments from $560m
last year (excluding contributions to certain
targe hydro projects) to $585m this year.

But figures provided by the World Bank
suggest a small decrease in nominal terms
from $630m in 1986 to $625m this year.

In a statement issued after the meeting,
donor nations and multi-lateral institutions
expressed their unease at the way military

President Zail Appeals

Indian President Zail Singh has appealed to the
Sri Lankan government to stop the killings of
innocent people and initiate steps to settle the °
island’s ethnic issue across the table. “We
know they are a small nation compared to us.
But we never threatened them or boasted
about our strength,” the President said in the
fort city of Gwalior in Madhya Pradesh.

India, he said, decided to air-drop relief
supplies for Tamils in Jaffna only after all other
avenues were exhausted. Zail Singh said the
continued sufferings of Sri Lankan Tamils could
not be ignored. He urged Cofombo to settle the
issue through negotiations and stressed that no
problem could be solved through violence.

BBC’s Plans for
Sinhala Service

THE FOREIGN OFFICE is blocking the BBC
External Services plan to broadcast in
Korean and Sinhala. Bush House
Executives cite the present political
problems of Korea and Sri Lanka as
demonstrating the value of Britain
broadcasting to the two areas. The BBC has
pointed out what it considers the anomaly
of having a Tamil service but not one in
Sinhala. The Tamil services go out not only
to South India and Sri Lanka but also to
several other countries where Tamil is
widely spoken, as in Singapore and
Malaysia.

Taking advantage of what was thought
as Prime Minister Gandhi’s discomfiture
in the Haryana elections, the racist
Sinhala Government began 'further
bombing of innocent civilian targets in
the Jaffna peninsula. Houses, shops and
schools were destroyed in and around
Jaffna city.. Uduvil Girls” College
suffered severe damage. Namasivaya

Uduvil Girls’ College, Namasivaya
Vidyalayam Bombed and Sacred Temples
| Destroyed

Vidyalayam was completely destroyed.
The ancient Temple “Vannai Vai-
deeswarar” at Vannarponnai Jaffna and
the revered Nallur Kandaswami Temple,
said to have been worshipped even by
the Sinhala King Buvanekha Bahu did
not escape the bombardment. The
Hindu community can never forgive the
aggressors forthis vandalism.

expenditures were cutting into the
Government's development budget. Out-
side the World Bank building in Paris a small
group of Tamil demonstrators protested at
continuing Western aid to the Sri Lankan
Government.

Western nations noted that as a result of
both the war and a slump in prices for the
country’s key commodity, exports growth
had slowed, inflation accelerated and the
country was facing a difficult balance of
payments situation. Real gross domestic
products expanded last year by 4 p.c.
compared to 5 p.c. in 1985, while inflation
worsenedto8p.c.from1.5p.c.

According to Finance Ministry figures,
defence spending has risen 20-fold in the
last decade and now amounts to SLRs 15bn
(£322m) out of a Government budget of
about SLRs 70bn.

Sinhalese and
Tamil groups
oppose polls

THE SRl LANKAN GOVERNMENT’'S
announcement of parliamentary elec-
tions in the north and east of Sri Lanka,
and local polls in the south, has been
promptly rebuffed by both Tamil and
Sinhalese opposition parties.

The elections commissioner has
fixed July 15 for nominations to 16
vacant seats in the Tamil north and the
ethnically mixed Eastern province,
including Trincomalee.

The seats fell vacant in late 1983 after
the Government rushed a.constitu-
tional amendment following the anti-
Tamil riots, requiring MPs to take an. |
oath renouncing separatism. The’
Tamil United Liberation Front which
had won all these seats in 1977
withdrew from parliament.

Mr. Appapillai Amirthalingam, the
Tulf secretary-general, denounced the
announcement as a “political ploy” to
“deceive the world".

Recent headlines in
London papers

Colombo police swoop on Sinhalese
rebels
Guardian, June 25.

