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Sri Lanka: UN must investigate human rights violations 
17 May 2010 - Amnesty launches fresh call a year on from end of conflict 

Amnesty International today called on the United Nations to set up an immediate and 

independent investigation into the massive human rights violations committed by both 

government and the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam forces, commonly known as the 
Tamil Tigers, during the country’s recent civil war. 

The call came a day before the first anniversary of the end of the conflict (18 May). 

 

The failure to act so far has left victims of human rights violations with no access to 

justice, truth or reparations. Meanwhile hundreds of thousands of Sri Lankans displaced 

at the end of decades-long conflict languish in camps or struggle to rebuild their 

shattered communities. 

 

Madhu Malhotra, Amnesty International’s Deputy Director for the Asia-Pacific, said: 

 

“The UN never revealed what it knew about the final days of the conflict, acknowledged 

the scale of the abuse that took place, or pushed for accountability. 

 

“At the end of the war, atrocities against civilians and enemy combatants appeared to be 

fueled by a sense that there would be no real international consequences for violating 

the law.” 

 

Instead of investigating and prosecuting those suspected of violations during the war 

and providing reparations to victims, in the past 12 months the Sri Lankan government 

has jailed critics and clamped down on dissent.   

 

“Many thousands of civilians died. However, attempts by the government to cover up 

the full extent of the violations by prohibiting independent monitoring means that the 

numbers of deaths may even be in the tens of thousands,” said Madhu Malhotra. 

 

One year on, the situation for civilian communities caught up in the conflict shows no 

sign of improving: 

• 80,000 people remain in camps with little access to water, decent sanitation and 

medical supplies; 

• 300,000 displaced civilians who have tried to resettle remain vulnerable and 

struggle to survive in communities where homes and infrastructure were destroyed; 

• ·Thousands of people detained for suspected links to the Tamil Tigers remain in 

detention without access to the courts; 

• The government continues to extend the state of emergency, restricting many basic 

human rights and freedom of speech; 

• And no meaningful action has been taken to investigate reports of war crimes. 

 

On this first anniversary of the end of the conflict, Amnesty International is focusing 

worldwide attention on the continuing impunity in Sri Lanka and demanding justice for 

victims and the families of those killed, with members around the world holding events 

today and in the coming weeks. 

 
Source: http://www.amnesty.org.uk/news_details.asp?NewsID=18760  
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President appoints  
Lessons Learnt and Reconciliation Commission 

 

President Mahinda Rajapaksa has appointed the eight member 'Lessons Learnt and 

Reconciliation' Commission to report on the lessons to be learnt from the events in the 

period, Feb 2002 to May 2009, their attendant concerns and to recommend measures 
to ensure that there will be no recurrence of such a situation.  

The Commission has been charged with reporting whether any person, group or 
institution directly or indirectly bears responsibility in this regard.  

Following is the text of the Warrant issued by President Mahinda Rajapaksa:  

WHEREAS I am of the opinion that an opportune moment has arrived to reflect on the 

conflict phase and the sufferings the country has gone through as a whole and having 

regard to the common aspirations of all we have collectively resolved that our people 

are assured an era of peace, harmony and prosperity;  

WHEREAS It has become necessary that while we as an independent and proud nation 

of multi-ethnic polity undertake a journey of common goals in a spirit of co-operation, 

partnership and friendship we also learn from this recent history lessons that would 
ensure that there will be no recurrence of any internecine conflict in the future;  

WHEREAS I am of the opinion that it is in the interest of public welfare, to appoint a 
Commission of Inquiry for the purposes hereinafter mentioned;  

NOW THEREFORE I, Mahinda Rajapaksa, President, reposing great trust and confidence 

in your prudence, ability, independence and fidelity, do, in pursuance of the provisions 

of Section 2 of the Commission of Inquiry Act (Chapter 393), by these presents, appoint 
you, the said;  

