Some extractsfrom the Sansnm Commission

! Mr Wijitha Nakkawita, in his review
of-Dr. Nalin de Silva’s booklet “Budu
Dahama Paava Dima,” (Island 25th
January), has made reference to the
Report of the Sansoni Commission
that inquired into the incidents which
togk place between 13th August and
15th September, 1977.

~have a copy of that Report and |
give below some extracts from it
which may be of interest to those of
your readers who are keen to know
th& difference between the theory and
practice of Gandhian principles of
nan-violence when applied to politics.

—‘Stanley Jayaweera

‘But it struck me that
M&3katma Gandhi,
whoee leadership and
exd@mple have so often
beégri referred to, would
halié spurned to follow
thesdourse pursued by
Mr.. Amirthalingam;” for
the"Mahatma proc-
laindéd that Civil Di
ob@#dience was his ob-
jec¥and the course of
action he hagd decided
to. féllow. He gave the
gowsrnment of India
amfle opportunitieés to
présecute him for
brasiches of the law; he
submitted himself to
the*penalties pre-
scritved by the laws he
broke, he went to pris-
on.jion innumerable
oceasions, and on one
me¥rorable day when
he .was brought before
a Mgsgistrate he urged
thatvhe should be given
thevmaximum penalty,
forathat was the only
way* the Magistrate
could properly carry
ou$ his duty.. The
Matiatma never permit-
tedr any lawyer to
adduce arguments
against the validity of
the“taws he intentional-
ly broke, nor indeed (as
far-as | am aware) did
he permit any lawyer to
appear for him and try
to secure his acquittal.

Mahatma Gandhi
fought for independ-
ence, but throughout
his life he preached and
practised non-violence.
As =Viscount Samuel
said- of him: “protest,
persuasion disobedi-
ence if need be; but not
force, not killing of
opponents, not out-
rage, not rebellion —
that> was and is his
message. It is conduct
thats is essentially reli-
gious, in the best sense
of that often misuse
‘word, — what other
man looking back on
This record, can survey
achievements such as
these...leadership in

uplifting the spirit and
exalting the dignity of a
vast nation; leadership
in showirtg the world of
today and of tomorrow

- that the greatest results

in the field of public
affairs can be won by
the sheer power of the
human spirit, without
the brutality of force”.
This was the tribute
paid by one great
statesman to another
whom he acknow-
ledged as a true leader.
On the evidence |
have already set out,
and further evidence
which | shall
what right
Amirthalingam to claim,
when questioned about
the usual day of mourn-
ing on 22nd May, 1973,
“Qur action was essen-
tially and fully peaceful,
and to the beat of my
knowledge there was
no violence. Our ac-
tions did not involve
violence anywhere”
Does' he wish me t
believe that in the fagd
of the prolonged ad
almost continuos
campaign of civil -
obedience carried N
by the TULF andits
associated yoth
movements whichin-
volved murders, ac of
arson, attempted nur-
ders, bombings, gts of
mischief done gainst
public property,forci-
ble prevention } chil-
dren attending school
on the so-calld days
of mourning ad har-
tals, forcible osing of
shops, intimiation of
witnesses wo could
have spoken© various
crimes, killigs of per-
sons who jere brave
enough to gre informa-
tion to the Police re-
garding braches of the
laws of te land, vio-
lence araint Police
Officers who were
brava esough to carry
on teirpublic duties in
spie o all efforts to

destroy them, and,

most regrettable of all
the failure of his part
members to open’
condemn the comm~”
sion of such <:r|rheQ>r
to express their s
pathy towards the’ic-
tims, be believed iwas
all done peacefull and
without violence”
| have digressd ffom
my account /f the
events which V. Sene-
viratne was decnbing,
because | yshed to
emphasise 1e differ-
ence betweet the prac-
tice of the Gandhian
principles pofsssed by
the TULF adthe prac-
tice of then oy Gandhi
himself. | vas said of
Gandhi tat“he was an
entirely v kind of re-
bel, filled vith love and
devoed to non-
violene, always faith-
fully varming his oppo-
nent « what he was
goirg © do before he
did it He wished to
intodice religion into
pditis, for he belived
t1at “those who say
nat religion has no-
-hiny to do with politics
do 1ot know what reli-
giaa means. Politics
witout religion are a
dath-trap because
thy kill the soul”. The
TILF carried out their
ampaign of Civil Dis-
bedience year after
ear in their own way,
and they probably
thought that by doing
so they would achieve
their goal of a separate
state. To my mind, they
were creating a very
bad impression on the
successive government
that ruled Sri Lanka and
the rest of the people of
the cSuntry, becuse the
use of force and vio-
lence is not the lawful
or constitutional way to
win a fight for freedom.
The use of the label
“Gandhian” to describe
the methods by which
they intended to win
their struggle is com-
pletely unjustified, for
there is no similarity
whatever between their
methods and the
methods prescribed by
methods prescribed by
that great man. No reli-
gion worthy of that
name tolerates vio-
lence. It is quite wrong
to think that it is per-
missible to use violence
to achieve political
aims, or that Gandhi
would have counte-
nanced such a method.
In 1976 the non-
aligned nations held
their Conference at
Colombo from 4th to
22nd August. The TULF
chose this period to in-
dulge in a campaign of
violence presumably to
draw the attention of