Jaffna Tamils give Indian aid workers
ahero'swelcome

Guardian, June 27.

Gandhiwarns Sri Lanka as tension

rises over relief aid

Guardian, July 2. |

* Village fetes hide Colombo tension

. ) Guardian, July 4.|

Tamils kill 20 troops in night ambush

The Daily Telegraph, July 7.
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CAPITULATION TO U.S.ISRAELI DESIGNS
Bhand’ari Line On SriLanka

o : By PRAFUL BIDWAI

JUST AS New Delhi begins a critical
round of consultations on the rapidly
degenerating situation in Sri Lanka,
reports have filtered in of U.S.
involvement in last week’s coup d’etat in
distant Fiji. This is of course no more than
a pure coincidence. But what is arresting
about these reports is the story that Gen.
Vernon Walters, currently the U.S.
ambassador to the U.N., visited tiny Fiji
shortly before the coup. Gen. Walters is
no ordinary U.S. official, just as he is no
common career diplomat,

Gen. Vernon Walters has long been
regarded as possibly the most dangerous
man in the state department. For over two
decades, his visits to different parts of the
globe have brought in the wake coups,
spells of blood violence, recrudescence of
ethnic strife and general political
mayhem. Gen. Walters is not just a high-
ranking covert action specialist. Before
his appointment at the U.N. he was
President Reagan’s ambassador at large.

He has for years made crucial decisions
about whether, how and how soon a pro-;
western dictatorship or a U.S. puppet
regime -should replace a radical;
nationalist or democratically elected third
world government. Since the Brazilian
coup of 1965 Gen. Walters’ career can be’
traced in Asian, African and Latin
American blood. His role is directly
linked to some of the numerous discreet
actions that make up Washington’s plan to
impose a new Pax Americana upon the
world, to reshape it after its own image —
with violence if necessary.

So how is Gen. Walters relevant to Sri
Lanka or to the Indian policy on that
country’s ethnic crisis? And why should.
anyone, in particular South Block;
officials, recall his well-publicised visit to:
Sri Lanka in December 19847 The short;
answer is that it is impossible to make any:
analysis of India’s Sri Lanka policy
without understanding U.S. interests in,
perceptions of and plans for the South
Asian region as a whole. Gen. Walters’
role is inseparable from these. More of
thislater.

Too Plain

To start from the Indian end first, it is
only too plain that South Block's Sri
Lanka policy has run into a deep crisis.
New Delhi, faced with the prospect of an
all-out invasion of Jaffna and a gory
bloodbath, is floundering from one
formula to another; it continues to
vacillate between supporting the Tamils
and endorsing Colombo’s half-hearted
proposals for a solution. It has no grip
over the situation, and little leverage over
any of the actors in Sri Lanka. Right now it
seems desperate to want to back the
moderate TULF, at the cost of the
militant groups who are the sole force of

resistance to Colombo’s depredations in
northern Sri Lanka.

New Delhi’s policy has gone through
many phases, orientations and shifts over
the past four years. But broadly, it can be
divided into two periods: from the ethnic
violence of July 1983 to the end of 1984,
and from early 1985 till now. If the first
period was dominated by Mrs. Indira
Gandhi and her principal policy adviser on
foreign affairs, Mr. G. Parthasarathy, the
second has been shaped, under Mr. Rajiv
Gandhi, principally by Mr. Romesh
Bhandari, foreign secretary -between
February 1985 and March 1986, and
shortly thereafter chairman of the AICC
cell on external affairs.

On a surface view, Indian policy during
the first period appears to represent a
“tough” line, while the orientation during
the second seems to be “soft”. Our
principal proposition here is that this, in
particular the latter statement, is a gross
distortion of the reality and that the
Bhandari line infact represents a hard-
nosed, well-articulated and aggressively
promopted approach that can only
weaken and compromise India’s interests
vis-a-vis those of the U.S. in the region.