1. Chitta Ranjan de Silva Esquire, PC  

2. Dr. Amrith Rohan Perera Esquire, PC  

3. Prof. Mohamed Thahir Mohamed Jiffry Esquire  

4. Prof. Karunaratna Hangawatta Eq  

5. Chandirapal Chanmugam Esq  

6. Hewa Mathara Gamage Siripala Palihakkara Esq  

7. Mrs. Manohari Ramanathan  

8. Maxwell Parakrama Paranagama Esq  

To be my Commissioners, to inquire and report on the following matters that may have 

taken place during the period between 21st February 2002 and 19th May 2009, 

namely;  

i. the facts and circumstances which led to the failure of the ceasefire agreement 

operationalized on 21st February 2002 and the sequence of events that followed 
thereafter up to the 19th of May 2009;  

ii. whether any person, group, or institution directly or indirectly bear responsibility in 
this regard;  

iii. the lessons we would learn from those events and their attendant concerns, in order 
to ensure that there will be no recurrence;  
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iv. the methodology whereby restitution to any person affected by those events or their 

dependents or to heirs, can be effected;  

v. the institutional administrative and legislative measures which need to be taken in 

order to prevent any recurrence of such concerns in the future, and to promote further 

national unity and reconciliation among all communities, and to make any such other 

recommendations with reference to any of the matters that have been inquired into 

under the terms of this Warrant  

AND I do hereby appoint you the said Chittaranjan de Silva Esq, President's Counsel 

and retired Attorney General to be the Chairman of the said Commission;  

AND I do hereby authorize and empower you the said Commissioners, to hold all such 

inquiries and to make all such investigations into the aforesaid matters as may appear 

to you to be necessary, and require you to transmit to me within six months of the date 

hereof, a report thereon under your hand, setting of the finding of requires and your 
recommendations relating thereto;  

 

Courtesy : President Media Unit 
For the full text please see http://www.defence.lk/new.asp?fname=20100517_07  

 

Commissions of Inquiry in Sri Lanka - Futile Exercise 
M.C.M. Iqbal* 

Abductions, illegal arrests, detentions, kidnappings, extra-judicial killings and causing 

disappearances of persons are all common occurrences in Sri Lanka these days. Often 

‘unknown persons’  are blamed for many of these incidents and no further investigations 

take place into such cases.   Torture of persons taken into custody is almost the norm. 

Deaths in custody occur now and then and the deceased in such cases are often blamed 

for his death saying that he had to be shot while he tried to escape from custody or 

while he   attempted to attack the police when he was  taken to recover a weapon of 
offence or something else.   

It is common knowledge that several commissions of inquiry were appointed from time 

to time to inquire into disappearances of persons and other serious human rights 

violations in Sri Lanka. I do not intend to go into the matters relating to all these 

commissions now. Instead, I  propose to  deal with the two Commissions of Inquiries 

into Disappearances to which  I was the  Secretary  and the  Commission of Inquiry 

into Certain Serious Human Rights Violations  in the recent past  where I was  an 

adviser to the International Independent Group of Eminent Persons (IIGEP). The  IIGEP  

had been  invited by President Rajapakse, for them to ensure that the investigations and 

inquiries  conducted by that Commission are in keeping with internationally accepted 

norms and standards.     

It should be noted that these Commissions of Inquiry in Sri Lanka,  are appointed in 

terms of the provisions of the Commissions of Inquiry Act. This Act provides for the 

President to appoint such Commissions whenever he thinks there is a need to find out 

more  information on any question of national interest, and direct such Commission to 

inquire or investigate and report to him on matters set out in the  Mandate given to such 

commissions.  In other words, they are debarred from  inquiring or investigating into 
any matter that may come to their knowledge during the course of the specified  
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inquiries, even though  they may be related to the principal subject of the commission. 

It is mandatory for the Commission to submit the report to the President and not to 

make its contents public.  In 1994 three such commissions  known as Zonal 

Commissions were appointed to inquire and report on disappearances of persons while 

another was appointed in 1998, known as the All Island Commission,   to inquire only 

into the complaints received by the Zonal Commissions and remain  un-inquired. These 

Commissions handed over their Reports in September 1997 and May, 2000, 

respectively.  

These Commissions, inter alia, reported that they came across evidence that  several 

torture chambers  managed by the police and the military existed during the relevant 

period. Persons who had been taken to be caused to be disappeared had  been tortured 

in these chambers to elicit evidence before they are disposed of.  Persons who had 

managed to escape from such torture chambers came before the Commissions and gave 

evidence on the manner in which persons had been tortured. They even gave the names 
of the key persons who were managing these torture chambers.    

