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"A positive nationalism will pronlote the study of each otller's 'language 
and custon~s as an  indispensable means af melding a multi-group society 
into a strong cation. Each language-culture nil~st be the prjzed posses- 
sion of both groups, the two traditions regarded as compleinentary to  
each other. National bilingualism must become a cot~viction, 
rather than a concession. To this end as maIiy institutions of leal-niag 
should be consciously planned so as to ,provide opportunities of learning 
each other through each other's ianguagc and each other's language 
through each other". 

-K. Nesiah, "The Status o f  Tamil i n  Ceylon". 
Tnmil Cultrrre. Oct. 1958, p. 195. 

lntroduc tion 
The hope has been expressed from time to time by politicians as well as 

by others including educationists that greater harmony between the two major 
communities in Sri Lanka, the Sinhalese and the Tamils, would be promoted 
if  they could be persuaded to learn ezch other's language. It has been even 
declared on more than one occasion that i t  may be desirable to make Sinhala a 
comp~~lsory snbject j n Tamil ~chools and Ta~nil complulsory in S jnllala schools. 
Thus R.S.S. Goonewarclene who represented Gampola in the State Counci; 
said in  1944:' 

"I think ~t would be a happy day for this country II' 111 every Sinhala 
school Tamil wa.s made coinpulsory and in every Tamil scllool Sinhz'x 
was made coinp~llsory and both. sections understood each other's 
language". 

. ---..---L-------...--.-~- -- 
I .  Sccondin~ the ame~tdn~cnt that Tamil also skould be one o.? the ofictal languages nloilg 

rr.ith Sinllzla. 'l'lle original motion that S i~~ba la  ehoilld become the official language \was 

1nov.d by J. R. ~>~en.ardenc. Thc srnendlnent was proposed by V. Nalliah. J. R .  

J'ayewa!-dme hinlsclf wished to anlend the tnotion 10 iu!cIltde Tamil but could not do so 
due to pt-ocedr~ral reasons. Proceedii?g-c of lire Sfate Co~tr~cil 1943, M a y  24.  



This I~awever never came to pass. Though the State Council passed in 1944 
a resolution to make Sinhala r.nd Tamil the official languages of the country, 
En.glisl.1 remained the only official language until 1956. Englisll also remained 
for a long time a compulsorjr szthjcct for public exainiliatiolls. Thus Tamil and 
Sinhala students had to study it bcsides their nlother tongue. And in  so far as 
one could not think of droppins E~~glish, introducing a lllird compulsory 
language could not be seriously contemplated. Even when Sinhala was made 
the official language, 011 the assumption thal Pilglish had to be retained, it 
was argued that non-Sinhalese were now going to be subjected to  the strain of 
learning a thirdlanguage, namely Sitthala. To. most minds English was obvious- 
l y  the language through which one would colnmunicate not only wiih forejg- 
ners but  with fellow Ceylonese as well. And i n  1956 one of  the arguments 
given against making Sinhala nnd Tamil official languages was that "neither the 
Sinhalese nor the Tamils would have any incentive to learn tbe language o f  
the other."' 

However, the idea of bilingualisn~ was taken up by some educ.ationists and 
by the forties a few schools in va.rious parts of the  island made i~~strucliorl 
in the other languagc available.' 

Bilingualism and the Tamils 
Rut when in 1 9 ~ 6  legislation was enacted to make Sinhala the ooly official 

language of the country th'e Tamils saw this as a move by tlie Sinhalese Lo domi- 
nate then) through language. Their attitude towards the learning of Sinhala 
a.lso underwent a change. What was earlier the pursuit of laudable educational, 
cultural 2nd nationalistic ends was now transformed into conformity to a 
sanction. Knowledge of Sinhala had now become a requirement and Jearninz 
Sinhala was going to be useful. The Tamil reactio~l was swift and calculated 
to sliow tlleir defiance. All the schools in the Northern Province which had 
until then, being mostly privately nlanaged, taught Sinhalao~~thejr  own initiative, 
abandoned those clacses. 

In the long rut1 hotveirer this reaction was destined to seem a mere gesture, 
for the Tamils' notorious depecdence for e~nployment 111 the government 
service dictzted that the original defiance sl~ould soon wear out. In the face 
of loss of increments, seniority and promotions and sornetjlnes even their jobs 
-- --PA.- 

3. See KEARNEY, R.N. Conununalism anci language in the politics o i  Ceyion. 1967. D. 7 3 .  

3 .  Anlong the \eadingrramil schools jn Jaffna and Rat'licaloa were Harrley, Hindu, hbbajana, 

Sltantlavarodaya and JaKna College in Jaffns and St Michaels and R K . M .  Shivananda 

Vidyalayanr in Ballicaloa. 
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many public servants started learning Sinhala eschewing their earlier s c r ~ p l e s . ~  
The Tamil political parties w-11ich had earlier exhorted Tamil public servants 
to refrain from learning Sinh~la  were themcelves subject to this ambivalence. 
Succumbi~ig to l l ~ e  logic of the Inezsures which successive governments were 
forcing on them, those who once pr~.cl ied defiance urei.e now not averse to 
offering counsels of prudence. 

On the whole the phenomenon of Tamils learning Sinhala as a consequeilce 
of the Official Language Act is on the increase. While at  the beginning the 
contract requirements for new etltrant5 public servants senled as the grudgingly 
accepted justification for learnii~g Sinhala, by the early seventies classes catering 
to prospective public servants had appeared in many pIaccs and did not attract 
much adverse comment. Even the phenomenon of Tamil families pernii ttjng 
their children to study through the Sinhalese medium is not unknowil." 