the world leaders who
attended it to the plight
garded by the author-

adopted was to commit

i and the security of the
Jaffna; such as burning

buses and railway car-

i necessary to stamp out

transformer at Mavitta- the prevalence of such

puram, and other acts 5

attempted murder

them to trace the cri-
minals cannot possit:
3 instances off railway
carriages being set on
fire and 4 instances of
or sRhow any sympathy
for the evil-minded men
who broke the law with

it is both regrettable
and significant that no
sympathy or regret was
expressed by
T.U.L.F. or by the ter-
rorist youths over the

to fire when a bus was

looted, and the bus set

deaths of these offic-
ers. Equally disturbing
is the fact-that none of
these murders has
been solved, no eulprits
have been traced, and
no evidence has been
forthcoming in regard
to the circumstances
under which the
murderers did their,foul
deeds. What is indis-
putable and points the
finger: of guilt against
the T.U.L.F. and their
youthful allies as the
culprits, is that in
meetibng after meeting
held by the T.U.L.F
and their associates the
speakers have repe-
atedly attacked the
Police and referred to
them as “Police dogs”.
Not a single case has
been mentioned where
any Sinhalese has used
this term of abuse
against the Police in the
Northern Province.

| may comment again -
at this point ©n the
T.U.L.F. claim to be fol-
lowing the Gandhian
ideals and principles.
Nothing could be furth-
er from the truth. |
quote from a letter
which Mahatma Gandhi
wrote to the Viceroy
(Lord Irwin) on 2nd
March, 1930: “My per-
sonal faith is absolutely
ctear. | cannot inten-
tionally hurt anything
that lives, much less
human beings even
though they may do the
greatest wrong to me
and mine. Whilst, there-
fore, | hold the British
rule to be curse, | do
not intend harm to a
single Englishman or to
any legitimate interest
he may have in India”. |
suggest that those who
profess to follow Gan-
dhian ideals and princi-
ples should ponder

over those words "and
try to live according to
those principles
Having completed
the grim story of the
murders of Police offic-
ers, | might mention 3
cases where Police in
formants where killed in
1978. On 14th January,
one Thangarajah, an in-
formant of Inspector
Thamotherampillai was
killed; on 14th Novem-
ber, an informant
Poopalasingham who
gave certain informa-=
tion regarding the de-
tention of the “Avro”
aircraft was killed: and
on ‘13th December,
another informant
named Selvaraja was
killed after he gave in-
formation about the
Nallur Bank robbery.
On 21st March, 1979, a
Police informant T.
Amirthalingam was
ot dead

repor

~‘This officer al‘i{)‘ﬁro-'
duced notes of
speech made by Meva
Senathirajah at that
meeting, he said, *

Tamil State is a must™

for us. We can never
achieve this objective
by following the path of
non-violence. Th\> can
be achieved only by

waging war by means”

of weapons. After this
election we will have to
take up arms and
fight”. The officer had
made notes in Tamil
which. was the lan-
guage in - which che;c
speeches were made.
am satisfied that |"c
correctly recorded
what was stated by the
speakers.

Another officer of the
same Bureau who gave
evidence in camera
said that he covered a
meeting held by the
T.U.L.F. on the beach

Some extracts

said: “All this time we
got no opportunity to
fight for our rights. | see
that our youths are ever
ready to fight with
arms. We will tell you
when the time comes.
Then you will come for-
ward”.

| am satisfied that
this speech also was
correctly recorded in
Tamil, the language in

which it was made. It*

directly contradicts Mr.
Amirthalingam’s claim
that he has never made
any inflammatory state-
ments, and that anyone
who says he did he has
been tutored to perjure.
He claimed in evidence,
that he had stated in
Parliament that his par-
ty dissociated them-
selves from acts of vio-
lence; but it is obvious
that he was consorting
with youths who repe-
atedly said and

(From page 9)

showed, that they
would resort to vio-
lence and in fact did so.
As far back as 24th
May, 1972, at a protest
meeting against the
1972 Constitution held
by the TULF. Kasi
Anandan’'s words
“Those who voted for
this Constitution will-
not die a natural death™
surely should have
shown Mr. Amirthaling-
am that the methods
favoured by the Tamil
youths were far diffe-
rent from the Gandhian
methods, where this
struggle for freedom
was concerned.

I want to make it
quite clear, that what is
objectionable and
worthy of condemna-
tion in the speeches
from which | have
quoted, is the express-
ion of views which en-

"7TAL 'VaNettiturai on 30th

July, 1977, for the pur-
pose of according a re-
ception to the victo-
rious M.PP of the
T LF at which a
speech was made by
Kasi Anandan. He re-
corded that speech in
the course of which the
following was said:
“The path of non-
violence will never be of
any help in
independe
can achieve our
pcendence only by wag-
ing war with weapons.
For this purpose our
youths must flock to us
in their thousands™.
Another speaker at
that meeting was A.
Amirthalingam whose
speech was noted by
this witness, in the
course of which he

(Over to page 14)

from...

courage and instigate
the use of violence and
weapons in the bid to
obtain a separate
State. So far, as the
population of the whole
Island is concerned, t
claim to a separate
State is unpopular and
will be resisted by the
majority community. In-
tolerance and pérsecu-
tion of those who hold
and express minority
opinions is wrong. S0
also is the killing o
those who oppose o
obstruct the achieve
ment of the aims whid
a minority desites t0
achieve. It must'be re
membered that vio
lence or the advocacy
of it begets violence
and that is one lessof
which the disturbances
of August and Septent
ber, 1977, should havé
taught us’ all.”