It was the same in the case of  about  ten mass graves about which information was 

made available to these Commissions by witnesses who are aware of their existence.  

These graves are still  in tact while  those who are responsible for  them are as safe as 
ever.  

All that the Commissions could do in respect of these torture chambers and the mass 

graves  was to list the locations of the torture chambers and the mass graves in their 

Reports  and make  a recommendation that the President should take further action  to 

investigate into them.  That was because the mandates given to the Commissions did 

not authorize them  to conduct investigations on the basis of this  evidence on the  

torture chambers and mass graves. So far no action whatsoever had been taken on this 

recommendation. Some of those  who were alleged to have been responsible for them  

have received promotions in their respective services. Some others have retired from 
the service.                    

The same is true with regard to the recommendations made to take disciplinary action 

against several police and military personnel whose misconduct during the performance 

of their duties came to light during the investigations. There was evidence of their 

violation of   departmental rules and regulations  in  dealing with complaints of 

disappearances, detention of persons taken into custody,   destruction of Police  

information books relating to  the relevant period,  in spite of a directive by the 

Inspector General of Police to preserve these books and make them available for 
investigation by the Commissions.  

To cap it all, the manner in which action was taken against those  police and security 

forces personnel and others against  whom the Commission reported that there is 

credible material indicative of their responsibility for the disappearances,  is a sad 

reflection on the sincerity of the successive governments in dealing with perpetrators of 

such incidents.   This only helped to perpetuate the culture of impunity   which had, by 

this time, pervaded into the police and security forces personnel.  Consequently the 

families of the victims of disappearances are yet to receive justice being meted out to 
them though  nearly  20 years have lapsed since these incidents had happened.   

A Report of  the International Commission of Jurists reveals that "The lack of state 
accountability for human rights violations in Sri Lanka crosses ethnic divides, all  
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governments and political parties. Neither the regular criminal justice system nor 

commissions    of inquiry have been able to satisfy the state’s obligation to its citizens."  

Some say the only useful purpose   served by these Commissions was  to help 

successive governments  to know who and who in the police and security services are 

experienced and  competent in carrying out disappearances of persons, so that they 
could use them when the need arises.   

Another matter that needs to be remembered is that the Commissions of Inquiry Act 

does not place any  obligation on the part of the President to make public the findings of 

any Commission of Inquiry.  There are reports of several commissions appointed  in the 

past that have never been published. Others have been published only in parts. For 

instance only the Commissioners and I as the Secretary  of the two Commissions  

concerned, know  that  what was published  as the Reports of these Commissions  do 

not contain  important parts of the report  that were  handed to the President. It is the 

sole discretion of the President to publish the whole or any part of the Report if he so 
desires.  

Beside successive governments have followed a pattern of subverting the commissions 

of inquiry which are initially appointed to appease pressure from human rights 

organizations or the people to end  systematic violations of their rights.  In fact the non-

implementation of the many recommendations of these Commissions on the need to 

deal with the perpetrators swiftly and effectively,  promoted the culture of impunity 
prevailing among the police and the security forces personnel to become galvanized.  

Let me now deal with the Commission appointed in year 2007  to inquire into serious 

human rights violations such as the killing of five university students in Trincomalee, the 

killing of seventeen employess of the ACF  in Muttur,  bombing of  a children’s home in 

Sencholai in the Mullaitivu District,  etc.  The series of such high profile incidents that  

took place during that period resulted in a public outcry for the government to end such 

incidents.  The President decided to appoint a commission to inquire into such incidents. 

Given the past experience on what happened to the disappearances commissions and 

many others,  both the local and international human rights organizations expressed  

their  reservations on the outcome and efficacy of the Commission proposed by the 

government.   Consequently the President himself came out with a suggestion that he is 

prepared to invite a  few  International Independent  Group of Eminent Persons  (IIGEP)  

who could be tasked to ensure that the proposed Commission conducts its investigations 

and inquiries in keeping with international norms and standards.   

