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Dear members, 

 

At the close of another year, we find ourselves 

reflecting on the achievements of the past year 

and on those who have supported and stood by 

us. We would like to sincerely thank you for your 

support. 

 

 

2011 has been a challenging year for all Tamils. 

The ATC has worked hard to during the year and 

had made significant progress. However we need 

to grow stronger, and achieve much more in 

2012.  

 

We can achieve exponentially more in 2012 with 

the support and man power of a larger member 

base and reach our goal of securing peace, free-

dom and justice for our Tamil people much 

faster. 

 

Let us all resolve to work in unity this year to 

achieve the rights and dreams of our people in 

our homeland. 

 

With best wishes for 2012 to you and your loved 

ones. 

 

Australian Tamil Congress. 

 

2012  எம்நித்தின் ஒற்றுமந ககொணரும் ஆண்டொக வேற்றுமந கமையும் ஆண்டொக 

எம் தமைிநிரும் ஆண்டொக நைப ொம் அனபொது உமைப்வொம். 

அவுஸ்திவபலினத்  தநிைர்   வபமேனின் புத்தொண்டு ேொழ்த்துக்கள் 
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வணக்கத்துக்குரிய பிதா S J இமானுவவல் அடிகளாரின்  

புத்தாண்டுச் செய்தி  

Gj;jhz;by;; tpLjiyAk; rkhjhdKk; cq;fspy; gpwg;gjhf! 

 

xU Gjpa Mz;bd; Kjy; ehs; cyf rkhjhd ehshf gpufldg;gl;Ls;sJ. 

gpwf;Fk; Gjpa Mz;L 2012 kDf;Fyk; Kotjw;Fk; 

tpNrlkhf MW gj;J MzLfshf mopTf;F Nky; mopitr; re;jpj;J 

kdpj khz;gpw;fhfTk; kdpj cupikfSf;fhfTk; rkhjhdj;jpw;fhfTk; jhfpf;Fk; 

<oj; jkpoh;fSf;F ,e; ehspd; nra;jp vd;d? 
 
kdpj khz;Gk;> kdpj cupikfSk>; rkj;Jtk;> rkhjhdk;> rNfhjuj;Jtk; -  
,itfs; ,iwtdhy; Muk;gj;jpNyNa kdpjDf;F ,dhkhff; nfhLf;fg; gl;lit.; 

,itfs; kjpj;J ele;jhy; ePjpahd cz;ikahd rkhjhdk; gpwf;Fk;. 
 
Mdhy; kdpjdpy; gy tpj jPa rf;jpfs; Cw;nwLj;J kDf;Fyj;ij  gpioahd ghijapy; 
js;Sfpd;wd.  
kdpj khz;G> kdpj cupik> rkj;Jtk;> rNfhjuj;Jtk; ,itfis mt kjpg;gJk>; mopg;gJk;> mlf;F 
Kiwfspy; <L gLtJk; kdpj cUtj;jpy; nraw; gl;Lf; nfhz;bUf;Fk; jPa rf;jpfNs. 

 
vd;W kdpjd; ,j; jPa rf;jpfis rupahf ,dq;fz;L mitfSf;nfjpuhf Nghuhlfpd;whNdh> md;W 
jhd; rkhjhdk; Njhd;Wk;. 
 
vk;ik vjph;g;gth; vy;NyhiuAk; ,j; jPa rf;jpfshf ,dq;fhz;gNjh mth;fSf;nfjpuhf khj;jpk; 
NghuhLtNjh ngUk; jtW. 

kdpj khz;ig  cupikfis mtkjpj;J vkJ ,dj;ij mspg;gjpy; vkf;Fs;NsAk; Vuhskhd jPa 
rf;jpfs; nray; gLfpd;wd. xU gFjpia khj;jpuk; Koikahd jPa rf;jpahff; fzpj;Jg; NghuhLtJ 
jtW. 

 
Mifapdhy; cz;ikahd ePjpahd rkhjhdk; ,g; G+kpapy; Njhd;Wtnjd;why; ehk; mr; rkhjhdj;ij 
vk;kpy; Muk;gpf;f Ntz;Lk;. 
 
mNj Nghy; cz;ikahd ePjpahd tpLjiy Ntz;Lkhapd; ehk; mt; tpLjiyia vk;kpy; Muk;gpf;f 
Ntz;Lk;. 