Though politicians including lllose in  power have often declared tha.t 
Sinhala and Tamil students should be taught each other's language and even 
made some attempts to do this, the incibiting fiictors have been effective for the 
most part i n  preventi~lg the adoption of any large scale institutionalised plan 
for the promotion of bilingualism; I n  1970 the Education Ministry under the 
Coalition Government appointed a committee to go into the possibility of 
tcaching Sinhala in Tamil Schools. Following a report submitted by this 
committee a scheme of teachi112 was drafted. Attempts were made to jmplc- 
ment this scheme and tezchers were recruited for the purpose. But from eviden- 
ce available wit11 the Ministry of Education it would appear that not much 
progress was made. fieads of Tamil schools in the North and East were 
apparently not very enthusiastic about the scheme. For thc most part the 
scheme was implemented in Musliln schoo!~. Very soon tbe scheme along with 

~ - . -. -, . - -- -- - - 

4. Exact figures are not available regarding (he n~in~bcr of pel-soils who were discontilli~etl 
or piematurely retrred iron1 the Public Sel.vicc for failure to conforrn wrih the offic~iil 
ianguage requircmcnt. According to the figures available wit11 t h e  Avosatrkn Eir[fhttvi~m~ig- 
imr S r r r ~ n ~ ~ i  (AES) olity 59 of their 111eolbe1-s had responded L I P  to  30.03.80 t o  thcir call 
tlirougll advertisc~nents in the newspapers in order to list such grieval~ces for negotiations 
~ i t h  the government. It was the esti~llatc of the Secretaly of the AES that at the present 
time rhere urere not more than 100 among their nearly 4000 nrernbzls w h o  had not got 

their rncrzinenls (or failure to acquire proficiency in Si~lhala. 

5. 'New enlrant' denotes one who joined the Public Service after the Oficial Language Act 
of 1956. 

6. The Educarron Act of 1972 gives pal-ents the r ~ g h t  to choose the medium of inscruclion to 
their child. Uelol-e t l ~ s ,  education in the mother tongue was con~pulsory. Thus Tamil 
parents a;-e now pxnl i t tcd to ktve their children taughf in S in !~a la  and Sinhnla parents 
theil- childre11 in Tamil. 
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its envisaged coroJlary i.e. the scheme to teach Tamil to Sinhala students, 
seems to hxve faded out. After the forll~atlon of the U.N.P. government in 
1977 the proinotion of wllal has been called tile 'link-laneage' programme 
has been somewhat more vigorously pursued. Sonie of the leaders of the 
U. N. P. particuIarly the Prime blinis;er at that time, Mr. J .  R.  Sayewardenc, 
and the Minister or Education, Mr. Nissanka Wijeratne, expressed their 
keenness on the propagation cf the 'link-language'. In 1978 the Director o f  
Education, Tamil Unit, was also dcsignated Dii'ector, National Integration, and 
was assigned the task of implementing the link-language programme. Owing 
to this programme, according to the figures available with the Department of 
Education, 424 Tamil schools were n o y  teaching Sinh.ala and 299 Sinhala 
schools teaching Tamil. 37,692 Tamil and Muslin1 students and 43,212 
Sinhala students were studying each other's l angage  under this programme. 
Some of the teacher training colleges too have iniroduced programmes for the 
training of link-language teachers e.g. Uyatlwattc Sinhala Teachers Training 
College and Addalaichchenai Tarnil Teac-hcrs Training C.ollcge. 

The University of Peradeniyr. 
The U~livcrsity of Pcradeniya, planned at first t o  bccome the main seat 

of a single University of Ceylon is now, afler the gradual abandon~nent of 
the ideal of tile single fully residential University. one of the six Ulliversities 
in Sri Lanka. Tlie others are situated in Colombo, Jayaward;~nepurn, Kelaniya, 
Moratuwa 2nd Jaffna. A Campus loosely affiliated to Colombo has started 
functioning i n  Rulluna i n  the Southern Province and another is scheduled 10 
cornmence t h s  year in Vanthan~moolai in the Exfern Province. The Univer- 
sity of Peradeniya has, a few miles away fromit, in Dumbara, a sepal-a?e 
campus where first and second ?car arts students are taugl~t .  

Sited benea.th the Hantane hills with the Mahaweli Ganga, Sri Lanka's 
lorlgest r i ~ ~ e r  flowing through it, the very picturesquely situated inain can:pus 
of the University of Peradeiliya is ;he biggest in the country. All faculties of 
study except Law and Architecture r?r-e zvailab!e here and most of the student 
population is Iloused in Halls of Residence of which there are ten. Of the 
others: many have rooms in the quarters of U~liversity einployees within the 
campus. Of the teaching staff most of thp~ j ~ a i o r  members 11ve in  thc Halls 
and of the others rliany occl;py staff houscs which Iic within tlic campus. 
The total student population in  tlie campus at tlre end of the 1978-79 academic 
ycnr was 4,065 znd of- these 575 were Tamils.' Sinhala and Tamil students 
livc together it1 the Halls of Residence and tl-icrc has llever been auy alte~npt 

7. 'Tamils' here docs not include Tamil speaking Musl i~ns, a pa.rochialism snnc!ioned by 
accepted usage in 51.i Lmkz 



to seprate the111 on the basis of race.s '~IILLS neither in the living errangelnents 
of the students nor in the housing of the teaching staff is there any degree of 
spatial isolation between the Tamils and the Sinhalese in the csmpus. 

On ilie wl~ole, Peradeniya has a very good record of inter-?acid ha'lnony 
and adjustment. The campus was opened in 1952 and ur?til 1960 the only 
medium of instruction was English. Sirhala ecd Tarnil studcnts atteadcd 
lectures and tutorial classes togcthcr and held li:embership and offices in campus 
Societies and other bodies for conlmon purycses. Though they have always 
been a minority in the camps ,  Tamils holding elected ofEces in calnpus 
Societies was coininoa. Tamils 11~~1-e on many occasions beea elected to the 
presidentship of the Student Union Society, the most popular elected position 
a stucient in :he campus can zitain. Eilglish being the lingua fianca, Sinhalese 
and Tamils shared \without diziculiy or distincti~n in the extra curricular and 
cult~lral lice reof the campus as muc?l as i s  the curricular activities. 

Thoughin 1960 the first batch of swabasha educated students were ad~nitted 
the comrnunicstion gap did not become total in Peradeniya for quite some time 
due to two factors. One was that even after the entry of the exclusively 
swabasha educated !;ouths ;here continued to remain for a few more ycars the 
tail end of d ~ e  English stream of students in tile arts faculty. More importantly, 
by this t i r 3  there moved into Peradeniya the non-arts faculties in which Englisll 
as the medium of instruction was never seriously abandoned. 