The Commission of 2007 was  established with seven members.  A few days after the 

commencement of the proceedings of this Commission  the IIGEP  found that the 

services of a representative of the  Attorney General (AG)  was being availed of  by  this 

Commission  to lead the evidence in respect of the cases  the Commission was 

mandated to deal with.  Former Chief Justice of India – Justice Bagawathy  who headed 

the IIGEP  had  to point out to  Justice Udalagama who was the President of the 

Commission, and later to the President himself of the impropriety  of the AG leading the 

evidence of witnesses  during the proceedings of the Commission.  Both the President 

and the head of the Commission persisted on insisting that  the AG should be there  and 

that he is an independent official.  Haggling over this issue went on for some time. IIGEP 

was  told that they being foreigners, did not understand the nuances of the laws in Sri 

Lanka  and the independence of the AG.  Subsequently IIGEP had to obtain the opinion 

of two eminent retired judges of renown,  on the question of the independence of the AG  
and the justification of the involvement of the AG in the proceedings of the Commission.   
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They gave a well considered written opinion to the IIGEP,  confirming that  the Attorney-

General is not an independent official  and that the role played by the AG  in the 

proceedings of the Commission was a conflict of interest as the AG’s representative had 

advised the original investigations in the cases which had been mandated for inquiry by 

the Commission. Even though this was pointed out, the AG’s representative continued 

his role in the Commission  and eroded the  Commission’s  real and perceived 

independence. Incidentally, this particular AG who has now retired has just been 

appointed as the Chairman of the Lessons Learnt and Reconciliation Commission.     

In view of the  high profile nature of the cases the Commission was inquiring into, 

witnesses  to the incidents were hesitant to come  before the Commission and give 

evidence for fear of reprisals.  Though the IIGEP  insisted on the need for a law to 

protect witnesses coming before the Commission,  the government failed to  take 

meaningful and effective steps to  provide protection for the witnesses.  

Eventually the IIGEP had to abort its mission stating  that  they (I quote), found there a 

lack of  political and institutional will on the part of the Government to pursue with 

vigour  the cases under review by the Commission, with the intention of identifying the 

perpetrators or at least uncovering the systemic failures and obstructions to justice that 

rendered  the original investigations in to these cases ineffective.  

Ultimately the term of the Commission which was mandated to  inquire into 15 high 

profiles cases was not extended even though inquires in the cases concerned had not 

been completed.  That  Commission then ceased to exist. A report this Commission is 
said to have handed over to the President, has never been made public.  

This is no occasion for me to go into the other reasons why IIGEP  aborted their mission 

and the President abruptly terminated the Commission that was set up after much 

publicity, locally and internationally.  But from the disclosures  I have  made  so far 

about what happened to the Commissions on Disappearances appointed in 1994 and 

1998  and the one on Serious Human Rights violations appointed in 2007,  it would be 

clear  that in Sri Lanka, successive  governments had  been appointing Commissions not 

with the honest intention of finding out what actually happened  and to mete out justice 

to the victims,  but with the intention of deceiving the people concerned and the 

international community, in the expectation that pressure and attention on the 

government regarding the relevant issues could be diverted.  There isn’t a single 

commission appointed by the government  so far whose report or findings had been 

taken seriously and steps taken to implement their recommendations.  In fact, all such 

commissions have been so far only exercises of denial,  in instances when they  had 
been mandated to look into violations of human rights.   

The government has just appointed a ‘Lessons Learnt and Reconciliation Commission’  in 

connection with the incidents relating to the conflict,  is bound to be another attempt at 

deception by the government which has now become well known for adopting such 

dubious tactics. Eight members have been appointed to this Commission which is 

headed by the former Attorney General who crossed swords with IIGEP when he was in 

service.  His official and personal links to the President are well known.   It is obvious 

from the very beginning that this Commission is going to be another in the series of 

commissions appointed so far,  and would suffer the same fate as most of the other 
Commissions.   