There are several components to the
Bhandari line. First, it has involved
leaning on the Tamil militant groups so as
to push them towards a “moderate”
stand, and hence into unviable
compromises with Colombo. Secondly, it
has meant selectively playing some of
them off against the others, and at times
all of them off against the moderate
elements of the TULF. Thirdly, it has
involved lending balancing support to the
Sri Lanka government at critical
junctures, while playing a supposedly
neutral mediatory role. Fourthly, it has
been directed at politically disarming the
Tamil resistance. And finally, it has
consisted in tolerating and passively
watching the steady growth of western
influence in Sri Lanka. This includes overt
U.S. military influence and active
involvement of the Israeli secret service,
Mossad, as well as western mercenaries in
the training of Sri Lankan troops and the
supply of arms to them.

It is not difficult to list several indices of
these: the Indian sponsorship of the
Thimpu talks in 1985; the arm-twisting of
the Tamil militant groups into attending
them: the deportation (subsequently
rescinded) of Mr. A. S. Balasingham, of
the LTTE, and Mr. S. C. Chandrahasan,
of the Organisation for the Protection of
Tamils of Eelam from Genocide in August
1985; the selective supportient first to
PLOT. then to TELO, later still to the
LTTE and more recently to the EPRLF;
the quiet burial of Annexure C proposals;
the attempt to coax the militant groups
into dropping their insistence on some

Romesh Bhandari

definition of a homeland; the backing lent
to the vaguest of proposals for provincial
autonomy; the seizure last year of the
LTTE’s “‘unauthorised” telecommunica-
tion equipment in Madras and its
subsequent return to the militants,
accompanied by arrests that can only be
described as political. All these add up to
the most effective way of weakening and
politically delegitimising Tamil militancy
and thus decimating the guerillas’
bargaining power vis-a-vis President
Jayawardene’s forces in a life-and-death
situation.

Logically, India’s Sri Lanka policy must
have two components: first protecting the
Tamils’ legitimate interests within the
framework of Sri Lanka; and secondly,
preventing the entry and expansion of
superpowers, in particular, U.S. influence
in that country. Al that has been
described above is eloquent testimony to
the failure of the Bhandari line on the first
count. Its failure on the second is even
more grave.

Consider the following. Since 1984,
scores of Mossad men (one estimate says
100 or more) have trained thousands of Sri
Lankan troops, including the elite Special
Task Force headed by President
Jayawardene’s own son. Over the last four
years, at least 140 western mercenaries
have been drafted in to train, probably
under Mossad’s overall control, special
units of the armed forces in sabotage and
counter-insurgency operations. Over the

=+ Jast four vears, the size of the Sri Lankan

army has grown -at least five times to
50.000: most of this expansion has taken
place over the last two and a half years.

At the same time the Sri Lankan forces
have become helplessly dependent upon
western, Israeli and Pakistani sources for
the supply of arms and ammunition. The
shells with which Jaffna has been pounded
over the past three months, originate in
Pakistan, which has also been involved in
training on its own soil more than 150 Sri
Lankan special troops. Sri Lanka has
entered into a formal agreement to fuel
U.S. warships at Trincomalee. And
finally, the Tamil militants allege that
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Pakistani pilots are now flying Sri Lankan

planesin murderous sorties over Jaffna.
Given Sri Lanka's size. this military
involvement is by no means insignificant
or small. It gives the West, through the
agency of Mossad, considerable influence
of a direct nature, on the Sri Lankan
forces. Personal contacts with the armed
forces. right from the early stages and at
the highest level, can prove crucial not
only in altering the relationship between
the military and the political structure, but
also in directing the former to accomplish
specific tasks. Military influence of this
kind has a “sticky”. semi-permanent
character, it is difficult to dispel it under
less strained circumstances. To put it
simply, Mossad or, more generally, the
West as a whole, has virtually raised
today’s Sri Lankan army. [t can safely be
expected that they will not want to lose
that influence, war or no war in Jaffna.
India has stood by and watched all this
happen. Under the Bhandari line, this
country has refused even to counter the
all-too-obvious shift that has taken place
over the past two years in the political
rationalisation proffered by President
Jayawardene for his military action.
Earlier, Colombo used to castigate the
Tamil militants as  ‘‘secessionists’,
“separatists” and “armed guerillas out to
disrupt the unity of Sri Lanka™. Over the
past two years they have been consistently

characterised as “terrorists”. This is
neither innocent nor without conse-
quence.