Articulate political. opinion it1 the campus continued for a long tilne to 'be 
dominated by the leftist groups and this too has to some extent helped the 
campus to keep in check the more blatant forms of con~rnunal sentiment. 
Even when communal feelings ran high in th8 rest of the country the campus 
cornlnunity 11as managed to preserve an atmosphere of relative calm, 

It would however be idle to pretend that the coninlunal problem in the 
country has not had any impact on the ways of life ofthe cznlpus community. 
la the absence of a common language for free communication between I l~e  . 

Sinhala and Tamil populations an alienc?.tion has set in between the two groups 
to take ihe place of the franli dialogue that was characteristic of carnpus com- 
~nunity life in the fifties and the very early sixties. One may con~pare the con- 
dition in the fifties when the Union Society took up for discussion a resolution 
condemning the 'Sinhala Only Act' and such issues as the demand for federalism 

8. The Sinl~alese 'racc' co~lsists of all wltose mother tongue is Sillhala and Tarnil 'race' 
consists of all whose mother tonp!xe is Tamil. The Muslirns are not included in either 
'race' whatever the mother tongue. 
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by the Tanlils or  the Bandaranai ke-Cliei.ilanayakam Pact, with the posiiion today 
when even topics which vitally collccrn the canlpus comtnunity such as thc 
media-wise standardization of the examillation masks of ca~ididatcs seeking 
admission to the University, the district quota system of i~dmission etc, arc 
hardly ever disct~ssed openly. Melnbersllip in societies which are not exclu- 
sively Tamil or Sinhalese has dwindled. Active Tamil participation in the 
Student Tji~ion Society is virtually ebsent. Tamil and Sinhzlese students 
prefer to ch-oose as room-mates members of their own community. Inter- 
racial communication except for strictly acadtnlic purposes and betweeu follo- 
wers of radical left groups 01. within the mi~luscule 'westernised' element, is 
minimal. Even 'ragging' of new entrants by senior studznts is mostly confined 
within co:nmmlal lines.9 Eowever it is important to point out that the situation 
is one of alienation and not one of 11ostiIity. 

This alienatiol~ is certainly an unfortul,nte feaLur.c of canlpus life. lnstcsld 
of the maxin~urn benefit from the apportunity for discussion nvajlable i n  t h s  
f ~ i l l y  resideiitial campus, there is a tender sensitivity wllich appears to be 
seelting to avoid confrontation of comn~unally polarized poin!s of view and 
degeneration into open coinmunal conflict. 

Purpose of the study 

Thz przsent study was underlaken in this context primarily in order to 
determine Tamil attitude to\\pards learning Sinl-iala and to test the hypotllesis 
that bilingualrsm leads to softer attitltdes on the question of language and 
generally in the areas of co~lflict between the two cornmunjties. The word 
'attitude' is notoriously unclear as would bz evident from the literature on the 
subject.'"e do n o t  ettempt to give any definitioll 01 'rrttit~tdc' but adopt 
for our purpose the principle that a staternerlt which requires evidence is 
syrnptomatlc of an attitude \hen ventured ilr the absence of such evidence. 
'Tllus one betrays an attitude when one makes or assents to, without proper 
study, a sweeping generalisation which is in need of carefully collected evidence. 
But even this heuristic principie is not without its difficulties. H o w  far such 
statements are symptomatic of attitudes would depend on how firm a grasp one 
llas of rfie general princip!es governing thc connectio~i between statements 
and their grounds. For instance, when n persorl who is by education and 
training equipped l o  discrim~nate 'between adequate and inadequate evidence, 
ventures to make an unsupp&ted statement, it is more symptomatic of an 

----- -- --- 
S Sce AETTIARACHY. J. , N. NETTIARACHY, and S .  SRZKAN'THA, ' ' A  sncial i n / ~ ~ -  

ncrio~l Dosed olr drrision : cnsc mrrij~ of r.aggi~zg in a residenfinl Ui~ir~r~.sir)~". Ccylon 
Studies Seminar, 1958. Serial Nuinbet 89, p.  15- 

LO. See c.g. Aflit/~t!(,i, cds. .Tahoda M. and Wsl.retl, N. 1966. Pacc I 
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attitude than wheil such a statement is made by one who IS lrot so equ~pped. 
While such considerations always cast some degree of doubt on all attitude 
scale scores it  may be pleaded that the sanlple he] e, composed as it js of Univer- 
sity studeats, is such that its verbal bchaviour may be taken to be relatively 
more symptomatic of its attitudes. 

The distinction made here between 'soft' and 'hard' attitudes may be 
illustrated by the following items . 

If Tamils study Sinl~ala, Tarnjls as a race will become extinct in the 
country. 

The Sinhalese dislike the presence of Tamils in Sri Lanka. 

[n future Tamils can never live safely in Sri Lanka outside the Tamil 
areas. 

Agreement with these statements was considered to be symptomatic of a 
hard attitude and disagreernent of a soft attitude. 

Tlle method adopted was to administel. a que.stior~naire wI.vllicl1 consisted 
priinnrily of two groups oT sections. In one group the subjects were asked to 
mal<e free responses to questions. h the other group there were batteries o i  
statements and subjects were asked to indicate their agreement or disagreement. 
Apart from complementing each other the two groups also served to cross clleck 
the extent of reliability. Content-analysis was used to extract the data obtained 
horn the first group. Data from the second group was tabulated to show 
agreement and disagreement between statsriients indicative of attitudes and 
examined for .  association between i t e m s .  Significance of association was 
measured wherever necessary by administering chi-squared tests. 