Only a patently independent international body appointed by the United Nations  to 

inquire and investigate into what happened prior to, during and after the end of the 

conflict in May 2009  would bring to light the atrocities committed by the State and if 
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any, by the other parties concerned,   in the conduct of the  war.   It is well known that 

the government in its efforts to deal with the LTTE, sacrificed the lives of thousands of 

innocent civilians and maimed thousands of thers. The government is said have ignored 

several international conventions relating to war. Only an independent body can confirm 

this fact.  No Commission appointed by the President is going to turn around and point 

its fingers at its creator and say, “You have violated international conventions in fighting 

the war, you are responsible for the killing of a large number of civilians”.  If the 

President expects the Commission he has just appointed  to be just  and fair in the 

conduct of its  inquiries,  and expects the people and the international community to 
believe him, he certainly is naïve indeed.  

* MCM Iqbal was the former Secretary, Commission of Inquiry into Certain Serious Human Rights Violations. 
This is a slightly abridged version of a speech delivered on 19 May 2010 at Amnesty International panel 
discussion in London. 

 

Constitutional Amendments –  
President to appoint independent commissions  and term of a 

president to be made unlimited 

Constitutional amendments will be made next month to enable President Mahinda 

Rajapaksa to take part in Parliamentary proceedings. 

This will be one of a string of amendments from the first phase of the UPFA 

Government's constitutional reforms. Others include the deletion of a provision 

that restricts the term of a President to two terms. There will be no more 
restrictions.  

Another is a string of changes to existing provisions in the 17th Amendment. This is 

to empower the President to appoint Chairpersons and members to the 

Election Commission, the Public Service Commission, the National Police 

Commission, The Human Rights Commission, the Permanent Commission to 

Investigate Allegations of Bribery or Corruption, the Finance Commission and 
the Delimitation Commission. 

Economic Development Minister and Senior Presidential Advisor Basil Rajapaksa told 

the Sunday Times, "the President's participation in parliamentary proceedings will be 

similar to the British question-time model, though not exact."  

There, he said, the Prime Minister has its own question time that gave the MPs the 

opportunity to raise issues. "Here, both Government and opposition MPs will have the 

opportunity to ask the President questions on any issue and obtain answers. Such an 

exercise will not only strengthen democracy but also Parliament," he said.  

In addition, it would also give the President an opportunity to make any formal 

statement on matters of public interest, he said. The Sunday Times reported 

exclusively last week that the Government would affect a series of constitutional 

changes. During a second phase, the Government proposes to introduce amendments 

to set of amendments will be decided upon. 

Source: http://www.sundaytimes.lk/100516/News/nws_01.html  
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The diminished credibility of justice institutions 
An all powerful political constellation carries very obvious dangers 

Kishali Pinto Jayawardene* 
 

Legitimate fears arise this week as to whether the post elections policies of this 

government will lead to the further undermining of Rule of Law institutions in the 

months ahead. 

 

Overarching political control 

 

The deliberately designed retention of powers in the hands of the Executive Presidency 

to an extent hitherto never seen, (even with the most manipulative of past Executive 

Presidents such as JR Jayawardene), accompanied by an equally deliberate redistribution 

of ministerial and political authority among the various members of the Presidential 

family is exceedingly worrisome in and by itself. Such an all powerful political 

constellation carries very obvious dangers, particularly against the backdrop of an 

opposition which remains pitifully inchoate, ineffective and disunited. 

 

This overarching control of the country’s social, economic and development sectors by 

one political family is further aggravated by gravely insidious policy changes that 

threaten even the limited extent of democratic space that we possess in Sri Lanka 

today. 

 

The Office of the Attorney General to come under the President 

 

One such immediately troubling development concerns the bringing of the Department 

of the Attorney General under the direct control of the Executive Presidency. In the 

gazetted notification relating to the assignment of subjects and functions to the relevant 

ministries, (Gazette no 1651/20-April 30th 2010), the Department of the Attorney 

General is omitted from the list of departments under the Ministry of Justice. Instead, 

this Department has been brought under the purview of President Mahinda Rajapakse in 

terms of Article 44(2) of the Constitution which is, inter alia, to the effect that the 

President may assign to himself any subject or function and shall remain in charge of 

any subject or function not assigned to any Minister. 

 

This is an extraordinary development indeed and goes to the very heart of Sri Lanka’s 

legitimacy as a democratic system. For years, the efforts of legal activists and 

commentators in this country had been directed towards drawing attention to freeing the 

Department of the Attorney General from indirect political control. There were good 

reasons as to why these calls were made. 