“Terrorism™ is part of the current
Western ideological armoury. the use of
which can justify any retaliatory
measures, including the bombing of
refugee camps. hospitals and schools. or
torture, deportation and preventive
detection —in other words. actions that arc
expressly forbidden by the Geneva
conventions.  “Terrorism™ can be
effectively used to turn ordinary people
into sub-human beasts against whom any
manner of attack is automatically
justifiable because no human or civilised
norms apply. Witness Israel’s barbaric
treatment of Palestinian refugees on the
pretextof ““terrorism’,

It is entirely characteristic of the
Bhandari line - itself marked by its affinitv
with the ideological armamentarium of
the West ~ that it has passively accepted
such characterisations and hence helped

depoliticise  the Tamil struggle for
autonomy.
It is tempting to argue that an

important. if not the definitive. feature of
India’s Sri Lanka potlicy over the past two
and a half vears has been its apparently ad
hoc. irresolute. inconsistent and inco-
herent character. Frequent and sudden
shifts in South Block's stance vis-a-vis
Colombo and the Sri Lanka Tamils,
mutually contradictory statements
showing up awkward efforts at
reconciliation. the drafting in of all
manner of people as negotiators (the
latest addition being Mr. Dinesh Singh).
and the “see-saw™ phenomenon so often
in evidence in the handling of Tamil

militant and moderate groups all tend to
support this view.

The inconsistencies and the inco-
herence are real, just as they are visible,
Underlying them., however, is a deep
continuity which is reflected in the results
that the Bhandari line has vielded. It is
best understood as composed of four
elements. The first is a long-term
undercurrent or a subtle tilt in favour of
Colombo vis-a-vis the Tamils and the
acceptance of the terrain of conflict and its
resolution, as defined bv the former.
Thus, the government of Sri Lanka has
been allowed to seize the initiative and is
now increasingly calling the shots.

Precise Effect

A second element of the continuity is the
depoliticisation and. to a certain degree,
delegitimisation of the Tamil struggle for
autonomy within Sri Lanka. The
treatment of some militant groups as no
more than a nuisance and the
simultaneous appeasement of some others
have had that precise effect. The tacit
acquiescence in Colombo’s characterisa-
tion of them as “terrorists™ has only
reinforced this.

A third element is the basic incapacity
of the Bhandari line to prevent the pursuit
of, or frequent resort to a military solution
to the conflict. This is not to suggest that
President Jayawardene’s government has
finally opted for a purely military solution,
but to argue that the Bhandari policy
cannot effectively counter a strategy
which has a haemorrhaging effect on Sri
Lanka, or involves any number of military
expeditions against Tamil civilians.

And the final - and geopolitically the
most crucial — element is the capitulation
or vielding of ground to Western and
Israeli influence in Sri Lanka. New Delhi
has consistently failed to make moves that
could have helped prevent a dangerous
slide in Colombo’s foreign policy towards
the West., The kind of pro-Western
orientation that Sri Lanka showed during
the Falklands war — and it was the only
significant country in the non-aligned
movement to support the British - has
only got reinforced over the past five
vears. Thus, when tenders were floated
for the construction of a oil storage depot
in Trincomalee where the U.S. fleet would
be refuelled. New Delhi's response was
not. as might have been expected, to
protest against the move, but to make a
bid (as it turned out, an unsuccessful one)
for the contract.