The Sample 
From the Tanlil studeuts at Peradeniya (878 at the end of 1978179) a sample 

of 100 was chosen. One half of this sample of 100 was proficient in Sinhala 
while the other was not, 'proficiency in Sinhala'.being defined as 1112 ability to 
conduct ~v i t l~o t l t  dvficulty a conversation in Sinhala with a Sinhalesz \vho knew 
neither Tamil nor Engli.sh. The bilingual and non-bilingual 11alves of the sample 
were formed by applying a table of random  lumbers to the 'University Student 
Registration Lists until the quota was reached i n  each category. As the two 
goups  thus formed were not in the same ratio as did the bilingual and non- 



bilingual eleme!zts 111 tile Tatnil studen1 population jn the Calnpus" a system ofL 
weigbtzd averaging was used in arrivillg at the percentages for the whole sa~llple 
of 100. The bilingual group of 50 lncIuded 38 who could also read and write 
S~nhala. Again, 26 or them had what could be called n very Iugh proficiency in 
Sinllala - they could follow and dehver extended talks or  Iect~lres i n  Sinhala. 

T'ablz 1 givcs wine leatures relating to the  composition of the sample 
population. I!lforination about residence v:as obtained to ficd whether thz 
respondent always lived wirhil~ the Northern and Eastern provinces wilere the 
possibility of normal social contact with Sil~halese is minirn?,l or  had lived for 
any lengtl~ of ti~zle in  the other provinces witere the possibility of such conract 
i s  comparatively grezt. Faculties of study were divided into contact and non- 
calltact faculties. 'Contact faculties' are those jn which opport~inity exists in 

-tile course of dail.y routine for mixing with Sinhala students and to engage 
:ilong with than in activities such as dissection, attendance at  clinics, field 
and survey camps; etc. Faculties of Engjueering, Medicine, Agriculture and 
Veterinary Science Pill into this category. Faculties of Arts and Science ju 
wl~ich opportunitizs for contact ar i  relatively sparse arc ternled 'non-contact 
faculties'. Incon~c iizforlnatioii v~as  elicited lo dete~mine whether the mon- 
thly income of parcnts was above or below Rs. 1,000. 

As would bz seen from Table 1 there is association between bjlingualism 
and such factors as residence, faculty, iacone and the existence of closc 
friends. 

Learniug Sinhala-Consequences 
When the sample population was questioned to determine its attitude 

towards the learning of Sinhala the response on the wFLole was positive. Ninety 
sjx perc2nt said that learning Sinhzla \vas useful and thirty-one percent llacl 
attended Cfasses to learn Sinhala. This woultl seein to  indicate a fzir degree 
of motivation. T h o ~ g h  ninong the non-bilinguals tlie percentage attending 
classes was lower it  was still as high as 24 ",. Also, sevenieen percent had atteu- 

ded classes in Sinhala, for whicb they had paid fees. Considering that the 

sample consisted of students who had n o t  yet sjgnud any contract of employ- 
ment, i t  would appear that the inhibition against learning Sinhala, which was 

1 I .  The bilingual group in the populalion was a little over 16% by tile criterioll slated above. 
National fi9ul.e~ arz availab!e only Tor Tamil and Sir\halesc b i l ing~~al isn~ taken together. 
In any case the cr-iterion en~ployed in obtaining thz national figure seems somewl~at less 
strict rlian ours. 



The Development Couizcil Election 

The Northern and Eastern Frovince~i 
\Yhen an zliowalice is rn:?cle for fhc factors d~scussed above the turnout in 

the WEI' appears to be mcrrz or less normal. Mowel-er, el+-en in the NEP there 
were signific~nt inter-district variztions in the rurnout (seeTable 1) with JafTnr, 
District recording 69.1 per cent \?:xich was the lowest in the NEP and also 
was a drop of over 12 pelczniaga points on the 1977 ttrrnoul. turnot?ts 
in  Anlprrrai :.nd Trincomalee were also sigaificsntly I~\ver than those in 1977. 

1977 Parliamentzry Elections and 1981 DC EleeL-ions Taruaat 
in the Northern and East- Pronnces 

1 (iii) 
Difference 

(i- i i )  

Northern Province i 
Jaffna . . I 81.5 1 6 9 1  1 12.4 
Mannar 92.7 1 85.0 7-  7 
Vavuniy a 82.6 i 78 .4  ! 4.2 
Mullaitivu 79.7 j 72-6 1 .  7-1 

JaiTna of course has always been a district with a relatively low turnout 
at general elections. In every parliamentary election its turnout has been 
significnntly be lo;^ the national average and often the lowest in the 
Howcver, the main factor that would have kept some potential voters away 
from the polling booth on 4th June would have been the pre-election violence 
which severely disrupted nom~al life in many parts of the district. Moreover, 
it was also reported that n number of polling booths were not kept open for 
the full duration required by law which could have been a contributing factor 
that helped to cause a low poll. 

Eastern Province 
Batticaloa . . . . 
Amparai . . . . 
Trincomalcc . . . . 

9. It is interesting to speculate on the reasons for this. The .generally conservative nature of 
Jaffna society which stands against politicisation of society to the extent that it has 
happened in the South could be one reason. It is also possible that many voters (e.~. 
government servants, traders etc.) who are registered in JafYna are resident clscwhere and 
therefore fail to exercise their vote, the postal vote notwithstanding. 

I 

S7.8 ! , 80.4 i 7 . 4  
f 

88.9 7 1 . 7  17.3 
85.6 i , T I . 0  i 

I 
11.0 



the) Icarnt Sinhaia. When asked t o  cornrneni whether lf  Tamils learnt Sinhala 
thsy vilould Iose thc rationale for opposirig the 'Si~~lrala Only Act' only for~y-srx 
percznt n-nsr$-ercd in the afhrmatir,e. 

it is interesting however that when asked whether 'Tamils learning Sinhati? 
v:ou!d make it easier for the authoriries t o  deny T~nri ls  tlreir language rights 
only thirty-eight percent was co~~fident enough to disagree. (See Tablcs 22u mtl 

h) . The majority of ths respondents expressed thc fear that go.ernr11ents in  
power may make use of growing bilingualism alnong tlie Tamils as an excuse to 
rcfnse Tamils their language rights. 

It would secm that lenriling Sinhala was objectivejy seen to be beneficial 
and I1:irmiess \vl;hils the fear remr:ir,cd that it was Iikeiy to be utifairly exploited 
by those in power. It is therefore reasonable to conc!udc thai an important 
obstacle to the promotion of bilingurilism among the n~incrrities would be 
their distrust of the govi;rnlrent of the rnzjority. Thus a per:ept?on of goart 
fxiih seems to bc a conditior: f ~ i  if12 promo!ion of bilingu,ilism acd not :: 
consequence of bilingualism, foi, b s  our tests show, in almost all these a t t i t u d . ~ ~ ,  
tllcre is no significant difference betweell bili~lguals and non-bili~~guals. 