 

Political control of prosecutions 

 

Increased political control of prosecutions had led to the Department of the Attorney 

General loosing much of its lustre through the years. The extent to which state 

prosecutors had been politically driven in several cases to refrain from going ahead with 

the prosecutions or to embark on arbitrary prosecutions has been well documented and 

analysed. Instances in the first category for example, include, most famously, the 

Richard de Zoysa prosecution where the Liberal Party of Sri Lanka, (which is now most 

unremarkably silent on equally grave challenges as then to the Rule of Law), virtually 

accused the then Attorney General of acting according to the dictates of the United 

National Party government in power. Other cases of politically tainted prosecutions are 

well known in this regard, numbering among them failure to hold those accountable for 

the massacre of prisoners at the Welikada prisons. 
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However, despite the political pressures brought on the Attorney General in particularly 

controversial cases such as the above, there remained honourable state law officers who 

persevered to conform to time honoured traditions of serving as the State’s chief law 

officer rather than to act as a political lackey of any particular government in power. 

 

This concept of an independent state law officer was not a magical creation. Instead, 

this rationale evolved through time, commencing from the moving out of the Attorney 

General from the inner cabinet as a result of recommendations made in 1928 by a 

special commission on the Constitution and then becoming firmly entrenched through 

the Soulbury Reforms. 

 

Though there were challenges posed to this concept, most notably in 1972, its vital 

importance was recognized in later constitutional changes in 1978. In more recent and 

further acknowledgement thereof, the 17th Amendment to the Constitution stipulated 

that the Attorney General must be appointed subject to approval by the Constitutional 

Council. Ancillary legislation laid down strict removal procedures in respect of the 

Attorney General equal to the removal of an appellate court judge. 

 

Serious problems with legal accountability 

 

Yet all these painfully evolved constitutional protections have been rendered nugatory at 

one stroke by this government in bringing the Department of the Attorney General 

under the direct control of the Executive President. 

 

Given Sri Lanka’s serious crisis of credibility in regard to legal accountability for human 

rights abuses, the creation of the Office of an Independent Prosecutor with funds drawn 

from the Consolidated Fund and not coming under any ministry, was in fact suggested 

by the 1994 Commissions of Inquiry into Enforced Disappearances. 

 

Yet we have the exact opposite today. What does this signify for the public acceptance 

of the Department, even at the diminished level at which this acceptance exists today? 

Can we expect even the theoretical notion of the office of an independent Attorney 

General to survive? From indirect political control, do we now have to contend with 

direct political control, from the filing of indictments to the withdrawing of cases? These 

are relevant questions indeed for us to ponder over. 

 

Insidious undermining of the Rule of Law 

 

These policy changes are wrought quite insidiously. At one point, we are expected to be 

grateful for the relaxation of certain aspects of emergency laws and to be glad that 

journalist JS Tissainayagam has been pardoned. Yet questions remain as to why the 

military continues to be afforded police powers under remaining emergency law and why 

indeed a journalist had to be indicted in the first place, primarily for writings that surely 

come within the scope of freedom of expression however disagreeable they may have 

been to some? 

 

And while we hear of constitutional reforms on the one hand, even existing justice 

institutions are undermined on the other hand. Without securing the basic independence 

of justice and legal institutions, is there any point in establishing yet another 

Commission, this time (apparently) on Justice and Reconciliation? We have seen very 

well the farcical nature of such Commissions before, designed purely as a palliative to 

international pressure rather than to benefit the people. 
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These are fundamentally conflicting signals that (unfortunately) appear to speak to a 

most profound insincerity of this administration in terms of its commitment to the Rule 

of Law 

 
* Kishali Pinto Jayawardene is a human rights lawyer based in Colombo. 
Source: http://www.sundaytimes.lk/100509/Columns/focus.html 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Traitors should be given Capital punishment – Defense Secretary 

Shamindra Ferdinando* 

Defence Secretary Rajapaksa says the LTTE rump is exploring every avenue to avenge 

Prabhakaran’s killing on the banks of the Nanthikadal lagoon last May.  

Defence Secretary Gotabhaya Rajapaksa says anyone seeking to undermine Sri Lanka’s 
sovereignty should be treated as a traitor regardless of his or her position.  