Again. when the Israeli president, Mr.
Chaim Herzog, “visited Colombo last
November - and there were at least four
major exchanges between Israeli and Sri
Lankan officials or ministers earlier, in the
latter country as well as abroad - the
Indian response was so meek and low-key
as not to matter. Amazing as it might
seem, New Delhi chose not to take up the
visit or the setting up of a special Israeli
interest section in the U.S. Embassy
(which has since moved to a separate
commercial building in Colombo) with the
Arab states. although it was widely

expected that it would do so. Similarly,
South Block missed several other
opportunities, such as those presented by
the Islamic summit in January this year, to
lobby the more anti-Israeli Arab states
against the Colombo-Tel Aviv link and to
provide a counterpoint to Gen. Zia-ul-
Haq's open championship of the Sri
Lankan government’s cause in a variety of
fora.

New Delhi’s passivity, if it can be called
that, has endured in spite of some more
recent events such as the bomb blasts on
the Trincomalee highway and in Colombo
last month, which point to well-trained
saboteurs. The charge made by the pro-
Sinhala Sri Lankan Freedom Party as well
as the Sri Lankan left that it was Mossad
and not Tamil extremists who was behind
the ‘“inside job”’ is hard to refute, although
no hard evidence is available to prove it.

The two blasts fit perfectly into a
pattern that is now only too familiar in
covert action and destabilisation pro-
grammes undertaken by the American
CIA and Mossad in country after third
world country. One only has to read
Noam Chomsky and Edward S. Herman's
The Washington Connection & Third
World Fascism, Philip Agee's Inside The
Company and Victor Marchetti and John
D. Marks' The CIA And The Cult of
Intelligence to see what these patterns are.
What is of special concern to us is the
likely consequences of Western and
Israeli manoeuvres in Sri Lanka and
changes in Colombo's foreign policy
orientation for the South Asian region.

Our principal proposition here is that
the policy changes, political shifts and
military or covert manoeuvres in Sri
Lanka - to the emergence and
development of which the Bhandari line
has contributed so much, albeit indirectly
—are such as would dovetail neatly into the
American strategy plan for this region.

To put it simply, that plan is based as
much on weakening and limiting India’s
position in South Asia as on drawing other
countries, principally Pakistan and Sri
Lanka, into the U.S. fold or ‘‘strategic
consensus”’. The prominent position
accorded to Pakistan in the U.S.
CENTCOM (Central Command) struc-
ture extending all the way from the
Persian Gulf to Thailand. as well as the
latest U.S. economic and military aid
package constitute a major plank of the
policy. Its other major planks are one. to
ensure that India’s role in the region is
confined to its borders and to keep New
Delhi under constant pressure, both
regional and domestic; and fwo, to
reshape Sri Lanka’s political role and
foreign policy so as to bring them into
alignment with the Western bloc and with
U.S. strategicinterests in particular.

The long-term strategic interest of the
U.S.in Sri Lanka is considerable. It is best
exemplified by Trincomalee, dn excep-
tionally well-endowed harbour. with a
natural mountain protective cover that is
the naval strategist’s dream. The very
location of Trincomalee, which poten-

continued on page 8
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Rep Dymally Lauds Jaffna AirDrop

WASHINGTON - Rep. Mervyn Dymally
(D-Calif.) this week praised India’s
supply drop to Sri Lanka as a
bumanitarian effort and condemned
Sri Lankan Army actions on the Jaffna
peninsula.

Dymally also called for a congres-
sional delegation to the north of the
island to determine the extent of
civilian deaths in the absence of U.S.
media reports onthe conflict.

“I'feel that the humanitarian effort by
Mr. Rajiv Gandhi deserves a great deal
ofcommendation,” Dymally told India-
West in a telephone interview June 8.
“In my judgement the Sri Lankan
government left him with no other
alternative.”

Congressman Dymally, the second
ranking Democratic member of the
Asian and Pacific Affairs Subcom-

mittee of the House Foreign Affairs
Committee, said India’s action was
within the bounds of international law.

“Crises that demand human resolve
cannot be viewed in any way as
violations of international law,” he told
India-West. He called the airlift a “very
positive step” which will help “to
alleviate the suffering of the civilian
population.”