Only thirry percent of the sample felt that l'amils learning Sinhcla v:..?ould 
help to  solve the problems betweell t h  two communities and thirty-three 
percent that if Tamils study Sinhda they would no longer be at a!ly disadvantage 

a cornrnuility in Sri Lanka. Riliilguals and non-bilingu~ls were equally 
distributed f(?r this attitu.de. O'oviously Tarnil n~ot iv~t ion  to learn Sinllala. is 
i70t swecte~ld with the hope tila? they would thus esczpe their disadvantages as 
a minority. (Sce Table 2c). It seems clear that thc majority of the sample 
docs not see the problems between thcm and the Sinhalese as xising from 
thcir ignorance of rlie Sinhala lznguage. 

Lcarnirag Sinhala-Cosditions 
Thcrc was strong agl-eement in the sainple that Tarnils ought to 1ea.m 

Sin!lal,a even if tlley did uot seek emploq-merit outside the 'traditionzllyTaini1 
areas'. This is of course in agrcenzent with the finding noted earlier that 
forty-two percent of our sample claimed that their attempts at learning Sjnllala 
werz li~otivated by social reasons. The forty-two percent whiclz claimed social 
motives is more than echoed by a Ety-eight percent which stated that Sinhala 
should be lcar~lt wlzcther or not one sought employnlent in Sinhsla areas. 
'Fhough employment was tlius not seen as a condition for the learning of Sinhala 
seventy- three percent insisted tliat it should be ensured that Tanlil students 
lesra [heir rnotlicr tongue before they srl: taught Sinhala. It would seem there- 
fare . . .  that the lack of anxiety that ,the, sprend of bilingualism among the Tanlils 



nlay endanger the future of the Tamil language or community in Sri Lanka is 
dependent on tile assumption that adequate provision would be made for 
insiruction in the mother tongue. The move therefore to make instruction in thc 
mother tongue optional could create anxiety and suspicion among the Tamils 
despite their readiness to learn Sinhala. (See footilote 6). 

Seventy-eight percent of our sample hcld that Sinhala should 1101 .be 
~ailgllt in 'I 'ai~~il schools li~ilcss Tanlii was also izught in Sinilala schools. Con- 
sidering tile very favourable atiitudes shown towards the learning of Siuhala the 
iilsiste~lce on this condition may appear curious. I t  can only be explained as 
being indicative of the resisl;tn.ce to institutionalized or slate-spoi~soreci 
attempts to 'impose' Sinhalese on the Tamiis. Or, in other words, what surfaces 
here is the reluctance of the Tamils t o  see then~selves as a minority that could, 
for that reason, be treated differently from the majority. 

PERCEPTION OF PROBLEMS 

Discsiminatioli 
When .tested with problenls the szmple group showed a very high perception. 

A large majority expressed the view that there was discrimination against the 
Tarnils in Sri Lanka. Only sixteen percent denied the statement th2t the govern- 
ment was cnilcerned solely with the welfare of the Sinhaiese-sixty-five percent 
was positive t!lat the governlnent looked zfter the welfare of the Sinhalese 
alone. Seventy-six percent bzlieved that the Tamils were discrinlimted against 
.in all fields and ninety-two percent believed that the Tamils were discriininated 
against in the fields of education and employment. These perceptions 
show no significant association with the incidence of bilingualism. (See 
Table 4a). 

Colornisation 
Ninety-five percent in tlze sample felt that Sinhalese were being settled 

.in lands describable as the traditional homelands of the Taniils while seventy- 

.five percent was sure that this was all part of a plan by successive governments 
to  reduce the Tanlils to the status of minorities in their own areas. Here too 
the perception wa.s not afTccled by the presence or not of bilingualism (See 
Table 4b). 

Sense of alienatiorl 
Asked to comment on the view that the Sinhalese dislike the presence of 

Tamils in Sri Lanka only twenty-nine percent said that this was false. Forty- 
one percent agreed with the view and thirty percent was unable to  decide. 
Biling~~a-lism did not seem to make any difference to this widespread sense of 
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alienaljon and feelin2 of not being waritd by the majority co rirr,;ullity. On t11s 
question of p:ilitical ripi~ts tile majority of thr: rcspnnde~;ts salt1 that i n  Ssi 
Lanlca the ?'srnils hz-d no  poli~iczl riglrts and only tweniy-reven percent of thz 
sanlplc f=It confident enough to disagree. (Tablz 4c). 

Secnrity 
Seventy-one pcrccnt of the semple was of the opinian that in I^~:tur.c 

Tamils could nevcr live safely outside what arc called Talnil a:eas. Only 
iziceteen percent rejected this view.  his is a relzlarkzblc result ~vhen one 
cor~siders that at the tinie of the study the enlirt: sa~nple v;ar living in  an a.res 
which could: i n  tcrrils of' this attitude, be dzscribed :;s tirlsaCe.. I t  sllould 
liowevcr he rerr~en~bered th2.t at- iile time cf the sclidy (1979) tllz corumun:!'! 
distur'o?.nces of August 1977 we<:: still fresh in ihe minds. of' !h;: respondents 
lided by the tznsions bzing crezted by the publicity given to :he sittings oY R 

Commission of Inquiry into th.2 comrnlinal disturl?ar;ces. 7Cil.c m..~jorit:.f of 
t l lz respo!tdcnrs also felt th:lt tile govern~nci~t Jr'as out interested in providin$ 
;idcquatz sa{c'cguards for [he 2:i::o~ity. Thcy had lirlic f2-i L ~ I  i n  ! h d  law ea.hrc,;- 
mcl~t ~geircies of the State. Sevmiy two percent said tllct \he Police are nescl. 
[air i u  their treatment of the Tzmils and sixteen perceni i:!it.s u::riecitlai. 
Elghty-one percent of the sample felt that 'Tamil youths were hei;lg irnyrisonal 
unjustly. (Table 4 4  

Causes and solutions 
Fifty-oil: percent of the  sample felt that thc probierns fai-cd by the Taniiis 

werc no worse that1 those f x c d  b y  minority groups i n  plgrnl socictic; eIscwherc 
in tile world. Forty-five percen: f ~ l i  that itre cllief a;:lse of i l ~ o  confiicls 
betsvecn the Sinl~a!ese and thz Tamils wns the country's colonial past while 
focty-two percent disagreed. Only twenty-two percent agreed with the tli.io.ry 
cb:it the causc; oC the conlrnunal problem were economic while seventy-two 
percent denied it. 