It will be a grave blunder on the government’s part to pave the way for the so-called 
international community to interfere in Sri Lanka, he says.  

The Defence Ministry says that any Sri Lankan promoting an agenda which is 

detrimental to the country is nothing but a traitor who should be ready to face the 
consequences.  

Defence Secretary Rajapaksa told The Island in a brief interview that traitors deserved 
capital punishment and no one should shed crocodile tears over them.  

He emphasized that the armed forces had paid a heavy price to bring the LTTE to its 

knees last May and nothing could be as loathsome as producing officers, who had 

spearheaded the offensive before an international tribunal.  

He said that a recent statement, which had been attributed to Oxford Chancellor Chris 

Patten as reported in yesterday’s issue of The Island, underscored the need to be 

vigilant to external threats. The last British Governor of Hong Kong is reported having 

said that the UN should have intervened politically and diplomatically under the doctrine 

of Responsibility to Protect (R2P) in Sri Lanka’s campaign against the LTTE. 

* Shamindra Ferdinando, The Island 
Source: http://www.island.lk/2010/05/06/news2.html  
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Sri Lanka scales down state of emergency 

AFP 
 

Sri Lanka's parliament  scaled down tough state of emergency laws that were first 

introduced 27 years ago to deal with separatist Tamil rebels. 

The assembly in Colombo voted to reduce some of the strictest provisions of the state of 

emergency, which has been extended monthly since 1983 to give sweeping powers to 
security forces.  

Soldiers will now have reduced powers to carry out search operations, while the police 

will lose the right to ask for details of householders in any part of the island.  

The authorities previously required residents to register all overnight visitors at the 
nearest police station.  

Parliament also reduced the period that a suspect can be held in custody without being 

produced before a magistrate from 18 months to three months, but many elements of 
the state of emergency law remain in place.  

Source: http://www.lankabusinessonline.com/fullstory.php?nid=1796802151  

 

 

 

 

 

Sri Lanka relaxes wartime emergency law 
AP report 

The repealed regulations include the banning of propaganda supportive of a terrorist 

cause; allowing security forces to confiscate property from people involved in terrorist 

activities; exempting security forces from the law in certain circumstances; banning of 

public rallies by a presidential order and spreading rumor; publishing details of terrorist 

investigations or military activity; and taking photographs of military-sensitive areas. 

Sri Lanka had been under international pressure to repeal the emergency law following 

the end of the war. External Affairs Minister Gamini Peiris said the government wanted 

to relax the law not in response to external pressure, but because it is satisfied with the 

country's security. 

Sri Lanka has retained the Prevention of Terrorism Act, which allows rebel suspects in 

custody to be still prosecuted. 

Source: http://asia.news.yahoo.com/ap/20100505/tap-as-sri-lanka-emergency-law-510daa6.html  
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Gotabaya rejects TNA’s demand 
PK Balachandran* 

COLOMBO: The Sri Lankan Defence Secretary, Gotabaya Rajapaksa, has rejected the 

demand of the Tamil National Alliance (TNA) that the Northern and Eastern provinces be 

de-militarised since the war against the LTTE had ended a year ago. 

In an article in The Sanday Times Gotabaya  said that it would be “foolish” to relax 

military control given the possibility that the LTTE might regroup. 

 

On the very heavy military presence in the Wanni which was once under the control of 

the LTTE and which saw the heaviest fighting in Eelam War IV, he said: “The vast jungle 

terrain in the Wanni must be dominated – it is the land that the LTTE exploited to the 

maximum during the early stages of the campaign to wage guerilla warfare. 

 

Development not devolution current need 

 

In another case of rejection, the Defence Secretary ruled out devolution of power to the 

Tamil provinces in the near future. 

 

“I hear a clamour for political reforms in the North and East and I understand and 

appreciate that.But I do also sincerely believe that priority should be given not to 

political reforms but to infrastructure development and attending to the other basis 

social needs of the people.” 

 

“The people of the war-ravaged areas now need roads,electricty, drinking water, 

schools, hospitals and jobs ,much more than they need amendments to the 

constitution.” 

 

“With the former, they can rebuild their lives which had been stalled for near three 

decades. Then, surely ,the latter will follow,” Gotabaya said. 
 