Ra mikjpNa cyf rkhjhdj;ij Nehf;fpa Kjw; gb>Ra tpLjiyNa <o tpLjiyf;fhd Kjw; gb.  

Ra Nghuhl;lkpd;wp murpay; Nghuhl;lk; khj;jpuk; elhj;JtJ tPzpYk; tPz;. 
 
Mifapdhy;> vdJ md;ghd> rNfhju rNfhjupfNs! 
 
gpwf;Fk; Gjpa Mz;by; cz;ikahd rkhjhdj;jpw;fhfg; NghuhLNthk; 
ePjpahd Kiwapy; vkJ khz;igAk; kdpj cupikfisAk; ntd;nwLg;Nghk;. 

vk;kpy; CwpapUf;Fk; mbikj;jdq;fis njspthf ,dq; fz;L  

Jzpthff;  fisNthk;> tPuj;Jld; nray; gLNthk;. 
 
vk;ikg; gilj;j ,iwtd;> vkf;F ,dhkhf mspj;j mj;jid kdpj tpOkpaq;fisAk; kPd;nwLf;f  
vkf;F Md;kPf rf;jp mUs; jUthh;. 

rkhjhdKk; tpLjiyAk; cq;fspw;Fk; cq;fs; FLk;gq;fspw;Fk; tUtjhf!!! 

gzpahsd;   v];.N[. ,k;khDNty; 

N[h;kdp> 31.12.2011 
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ATC’s statement on LLRC Report 

The Government of Sri Lanka (GoSL) has finally re-

leased the report prepared by its Lessons Learnt and 

Reconciliation Commission (LLRC). Within a few days 

of its release, almost all who demanded a response from 

the GoSL on the credible allegations made against it for 

war crimes and crimes against humanity committed dur-

ing the last stages of the war have dismissed the report as 

„falling short of expectations‟ and simultaneously saying 

that it was no surprise that the report failed in its attempt 

to investigate human rights abuses. 

  

The Australian Tamil Congress (ATC) is in agreement 

with the sentiments expressed by reputed Human Rights 

organisations, government representatives, respected 

human rights proponents and the media. According to 

these organisations and others, the serious shortcomings 

of the LLRC report clearly highlight the need for an in-

ternational investigative mechanism into the last stages 

of the war as recommended by the United Nations (UN) 

Secretary-General's Panel of Experts.  The Australian 

Tamil Congress calls upon the International Community, 

the Commonwealth and the UN in particular, to go past 

the LLRC façade and to work towards establishing an 

international mechanism without further delay and bring 

the perpetrators of these horrendous war crimes and 

persistent violators of international humanitarian law to 

justice.  The victims of war in Sri Lanka, at a minimum, 

deserve this. 

  

We cite a few of the responses to the LLRC report: 

 

United States‟ (US) State Department‟s Ms. Nuland:  

(while appreciating some recommendations in the areas 

of rule of law, media freedom, disappearances, etc) “I do 

have to say that we have concerns that the report, none-

theless, does not fully address all the allegations of seri-

ous human rights violations that occurred in the final 

phase of the conflict.” 

 

Human Rights Watch (HRW), New York: “The report 

of the Sri Lankan government‟s Lessons Learnt and Rec-

onciliation Commission (LLRC) disregards the worst 

abuses by government forces, rehashes longstanding rec-

ommendations, and fails to advance accountability for 

victims of Sri Lanka‟s civil armed conflict. [T]he LLRC 

report provides no realistic pathway for holding account-

able military and government officials implicated in seri-

ous abuses." 

  The Asian Human Rights Commission, Hong Kong: 

“There was no reason to expect much from the report 

of the LLRC as this commission had no mandate to 

investigate and to file a report on the basis of investi-

gations.  It was a mere commission of gathering some 

view but even in that the people who were most af-

fected, that is those who are from the North and the 

East, did not have genuine freedom to give a narrative 

of what they knew about what had happened to them 

and those known to them… [T]here is no reason for 

disappointment in this final report as the whole exer-

cise relating to this commission was meant to be a 

farce, particularly to counter the criticism from UN 

agencies and other outside agencies for a credible in-

quiry.” 