Dymally gave a speech June 3 in
Congress on the situation in Sri Lanka
and issued a press release stating that
he is planning an urgent official visit to
India and Sri Lanka to convey the
concerns of the U.S. Congress to both
governments.

“In India, I will urge Prime Minister
Rajiv Gandhi to continue his mediation
efforts despite this major setback for
peaceintheregion,” said Dymally.

“In Sri Lanka, | will impress on the
government the need to use peaceful
means to resolve the ethnic conflict,
because there is no such thing as a
successful military solution. This latest
offensive only confirms the Tamil
conviction that their chance of equality
within Sri Lankan society is minimal. It
merely strengthens the case for
separation.”

While in Sri Lanka, Dymally says that
he intends to witness, first hand, the
impact of the civil war on the civilian

population and to determine the fate of
families of American Tamil
constituents. ;

European and Indian news sources
estimate that the Sri Lankan Army,
which is dominated by the Sinhalese
majority, has killed between 200 and
500 civilian men, women and children
of the Tamil minority since launching a
military offensive late last month.

“The Sri Lankan government
prohibits access not just to reporters
but also to such humanitarian
organisations as the Red Cross and
Amnesty International,” Dymally
noted. “The government maintains
this closed door policy despite
international pleas to at least allow
humanitarian groups to have access.
That secrecy is a major reason we can
only estimate the civilian casualties.”

Dymally observed that while the
government of President Junius
Jayawardene has been emphasising a
negotiated settlement in its public
statements, it has apparently been
intent on pursuing the military option
allalong.

“Thisis a grave miscalculation,” said
Dymally. “It will not lead to a
settlement; rather it will only serve to
undermine the moderates and polarise
the Tamil majority, destroying any
hope of alasting settlement.”

Sequence leading to Indian mission
over Jaffna

fHE FOLLOWING is a brief sequence of events
leading to the air-drop over Jaffna.

Jan 2: India conveys concern to Sri Lanka
over the “serious and grim situation™ following
blockade.

~ Jan 6: Fuel ban chokes life in Jaffna. Lankan
Interna! Security Minister Lalith Athulath-
mudali says, “it is a non-military option” Tamil
LTTE leader V. Prabakaran reported to have
returned to Jaffna.

Jan7: Vital drugs, oxygen cylinders seized by
Lankan forces, vegetable and fuelwood prices
soar. bus services cut, people move on bullock-
carts.

Jan 8: Lankan alrforce helicopters strafe
Jaffna, killing four. Jaffna shelled for third day
~army occupies area outside Jatfna fort.

Jan 9: Heavy fighting in Jaffna.

Jan 12: Fuel embargo immobilises 6,600 cars,
6,000 motor-cycles, 1,000 power-tillers, 664
lorries, says Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam
(LTTE).

Jan 13: Tamils face starvation —says LTTE.

Jan 14: Tamil new vyear festival Pongal
marked by despair in Jaffna — kerosene sells at
Rs. 25 per litre. petrol at Rs. 100 per litre.

Jan 15: Government workers picket-offices;
protest embargo.

Jan 16: Students protest fuel blockade.

Jan 18: 6 militants killed. 19 die in Lanka
fighting.

Jan 30: 200 civilians killed,
General Strike in Jaffna.

says LTTE,

Feb 3: Troops moved to Jaffna.

Feb 18: Bomb blast kills 61 near village in
Jaffna.

Feb 8: 39 die in Lanka offensive in Jaffna.

" April 17: 107 Sinhalese shot dead near
Trincomalee.

. May 13: Helicopters strafé Jaffna, 3 killed.

May 16: Indian Envoy conveys concern to
Lanka over plans for final offensive.

May 17:.50 Tamils die in air raids, Jaffna cut
off.

May 26: 100 killed as final offensive begins.

May 30: Hundreds of Tamils killed in
Vadamarachi. Jaffna Tamils face starvation.