 

* PK Balachandran, Express News Service 
Source: http://expressbuzz.com/world/gotabaya-rejects-
tna%C3%83%C2%A2%C3%82%E2%82%AC%C3%82%E2%84%A2s-demand/173941.html  

 

 

Rajapaksa’s constitution unacceptable: TNA 
P K Balachandran* 

COLOMBO: The Tamil National Alliance (TNA) which is the single largest Tamil party in 

the Sri Lankan parliament with 14 members, has said that the Rajapaksa government’s 

constitutional proposals are unacceptable to the Tamils and other minorities. 

“The proposals do not meet the needs of the minorities. They will put the minorities at a 

disadvantage,” TNA MP for Jaffna, Suresh Premachandran, told Express here on 

Tuesday. 

 
* PK Balachandran, Express News Service 
Source: http://expressbuzz.com/world/rajapaksa%E2%80%99s-constitution-unacceptable-tna/172643.html  
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Sri Lanka Forces Blamed for Most Civilian Deaths 
16 May 2010 – Lydia Polgreen* 

NEW DELHI — Tens of thousands of Tamil civilians died in the last, bloody months of Sri 

Lanka’s civil war, the International Crisis Group said in an investigative report to be 

released Monday, most of them as a result of government shelling of areas that were 
supposed to be safe zones.  

The report, which cites witness testimony, satellite images, documents and other 

evidence, calls for a wide-reaching international investigation into what it calls atrocities 

committed in the last months of the Sri Lankan government’s war against the Tamil 
Tiger insurgency.  

The war ended a year ago, when the Tigers’ top leadership was killed on a narrow strand 

of beach in northeastern Sri Lanka, capping a two-decade armed struggle by a group 

that pioneered some of the ugliest insurgent tactics in the world, including female 
suicide bombers and child soldiers.  

Because the government barred independent journalists and most humanitarian workers 

from the war zone, the death toll of the final months of fighting, when at least 300,000 

Tamil civilians were pinned down on a beach, caught between the rebels and 

government forces, is not known.  

United Nations workers counted about 7,000 dead in the last weeks of April, just before 

the last phase of the fighting, but diplomats, aid workers and human rights activists 

have long argued that those figures far underestimated the dead and did not include the 

final weeks of battle. Government officials, meanwhile, have repeatedly denied singling 
out civilians, and have said that the total number of people killed is much lower.  

Sri Lankan officials declined to comment on the report, saying they had not yet seen it.  

The report by the Crisis Group, an advocacy organization based in Brussels and 

Washington that seeks to resolve and prevent armed conflicts, said that despite its 

promises to protect civilians and aid workers as it made its assault on the Tigers, the Sri 

Lankan government had bombed relentlessly in areas where it knew unarmed people 
were present.  

“Evidence gathered by Crisis Group provides reasonable grounds to believe that during 

these months the security forces intentionally and repeatedly shelled civilians, hospitals 

and humanitarian operations,” the report said. “It also provides reason to believe that 

senior government and military officials were aware of the massive civilian casualties 

due to the security forces’ attacks, but failed to protect the civilian population as they 
were obliged to under the laws of war.”  

The report said that the insurgents, known as the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam, also 

committed atrocities, particularly in choosing to corral as many people as possible 

around its fighters, hoping to maximize civilian casualties and force international 
intervention.  

“Their calculation, ultimately an incorrect one, was that escalating civilian casualties 
would eventually get the attention of the international community to broker a cease-fire  
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so the L.T.T.E. could regroup or perhaps enter negotiations,” the report said, using 

initials the Tamil Tigers are also known by.  

Instead, the Sri Lankan government pressed the rebels to the bitter end. Tamils who 

tried to escape were killed, children were forced to fight, and the sick and wounded were 
left to die, the report said.  

But it was the Sri Lankan government, the report concluded, that carried the greatest 
responsibility for the killing.  

“All but a small portion of these deaths were due to government shelling,” the report 

said.  

* Lydia Polgreen, The New York Times. A version of this article appeared in print on 17 May 2010, on page 
A6 of the New York edition. 

Source: http://www.nytimes.com/2010/05/17/world/asia/17lanka.html?hp&ex=&ei=&partner  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