 

The International Crisis Group (ICG): “The report 

acknowledges important events and grievances that 

have contributed to decades of political violence and 

civil war in Sri Lanka and makes sensible recommen-

dations on governance, land issues and the need for a 

political solution. But it fails in a crucial task – provid-

ing the thorough and independent investigation of al-

leged violations of international humanitarian and hu-

man rights law that the UN and other partners of Sri 

Lanka have been asking for. It is now incumbent on 

the international community, through the UN Human 

Rights Council, to establish an independent interna-

tional investigation in 2012. Without such an investiga-

tion, accountability for the crimes committed at the 

end of the civil war is highly unlikely; without account-

ability, and a full understanding of the nature of the 

violations which took place on all sides, the seeds of 

future conflict will grow.” 

 

The truth is those who understood the history of such 

commissions in Sri Lanka and the well-entrenched 

culture of impunity prevailing there, did not expect a 

genuine outcome from this commission.  The view of 

the Tamil community was always that this was just 

another time-buying exercise with sinister motives 

which include burying any evidence of war crimes and 

altering the demography and cultural identity of the 

Tamil majority North-East Sri Lanka.  

 



Page  4 Murasu  Vo lume 3,  I ssue  12 

 

The LLRC report in its essence was well-analysed by 

noted scholar Gibson Bateman in his article in the Jour-

nal of Foreign Relations (USA).  According to him, “It is 

very much what most people were expecting.  A docu-

ment that looks to the future, exonerates the military, 

does not touch on the question of accountability and 

includes some touchy-feely language about the country‟s 

need to move forward, celebrate its diversity and be 

grateful for the defeat of terrorism.”  In the area of ac-

countability, key LLRC findings could be summarised as: 

 

 Essentially, all civilian casualties were the re-

sult of people caught in the crossfire or were 

due to the fault of the Liberation Tigers of 

Tamil Eelam (LTTE) fault and, “the protec-

tion of the civilian population was given the 

highest priority” by the Sri Lankan armed 

forces. 

 Military operations moved at a “deliberately 

slow” pace because Sri Lanka‟s military per-

sonnel were so careful and cognizant of the 

dangers to civilian life during the final phases 

of the conflict.  

 It was difficult to determine what happened 

regarding the shelling of hospitals (the report 

states that civilian witnesses could not pin-

point who was responsible for the attacks), 

although (in a self-contradictory manner) it 

was clear to the Commission that Sri Lankan 

military personnel never deliberately targeted 

civilians in the No Fire Zones (NFZs). 

 Any rule of law violations that may have been 

committed (including the large numbers of 

disappearances that resulted from the surren-

der of unarmed persons to government 

forces) are isolated incidents perpetrated „by a 

few' (i.e. unjustifiably ruling out the possibility 

that these violations were systematic). 

 The government did not deliberately down-

play the number of civilians in the NFZs to 

deprive them of food and medical supplies 

(while also admitting to its inability to obtain 

relevant documents to support its position). 

 It was just too challenging to give even an 

estimate of civilian casualties during the end 

of the war. 

 The most responsible way to approach ac-

countability and the pursuit of national rec-

onciliation would be to establish some addi-

tional “independent” bodies, including one 

to conduct an investigation to ascertain the 

veracity of the Channel 4 documentary “Sri 

Lanka‟s Killing Fields”, which shows gov-

ernment soldiers executing handcuffed and 

blindfolded prisoners of war  (evidently, 

authentication by UN Rapporteurs was in-

sufficient). 

 To determine “questions of State responsi-

bility,” an “international tribunal” would be 

unhelpful because there just is not enough 

evidence about what actually happened dur-

ing the final phase of the conflict. 

 

Obviously the LLRC has faithfully reproduced what 

was presented to it by the government‟s civilian and 

military leaders without serious investigation to find 

out the truth, knowing well that all their assertions are 

in stark contrast to those by the UN Panel of Experts, 

the UN special envoy on extrajudicial executions, and 

the reports produced by US State Department and 

other independent organisations.  The UN Panel of 

Experts concluded that both the government forces 

and the LTTE conducted military operations "with 

flagrant disregard for the protection, rights, welfare and 

lives of civilians and failed to respect the norms of in-

ternational law.” 