June 1: India to ship relief to Jaffna —~ Lanka
objects, sends Minister to China — exodus from
Jaffna. .

* June 2: Lanka says it will defend its waters.
Lankan PM says aid decision will lead to
violence.

June 3: India decides to send relief flotilla
from Rameswaram in Indian Tamil Nadu
carrying humanitarian relief supplies of food
and medicines, to Jaffna. Lanka protests
decision and prepares for naval blockade,
warns India of consequences.

June 4: India goes ahead. air-drops supplies,
mission ends. Lanka lifts fuel embargo.

BhandariLine on SrilLanka

continued from page 7

tially gives it command over a vast area
from West Asia through South Asia and
the Indian Ocean to Southeast Asia,
makes it more valuable than many Subic
Bays and Guams put together. It follows
that the U.S. would flinch from few
actions that are essential to the promotion
of its strategic interests in the region, even
if they have a slow haemorrhaging effect
on Sri Lanka and produce thousands of
civilian casualties.

It is apparent that the U.S. drafted in
Mossad to do at least a part of its job in Sri
Lanka. That is probably when Gen.
Walters and the Israeli contacts come in.

From the foregoing conclusion it is
inescapable that the Bhandari policy
complements and fits in tightly with the
overall U.S. strategy for Sri Lanka and
South Asia. It is irrelevant whether it was
designed and crafted as such. It does not
also matter what the intention and
motives of its author were or are. The
point is that never before has a major
South Block policy on the South Asian
region had the degree of convergence with
U.S. strategic interests that marks the
Bhandariline.

India’s Sri Lanka policy has not merely
been a failure and an embarrassment. It
has without doubt been a major disaster
when seen in the context of India’s
interests in contraposition to U.S.

strategic plans. By courtesy of * Times Of India ",
May 19 & 20, 1987.
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Jayawardene’s Peace
‘impossible’

I\NDIA IS NOT WILLING to resume its mediatory role in the ethnic conflict
in Sri Lanka because it considers the latest Colombo response to Prime
Minister Rajiv Gandhi’s message to Presndent Jayawardene as wholly

unsatlsfactory

. Its sense of dismay at Sri Lankan
procrastination is reflected in India’s
refusal to respond to Mr. Jayawardene’s
message. Not only is no reply being sent
immediately, any move for a ministerial-
level dialogue, even if made, is also
unweélcome.

This is being made clear to Sri Lanka
through diplomatic channels, but the
possibility of a formal communication
being sent until the Sri Lanka Army halts
its anti-Tamil operations in the Eastern
province and Jaffnais ruled out.

Not being a direct party to the dispute,
but as one who made its good offices
available to end the conflict, India
considers the proposition that it
“underwrite the implementation of any
agreement” as totally unacceptable. It is
made clear that India had offered to
mediate to pull the Sri Lankan
Government out of a difficult situation but
has no direct interest in the conflict. By
seeking peace on its own terms and by
imposing a military solution, Colombo has
made ‘it impossible for India to resume
mediation.

India’s position remains the same, as
stated in its communication to Mr.
Jayawardene on February 9, that if the Sri
Lankan Government continues the
economic blockade and military opera-
tions against Tamils, prospects of violence
will increase. India’s assessment is that the
conflictwill be prolonged and will escalate.

It has been noted here with concern that
since January 28 over 500 Tamils have
been killed by the Sri Lankan forces, of
them about 200 in Batticaloa alone. A
massacre of such proportion of civilian
population was having its repercussions on
the Tamils in Tamil Nadu and the Sri
Lankan refugees in that State. It had also
put the Government of India in an
awkward position and convinced it that
Colombo was trying to consolidate its
position militarily regardless of the
suffering of Tamils.

Attention is also drawn to President
Jayawardene’s address to the Sri Lankan
Parliament which ruled out chances of
India resuming its mediatory role. Not only
did Mr. Jayawardene reject the conditions
set forth by Mr. Rajiv Gandhi, he also
proposed a set of his own conditions which
rule out, in practical terms, any Indian
mediation except on Colombo’s terms. Mr.
Gandhi wanted the military offensive to
end and economic blockade to be lifted. It
also urged Mr. Jayvawardene to stand-by his
December 19 proposals.