Arno~lg the hundred respondents therc werz twenty-two v:lm attributed 
llle problems to Tamil politiczl intrznsigence and nineteen w11.o fclt that the 
Tamils asked for more than tl~ey \\,ere entitled to. 

Asked 'io cornrncnt on the sirggestion that the Tamils should resort to a 
programme involvjng violence for the achievement of their rights only thirty- 
tvro percent was in agreement. Forty-nine percent or neady half the sample 
was against any programme involving violence. The proposal for a separate 
Tamil State did not fare much bcttc:.. Only thirty-four perctnt was for it: 
while forty-eight percent wcs agaicst it. 



Summary of gradihgs 
(a) A very high proportion of the sample (96 %) considers Tamil bilicgu- 

alisnl hcneficial. 

(ii) Thcze :;-as a fair degree of motivation in the populatioll to learn 
Sinhala-thirty-one percent had attended Sinhala class-s ai;d 
forty-two percent of the populatioil clizimed to have attc~npted 
learniilg Sinhala through varicus means. A subsfalltial numbel. 
!::-3.d paid fet-1; to at tend classes. 

( i i j )  Eeprs about ~vhat would happzn to LIT=. Tanills and the Tamil laiig~3~ge 
as a ccol-tseqircnc:: of growing T ~ r i l  biIingualism are 11ot widespiead. 
Leis than haif the ?ample confessed hzv\li:~g such ~ ~ R I S .  The znxqety 
that their pra5ciency in S~n\aiz. may kc used to refuse the Tcmil 
:angu::gc its ncrbts xvi7A~~,  ho;. ever, m rdely prevalent. (Tables 25, b and c ) 

(jv) There is  tides spread agreement that Talnils should lcarn Sinhala 
whether or not they scek employment in Sinhala are2s. (Table 3). 

(v) There is resistamce to any attempt to impose billng~~ahsnl on Tatnlls 
if it is not reciprocated by the ilnposifion of bilingunlism on the 
Sinhalese. (Table 3). 

jvi) Bilingualism is accepted by ihe szmple in the strict sense of the 
concept, in that-instruction in the mother tongue was insisted upon 
3s a condition for learning the second language. (Table 3). 

(vii) Bililagudism is seen by many as a means of forming better social 
relations with the Sinhalese (page 7) but not as a solution to the prob- 
lems between the two communities. (Table 2c). 

(viii) The salllple showed a very high perception of problems of the Tamils 
in Sri L,anka. More than 90% of the sample felt that there was 
discrimination in education and employment. A similarly high. 
proportion had anxieties on :he question of Sinhala colonisation 
in Tamil areas'. 

jix) Less than half the sample agreed. that the governnlent did not 
develop Tamil areas or that the Sinhalese dislike the Tamil presence 
in Sri Lanka. Those who agreed, however, were more numerous 
than those who disagreed. (Table 4c). 
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(x) The n~ajority were inclined to  reject the theory that the problcnls of 
the Tamils were solely due to the economic difficulties which beset 
all lankans. (Table 5). 

(xi) A little aver half the sarnple (51 %) felt that the problems of the 
Tamils in Sri Lanka were no worse than the problems faced by miaorl- 
ties in plurzl societies elsewhere. Talrer, along with the hgh 
perception of problems (vide under viii) this would seem to indicate a 
sense of fatalism among the Tarnils about their problems as a mino- 
rity group. (Table 5). 

(xii) Nearly half the sample rejected the idea that Tamils should resort 
to a programme of violent action or seek to form a separate State. 
Only a third of the sample found these solutiolls acceptable 
(Table 6). 

Discussion 
Our study discloses no statistically significant associafiou hetwe.cn 

the incidence of sofi or hard attitudes and the presence or not of' bilingual 
skills. Statistically significant zssociation vres found to obtain between pro- 
ficiency and soft attitudes in the case of only three items out of the twenty- 
eight tested. Obviously i.t wrould be a naive interpretation of the bilingual 
hypothesis to tlzink that the mere acquisition of another language would alter 
a person. Bilingualisn~, if it is to have any significant impact upon a person's 
attitudes towards the other group, should serve tcr provide, as Nesiah put it, 
"opportuni'rics for learning each other through each other's language and 
each other's language through. each other". When tile proficiency in. the other 
language is acquired away from a'living environment as would occur in class 
rooms merely intent on preparing persons to conform to contra.ct requircincnts, 
the benefits hoped for are rtot very likely to  follow, or in any case, not 
immediately. 

As bilingualism seemed not a determinant of the attitudes in the sam.ple, 
a group of persons who had at least for some time been resident outside the 
exclusively Tamil arezs and also had, close friends among the Sinhalese, was 
extracted from the sample. There were 24 such persons and the responses of 
these persons (Group A) was com,pared with the responses of a group (Group B) 
of persons who were not bilingual and had neither been resident outside the 
Tamil areas nor had close friends among the Sinhalese. Here the results 
indicated that contact arising through residence in non-Tamil areas and close 
friends anlong the Sinhalese was definjtely a determinant of attitudes towards 