 

Some of the blaring omissions of the LLRC report are, 

its shocking failure to call for any criminal investiga-

tions into possible indiscriminate artillery shelling of 

crowded areas and hospitals in which tens of thousands 

of civilians died; completely ignoring the allegations, 

with credible evidence, that government forces exe-

cuted several LTTE leaders who attempted to surren-

der to the government during the last days of the war 

(the so-called „white flag‟ incident); and its complete 

failure to discuss sexual violence, torture or ill-

treatment of detainees, the detention of 300,000 people 

who were displaced by the conflict for several months 

and the denial of due process rights to more than 

10,000 alleged LTTE members.  

 

The Government of Sri Lanka established the LLRC in 

May 2010 as the cornerstone of its post-war domestic 

policy for addressing the period of conflict between 

2002 and 2009.   

ATC’s Statement on LLRC report cont... 
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ATC’s Statement on LLRC report cont…. 

However, strong concerns about its mandate, processes and 

potential outcomes have been raised by the UN Secretary-

General‟s Panel of Experts and several reputable NGOs in-

cluding HRW, ICG and Amnesty International (AI).  The UN 

Panel of Experts concluded that “the LLRC fails to satisfy key 

international standards of independence and impartiality” and 

further stated that the “LLRC has not conducted genuine 

truth-seeking about what happened in the final stages of the 

armed conflict, not sought to investigate systematically and 

impartially the allegations of serious violations on both sides 

of the war. “AI, HRW and ICG collectively refused to partici-

pate in the LLRC investigation stating that “in reality it‟s 

flawed at every level: in mandate, composition and practice”.  

We agreed with their concerns then and, unfortunately all their 

predictions appear to have withstood the test of time. 

 

Given that these concerns were already in the public domain, 

it should come as no surprise that the LLRC duly obliged and 

produced a report which justified the atrocities by the Sri 

Lankan regime and cleared itself of all responsibilities.  Once 

again to quote Gibson Bateman from the Journal of Foreign 

Relations (USA), “It is hard to imagine that a reasonable per-

son (who has been following events in Sri Lanka closely) could 

buy “the story” that is the LLRC.”  He further asserts that 

“the publication of the LLRC report is one more sign that 

Rajapaksa‟s regime thinks it can do whatever it wants and face 

no consequences for its actions”. 

 

The reactions from the embattled Tamil community in Sri 

Lanka are critical to have any success in achieving eventual 

reconciliation among different communities living there.  The 

Tamil National Alliance (TNA), the major political party ar-

ticulating for Tamil interests in Sri Lanka,  

 

has responded with a statement that “the LLRC report 

categorically fails to effectively and meaningfully deal with 

issues of accountability”, and added that “the findings of 

the LLRC offend the dignity of these victims who came 

before it to testify".  TNA has also called upon the interna-

tional community to establish a “mechanism for account-

ability” to bring to book the perpetrators of war crimes 

during the last stages of the War. 

 

The LLRC report is fraught with severe shortcomings and a 

strong denial of state accountability.  If this inadequate re-

port goes unquestioned, Sri Lanka will be setting a danger-

ous precedent for countries to follow in the name of “state 

sovereignty”.  Failure by the international community to act 

sends the message that leading democratic bodies are un-

willing to consistently protect and promote fundamental 

human rights and the core tenets of democracy. 

   

The Australian Government and its Foreign Minister have 

been categorical in demanding that "the LLRC report deal 

with various questions which have been raised in the UN 

report on allegations of human rights abuses in Sri Lanka."  

“Australia's national position that the Human Rights Coun-

cil needs to revisit its earlier deliberations on this matter" 

and the recent statement from the Foreign Minister that 

“he will comment on the LLRC report once it is made pub-

lic” were strongly welcomed by all those concerned about 

the lack of respect for human rights in Sri Lanka.   

 

The Australian Tamil Congress on behalf the Tamil com-

munity are in urgent need of our Foreign Minister to act 

swiftly to help initiate an international mechanism to ad-

dress this compelling accountability issue so that a recon-

ciled, prosperous, peaceful and a truly democratic Sri Lanka 

can evolve in the very near future.  

Sri Lanka 'wheelchair tax' condemned by UK charity 

He argued that the delay in clearing the shipment - which 

contained 322 wheelchairs and other mobility items for dis-

abled Tamil war victims - meant that the bill had to be paid 

before it was allowed to be transported to the north of the 

country. 