. But his response was not as was
expected,- confirming the impression that
the hardliners in the Government were
spoiling for a military solution.  Mr.

Jayawardene’s response has grown more
involved and an embarrassment for New
Delhi.

Mpr. Jayawardene's six point response
handed to Mr. J. N. Dixit, Indian Hzgh
Commissioner was:

1. If the armed separatists (LTTE)
agree to cease armed violent
operations and related military
preparations and desist from any
activity aimed at setting: up, or
interferring with, the legal adminis-
tration of the area, and this is
announced by them, the Government
of Sri Lanka would ensure that the
armed forces will not carry out any
further militarv operations in the area
during this period.

2. When hostilities cease, in terms
of para 1 above, the embargo (on the
movement of certain commodities),
now in force in the Jaffna peninsula
will be lifted.

2.(a) If the LTTE is prepared to
attend talks with the representatives
of the Government of Sri Lanka
towards a peaceful solution of the
ethnic problem, appropriate talks
may be held in New Delhi with the
assistance of the representatives of
the Indian Government. The

Government of Sri-Lanka expects the
Government of India to underwrite
the implementation of any agreement
soreached.

3. Upon thé armed separatists
giving up their arms — a vital step in
strengthening the civil administration
- a general amnesty will be given to
them by the President of Sri Lanka.

4. When talks towards a peaceful
“solution of the ethnic problem
commence, the Government of Sri
Lanka will release those persons now
held in custody under the Prevention
of Terrorism Act who have no
charges against them.

5. In all these proceedings the
mediatory role and the good offices of
the Government ..of India -are
relevant. The Government of Sri
Lanka reaffirms that the results of the
discussions held so far, including the
proposals of December 1986, will be
the basis for evolving a durable
solution.

6. The Government of Sri Lanka is
agreeable to an early date being fixed
for the negotiations.

The LTTE, with whom the Sri Lankan
Government wants to negotiate, has
rejected the proposals.

Mr. Jayawardene's. December 19
proposals on which India wants the Sri
Lankan President to stand firm are:

“The present territory. comprising the
Eastern province minus the Amparai
Electorate (electoral district) may consti-
tute the new FEastern Province. A
Provincial Council will be established for
the new Eastern Province.

Caroline Moorehead comments in “THE TIMES” (22 June) on
Amnesty Reports of hundreds of Tamils Tortured

STORIES OF THE persistent harass-
ment, torture and death of Tamil
detainees, held on suspicion of
involvement with armed groups, are
continuing to come out of SriLanka.

The cases of more than 500 Tamils who
have “disappeared” after arrests during the
past 2V years are being publicised today in
a new report by Amnesty International.

The human rights group is concerned
about the growing number of reports of
torture during interrogation, apparently as
a means of extracting confessions, and of
arbitrary killings of those detained by the
security forces.

More than 3,000 Tamils are being held
prisoner by the Sri Lankan authorities,
some 2,500 of them at Boosa army camp
near Galle on the south coast. They are
reported to arrive showing signs of injuries
inflicted during torture, and once inside the
camp they faceill-treatment and humiliation.

Sanitary conditions are atrocious and
detainees suffer from dysentery, diarrhoea,
chicken pox, mumps and measles. Ninety
per cent of them are said to have scabies.
Worms, centipedes, maggots and weevils
have been found in the food.

Since families often spend many months
trying to trace missing relations, Amnesty

insists that its list of 519 “disappeared”
Tamils is probably far from complete. The
organisation is appealing to President
Jayawardene to act swiftly to set up an
impartial and independent inquiry and to
consider keeping a central register of
arrested people and where they are being
held.

Last September, Amnesty published a
report on 271 Tamil men and one woman
who were reported to have “disappeare