the Sinhala peop!c. Sixty per cent in Group A disagreed with the view tb:it 
the Sinhalese dislike the Tamil presence in Sri Lanka while in the uegzlivc 
group only 12 per cent disagreed. Content analysis of the descl~iptions of Lllc 
Sinhalese giver) by the members of the two groups also izvealed that Group A 
gave significantly more positive descriptions than was given by Group B.IZ The 
stereotypes of tile Sinhalese, the t\vo groups h a d ,  zlso diircred i.ndic;~'!ly. Usirig 
a cumulative scale, a score of 4- 95-39 was obtained for Group A while for 
Groap B the score was 4- 37-94. Gmup A thus had more f~vourab!e attitude 
towards the Sinhula people ccmp2red with Group B whicll had little or no 
conta.ct with the Sinhalese. Group A also showed a high resislence t o  thc iden 
01 a separate Tarail State tlzan Group B. On the desirability of 1-esort,ing to 
iiolence to gain Tamil rjghts the difference between thc two g~'oups was even 
greatcr. More persons i n  Group A disagreed with the l-ielv that Tamils 
are no longer safe outside their areas. It is very evidcnt tl?el-cfor'c that 
close association between the two corninunities helps to prolllotc bcttcr under- 
standing and, as was see11 from thc siereotype tests, to dispel suspicion and 
anxiety about the other community. The understanding p j n e d  tlzus xlso 
seemed to promote greater optimism regarding the possibility of living wit11 
the Sinhalese. (Tzble 12 il1ustr;itcs how tile two groups deviate from the sample. 
The distribution of soft attitudes is greater in Group h and lower in Group I3 
than in the sample. This association between soft attitude towards the Sinha- 
lese and contact with them was shown io be statisticaily significa.nt by chi- 
squared tests). 

This optimism seemed howcvcr to be confined to the attitude towards the 
Sinhala people and did not t o  any sjgaificant extent sorten the group's perccp- 
tion of the problems faced by the Tamils. The positive group did not differ 
significantly from the sample in the way it perceived problems. 

Attitude and problem perception 

The possible determinants of attitudes examined so far were bilinguaiism 
taken by itself and bilingualism taken along with contact through residence and 
close friends. Another determinant that was suspected to be of relevance in 
the Sri Lankan context, namely, (he levcl of perception of problems was also 
taken up. A group which showed a uniformly Iiigh perception of problems 
was therefore isolated for comparison with the sample. (This group felt that 
the governments in Sri Lanka looked after the welfare of the Sinhalese only; 

.- -- .- - -.- 
12. Posilive descriptions arc those which include adjectives such as courageous, kind, 

ecnerous, intelligent, loyal, sincere, easy going, reasonable and clean. Ncgative descrip- 
tions tend to iccludt adjectives s ~ c h  as cru-,l, dangerous, unreliable, uninteiligenl, grccdy, 
immoral and dishonest. 
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that the Tamils are discriminated agaicst in all fields; that the Tamils are being 
made minorities in their own areas t l ~ o u g h  the device of colonisation; that 
the Sinhalese dislike the Tamil presence in Sri Lanka; that Tamils ca.n never be 
safe outside their own areas and so on. In OU: sample of 100 persons there 
were twenty-t~o w-ho agreed with all this.). The composition of this gronp ditL 
not show any bias towards either biling~~alisrn or contact. In its attitude 
however the grorap differed significantly  om the sainple on most matters. 

Table 8 illustrates how on dl the issues presented there, the majorit4 
in the high problem perception group exhibits hard attitudes whlls, in the sample 
group the majority has soft zttitudes on most issues. There is thus a definite 
association between hard atfitndes in the conflict areas and a high perception 
of problems. 

It would seem then that where there is a strong sense of outstanding 
problems noire of the other determinants of attitudes are of m11.ch avail : 
neither bilingualism nor association with Sinhalese, which in general shows 
positive results helps to soften attitudes in such cases. 

Relevaace of the findings 
The sample studied here (October-December 1979) constituted a little o ~ c r  

1 I % of the Tmrnil student popnlatio~ in the University of Peradeniye 

The University population at Peradeniya comprises students of both sexes 
with varying socio-economic backgrounds from all parts of the island. In 
this sense the Campus serves, anlong other things, as a uriquely conve!zient 
1ocat.ion for t l~e  type of study undertaken. Within a manageably small area 
one finds gathcred here a group which is representative of the con~position of 
the general populxtion in many respects. 

The Cantpus Tatni'i popul~t.tinn is of course a very tlny fraction of thc 
population of the country. ( <0.003 % of the Tamilpopulation of the relevant 
age group in the island). It is also untypica.1 due to its educational level, rrgc 
and location. 

Nevertl~eless the importance of our study population should not be under- 
estimated. Apart from the fact, mel~tio~~ed a while ago, that it is a microcosm 
of the rest of the country in several respects, there are other significant consi- 
derations. Programmes for the promotion of harmo~ious relations in a plural 
society should identify and pay attention to areas where the diRerent groups 
interact rather than to the places where they live in relative isolation from one 
another. For it is only ia such areas that sensitive spots are exposed and hard 
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as well as soft attitudes formed. Indeed the attitudes which surface in other 
non-interaction areas are often the result of the percolation of the attitudes 
formed in the interaction areas. For this rcs,on and because of the obvious 
i~nportance of the age group to  which tbis population belongs (19-25) it is 
suggested that the seeming weaknesses of our sample really enhance thc impor- 
tance of our study. 

The findings about this goup arc not without si,gificance also because of 
the important leadership roles its members are likely to take in the society at 
large 
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Table 1 

Composition of the sample 
-- - --- 

Ability H[I$I I Rc.cidcncr ' Facultres ' ! Close Friertds ' I~jrornt* 
far& Compel - -  I- - 

&rrfri~e tmce JT.A. IV.T.A. C.F. NC.FJ YES  NO. I -  .> 1000 < 1000 
--- --- -- . - - -!-- p i p .  -- 

Bilinguals (SO) 38 2 6  18 I2 1 3 2  18 Y T  26 1 0 1  
Non-Bilinguals (50) I I ' a ? i 20 30 21 28% 1 - 1 2  32s 

. .  I-_.: - - -. -- -- - - - - - 

* Discrepancy in totals is due to infoi:maticn being w~tt~i\elci by sorrir rcspondcnta. 

Abbrcvialions used ilt t h i s  and the tables which foliow : 

B-Bilinguals T,A,-Taniil arw 
W3-Nan-Bilingmls N.T.A.-Non- tam^! area 
US-Ove;esal l sample C.F.-Co~Lact Faculty 
N.C.F.-Non Contact Family 

Sig. assn.-h'hether by chi-squared tests a statistically significan~ association ~ 3 s  round 
to obtain between the attitude, and bilingualism. 