The shipment was sent by PhysioNet in conjunction with a 

Sri Lankan Tamil charity based in the UK and the Roman 

Catholic church; together they met all of the costs of getting 

the consignment to Sri Lanka. 

"But problems arose in Colombo when it took three months 

to clear the docks," Mr Thompson told the BBC. 
 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-16353387 

 

The head of a UK charity that sent a consignment of wheel-

chairs to Sri Lanka has condemned the decision to impose 

customs duties of over $8,000 (£5,180). 

Peter Thompson, of the Yorkshire-based PhysioNet charity, 

said the shipment for Tamil war victims also took more than 

three months to clear customs.  

The Sri Lankan authorities said the delay was because paper-

work for the shipment was not properly completed. 

They said all shipments arriving in Colombo are subject to 

duty payments. 

But Mr Thompson said the $8,000 (1m Sri Lankan rupees) 

that had to be paid in customs duties and port storage fees 

was unacceptable.  

He argued that the delay in clearing the shipment - which 

contained 322 wheelchairs and other mobility items for dis-

abled Tamil war victims - meant that the bill had to be paid 

before it was allowed to be transported to the north of the 

country. 

The shipment was sent by PhysioNet in conjunction with a 

Sri Lankan Tamil charity based in the UK and the Roman 

Catholic church; together they met all of the costs of getting 

the consignment to Sri Lanka. 

"But problems arose in Colombo when it took three months 

to clear the docks," Mr Thompson told the BBC. 
 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-16353387 

 

C:/Users/l/Documents/AMAF_Volunteer_Badgegrey[1] (final grey).doc
C:/Users/l/Documents/AMAF_Volunteer_Badgegrey[1] (final grey).doc
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Global Tamil Forum (GTF) welcomes the long delayed 
publication of the „Lessons Learnt and Reconciliation 
Commission‟ (LLRC) report. Its findings only serve to 
emphasise the importance of establishing an interna-
tional, independent accountability mechanism to investi-
gate whether Government forces and the Liberation Ti-
gers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) breached any international 
law, committed war crimes and crimes against humanity 
in the last months of the war. 

Whilst the LLRC has received extensive criticism, it must 
be stated that some of its judgments and recommenda-
tions deserve acknowledgement. In particular, GTF wel-
comes the statement from the Commission “that the 
root cause of the ethnic conflict in Sri Lanka lies in the 
failure of successive Governments to address the genu-
ine grievances of the Tamil people.” However, the 
LLRC‟s conclusions on the prosecution of the conflict 
contradict many of the findings of the United Nations 
Panel of Experts (PoE) report on Sri Lanka. 

Rights Groups say LLRC report falls short 

Amnesty International (AI) has said “The report‟s major 
shortcoming is in addressing alleged violations of the laws 
of war, where the LLRC appears to have taken the govern-
ment's responses uncritically. The LLRC admits what the 
Government of Sri Lanka has assiduously denied – that 
civilians, including those in hospitals, suffered directly as a 
result of LTTE and government shelling, but the LLRC's 
blanket rejection of government targeting of civilians and 
its deliberate downplaying of the numbers of civilians 
caught in the final phase of the conflict is not warranted 
by the evidence, including that presented to the LLRC”. 
Brad Adams, Asia director at Human Rights Watch 
(HRW) has said “The commission‟s failure to provide a 
road map for investigating and prosecuting wartime perpe-
trators shows the dire need for an independent, interna-

tional commission.” - Full Statement 

Global Tamil Forum on LLRC 
 

 

Australian MP says a long way to go for Sri Lanka 

December 27, 2011 21:29:04 

The head of a recent Australian parliamentary delegation to Sri Lanka says there is a long way to go on the issue of 

reconciliation as many feel the government is yet to address the issue of accountability. 

The five-member group with representatives from the government and the main opposition parties travelled to Sri 

Lanka at the invitation of that government. 

The trip took in looking at several housing projects funded by the Australian government -- a report by the group is 

yet to be tabled in parliament. 

Delegation leader -- Labor's Maria Vamvakinou 

She says they had good access to members of parliament -- and she says the politicians they met were very aware that 

their actions are being scrutinised carefully by the international community. 

Presenter: Michael Cavanagh 

Speaker: Australian Labor Party MP, Maria Vamvakinou 

Listen -  Click here 

 

http://globaltamilforum.org/gtf/
http://www.radioaustralia.net.au/
http://www.radioaustralia.net.au/asiapac/stories/201112/s3398679.htm
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Why are the ethnic labels „Sri Lankan Tamil‟, „Ceylon Tamil‟ 

and „Eelam Tamil‟ inaccurate, unequal, racist and dangerous? 

In this article I will go through a number of reasons why. The 

name Ceylon is an anglicised version of the Tamil word Chai-

a‟lam meaning „red tract of land‟; therefore all the people in the 

northern, eastern and about half the western coastline (35-40% 

of the land area of the island) are Ceylonese as their native 

tongue is Tamil. 

The first official use of the term „Tamil‟ to describe the popu-

lation in the North and East (N and E) of Ceylon was by the 

British Colonialists. Until 1880 the British referred to the peo-

ple in the N and E as „Malabars‟ (people of Kerala) and after 

that changed it to „Sri Lankan Tamil‟. If the British never 

changed the word Malabar, would the Ceylonese of today be 

calling themselves „Malabars‟? Also, until the 1911 census, the 

British counted the Ceylonese and plantation Indians under 

the same category, thus promoting Sinhalese racism and high-

lighting how self-identification as „Tamil‟ by Ceylonese will 

confuse foreigners.   

The most glaring reason why the term Tamil is a ridiculous 

identity to use is that no foreign nation in history such as the 

Romans, Greeks, Chinese, Phoenicians, Persians, Indians, Ar-

abs and Jews etc ever mentioned a Tamil community and king-

dom of Ceylon in their records. So it is very strange that in the 

last 200 years a „Tamil‟ community can just suddenly emerge. 

So what were the Ceylonese previously known or could have 

been known as? Nagas, Eelamese/Eelavars and Chinkalar/

Chailanese.  

The very ancient Dharmic epics the Ramayana and Mahab-

harata mentioned the Nagas of Ceylon not „Tamils‟. The 

Greek geographer Ptolemy in 140 ADE mentions a kingdom 

in the far north of Ceylon-Nagatheevu; again proving the Cey-

lonese people were known as Nagas and not Tamils. One of 

the names that the Chinese called Ceylon was Eelam-doe (Doe 

means island in Chinese) and not Tamil-doe. The famous king 

Elara (derived from Eela-Raja) was not known as „Tamil Raja‟.  

The Sangham records mention a poet by the name of Eelathu 

Poothanthevanar (Poothanthevenar from Eelam) not „Tamil 

Theevuku‟ Poothanthevanar.  

Secondly, language does not define ethnicity. No other ethno-

national identity in the world is formed from the language 

spoken. For example the Chinese, English, Americans, Japa-

nese, Melayus, French, and Romans etc, are all known by ei-

ther a person‟s or tribe‟s name, their places of origin or where 

their culture developed and not the language they speak.  

Tamil is just a language spoken by Ceylonese and this does not 

mean they have any connection with the people of Tamil 

Nadu. I predominantly speak English does that mean I‟m an 

Englishman? 

Thirdly, Tamil by definition is a name of a language. How can 

a person be a language? So by definition a „Tamil‟ community 

cannot exist in Ceylon. 

Fourthly there are already a group of people in South India 

known as Tamilian, Thamilan and Tamil. Therefore saying there 

are „Sri Lankan Tamils‟ not only causes confusion for foreigners 

as they could mistake the Ceylonese for South Indians but is 

racist and dangerous as well. If the successful Malaysian and 

Singaporean Ceylonese were known as „Ceylon Tamils‟, we 

could be judged by other races in the country by the reputation 

of the Malaysian and Singaporean Indians. A recent example of 

how foreigners can be confused with the label „Sri Lankan 

Tamil‟ and thus spread wrong information was a story on the 

ABC 7.30 Report where an ignorant journalist claimed that the 

Tamil speakers in Lanka migrated from India and were also 

brought as tea pickers by the British. It was the Plantation In-

dian coolies who were brought to pick tea, not the Ceylonese 

who never migrated from India and who are not racially related.  

Fifthly, the Tamil speakers from India are disliked by their fel-

low Indians. The linguistic groups which hate them the most are 

the Malayalees and Kannadigas, both ironically being neighbours 

of Tamil Nadu.  Most of the key ministers in the Indian govern-

ment during the period from 2001-2010 responsible for the fake 

2002 ceasefire and for war crimes from the IPKF invasion till 

recently are Malayalees. Some of them are J.N. Dixit, Vijay 

Nambiar, Sathish Nambiar, Shiv Shankar Menon and Kelath 

Nararyan. J.N. Dixit the Indian high commissioner to Ceylon 

was the one responsible for manipulating the daft Rajiv Gandhi 

into sending the IPKF to invade Ceylon. Therefore calling your-

self Tamil not only gets you hated by the majority of Indians but 

also results in the Sinhalese colonialists gaining the support of 

the Indian government. 

Sinhalese propaganda relies on calling Ceylonese as Tamils. By 

saying that Ceylonese are Tamils they hope to manipulate and 

confuse foreigners (such as the Indians, BBC and the ABC jour-

nalist) that Ceylonese are Dravidians who migrated from India: 

both points of which I proved incorrect in my previous article-

„Inhabitants of the North and East are Indigenous‟. One of the 

lies told by the Sinhalese propagandists to the Indian govern-

ment is: „if there is a separate Tamil state in Ceylon, Tamil Nadu 

will also want to secede from the Indian union.‟ Thus using the 

label Ceylonese, means that lie is not available to the Sinhalese 

propagandists. 

Lastly, the word Ceylonese and Sinhalese are derived from the 

same word (Chaialam) and are only phonetically different. In 

affect this means that the Sinhalese can say they are part of Cey-

lon whilst the inhabitants of the northern and eastern parts of 

Lanka are foreign and without an identity. The loss of identity is 

the same as genocide. Therefore the terms „Ceylon Tamil‟, „Sri 

Lankan Tamil‟, „Eelam Tamil‟ are unequal, racist and inaccurate. 

Since the word Sinhalese is a Tamil word the „Sinhalese‟ in real-

ity lack an identity.  

For all the above mentioned reasons „Ceylon, Sri Lankan and 

Eelam Tamil‟ are not appropriate ethnic labels. The identity 

Ceylonese is the most accurate, effective and sensible and 

should be used instead.  
Disclaimer : The views expressed are those of the author and do not nec-

essarily reflect the views of ATC 

The Ceylonese and Ethnic Identity-Anandan Segasothy 



In the past, only a fraction of Tamils have participated in politically active groups.  Today the need is for a united 
and concerted action.  We need to draw the silent majority and fresh blood into political awareness to convey the 
collective view of our community effectively.   
  
We have some major projects and we cannot succeed without membership numbers and the funds that can gener-
ate! We are aware that a strong membership base is paramount to have a viable platform to make an impact. We 
earnestly request your help at this critical time to join our efforts. Being member of ATC, you will be entitled to par-
ticipate in various ATC working groups and influence the direction.  

You can contribute in various ways to our long-, medium- and short-term activities in humanitarian, legal, political, 

community, and communication fronts. 

Please join us in our crusade for peace and justice by having your family and friends join ATC! 

Articles and feedback to the National Newsletter 

Please send us your views and creations to be included in our Newsletters to 

newsletter@australiantamilcongress.com 

Disclaimer : The views expressed are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the views of ATC 

Postal Address: 

P.O. BOX 22 COMO WA 6952 AUSTRALIA 

Tel: 1300 660 629  

Web: http://www.australiantamilcongress.com 

Vision 

“Australian Tamil Congress is formed in order to create a congress of our people, for our people 
and by our people based on the principles of justice and peace amongst ourselves, and to provide 
for a common voice in promoting our general welfare, prosperity, independence, equality, security 
and peace”                            

Mission 

“The Australian Tamil Congress encourages the positive participation of Tamils in Australian 
society, highlights issues of importance to Tamils, upholds core Australian values and engages 
other communities, governments and organisations in addressing the socio-cultural and political 
concerns of Tamils. ”                            

Objective 

“As part of an international Tamil human rights and political organization dedicated to generating 

change through „Collective Global Tamil‟ action to institute and educate people on Tamils‟ right 

to survival and self-determination, and to promote the safety, welfare, economic development of 

Tamils worldwide; and to teach the lessons of the Tamil Genocide in Sri Lanka for future genera-

tions. ” 

Australian Tamil Congress: On a Crusade for Peace and Justice 

Australian Tamil Congress 
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