Table 2 ( a )  

LEARNING SINHALA 
Conseqoeaces 

-- -- 
-- Ifems Agree Di.$aare No. opinion Sic. osstz 

Jf Tamils learn Sinhala, ]B -- 77 60 18 
(a) the t a t r ~ i l  language will NB 46 46 8 Ycs 

disappear from Srl Lanka OS 42 48 10 

ib) the Tarnil struggle for language B 34 60 I G 
rights would be weakened NB 40 46 14 No 

OS 39 48 13 
. . -. . -. ---- -- - 

(c)  thc Tamil racc worrld become E 24 70 6 
extinct NB 26 64 10 No 

0s 26 GS 9 

(d) they will lose their rationale for R 3 4 58 8 
opposing the Sinhala Only S B  48 40 12 No 
Act 

.--- - 
0s 46 4 3 11 

-*-.---A- - ------ 
Tota.1 for overall sample 38 5 1 1 1  

.-- 
100 --- --- 
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Table 2 (b) 

I!e~7l Agree Disarree No opi;rziort Si f .  assn. 
-- - ------ - 

3:Tamils Icam Srnhafa, B 58 28 14 
it would be casy to deny the NB 5s 40 2 No 
Tnmili t!reir language r~ghts OS 5a 3 Y 4 100 -~ - - .-- .- - -- -- - P. -. - -- - - . -- - - - - - - - - .. -. - - 

Table 2 (c) 

. . . . . - . - . . . - -- - -4 

Z ~ c ~ n s  Agree Disogr.ee .\'o opiini~fi ...);TY. LJJ.~):. 
- - - - -. -- .- -- - - 

If 'Tamils learn Sinhala, B 30 5 8 I L 
i~irercosl~n~unal problenls NJ3 30 56 I ?  Yo 
would disappe::r 0s 30 56 14 

the Sinhala Only Act si ill fioi 3 26 62 12 
dfecr. t!:e. Tamils NB JI! 54 I2 No 

0s 33 55 12 -- 
Tolnl for sanlple 32 55 13 100 

Table 3 .  

Learning Sinltala 
Cnnditiou 

The Tarnils need not  study if B 20 70 I0 
they do not swk enlployrnent KB 54 56 10 No 
rn Sinhala areas 0s  37 58 5 

- -- 

S~nhala should not be taught to B 66 23 G 
Tamils unless they Iearnt NB 74 18 8 No 
Tamtl 0s 73 19 8 

In schools Tamils should not be B 66 16 18 
taught Sinhala. unless the NB 80 16 4 No 
Sinhalese are taught Tamil in OS 78 16 6 
their sclrools - - ----- 

All figures represent percentages rounded to the nearest ~.hole  number. 
For explanation of abbreviations see under Table I . 



Table 4 a 

PERCEPTION OF PROBLEMS 
Discrimination 

7 hz zcr,cn;nlenc is concerned 
1~1th the welfare of the Sin- 
11alcse only 

There is d i s~~ . i= ina t i~ r~  sgaii~st 

Ihe Tamils in all !id& 

'l'here 1s discnn~inat~on agakcst 

the  T;imils m education and 

ernploynlen t 

Total for sample 58 11 11 100 
- -  -- -- --- ~ . ,. - - . . . ? - - -. 

S ~ ~ a l z s e  are being settled in B 90 2 8 

traditionally Tamif 21-as NB 96 A 2 

areas 0s 9 5 2 3 No 
-- -a - 

Successive governments impte- B 78 10 12 

mcnt measures to make Tamil NB 74 4 22 No 
minoriti,?~ in their own u e a j  OS 7 j 5 20 
- .- -,-- - - --. - - - - - - - --- - 

Total for emple 85 1 I I 100 
-- -- -- - 

AII figures reprcsent percentages rounded to the nearest a.l~ole number. 
For explanation of abb.reviations see uudar Table 1. 



Table 4 c 

Sense of slier~rrtiou 
- -- - -- 

Itemzs Aarce Diso,nfze hio opinion Sig. asvt .  

Thc Sinhalese didike thc Tamil 3R ?Q 23 
pi-cscnce 1% Srl Lank4 XB -& I '8 3 0 N o  

0s  di 29 31) 

'The governmet is not interestid 8 50 35 14 
jn developing the Tamil areas XLl 46 44 10 No 

0 s  3 %  2 3 11 
~ .. .. .. 

Total for overall sample 48 3 1  1 & ' ' 100 
.- - - . - - . - - -. - .- - 

Table 4 d 

- -. - - - - - - - - - -- - -. -, -- . - - -- - -- 
I f c ~ n s  Agree Dfsagrea No opicion Sig. assn. 

~ ~ - -- - .- 
In future Tamils can rtcver live U 66 26 8 

safely in Sri LanJra outside NNB ?Z 18 10 No 
ttieir own arcas CIS 7 1 i 9 10 

The goverment 1s nor interested 1i 56 36 y 
m pi cjviding adequatz protcc- W 58 32 10  No 
iian to thc Taniils 0s 51 33 10 

-- -- - . 
rile Policc are never fair in their A 56 30 14 

treatment oithe Tamils NB 76 8 I ti Ycs 
0s 72 12 16 

l'amil youths are imprisoned B 76 10 14 
wjtlstly NB 82 2 16 No 

0s 81 3 16 - ------ 
Total for overall sample 70 1 7  13 100 -- . ----- 

All figures represent percentages rounded to the nearest whole number. 
For explanation ofabbreviztions sce under Table 1 
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Table 3 

I t e~na  Agree Diq1.i.e .* opbrion Siz, USII 

'The problenit LII the 'Tamils iu Il 46 46 8 
Sri Lanka arc no worse than K11 52 44 ,i ?i 11 

thosz minorit i s  in 
plural societies els;w.:lere 0s 51 44 

-------- ~ .---- - . - 
Tllc cause oi rile conllicts be[- B 28 53 i 8 

useen tl~c two com~unilies is NB 48 40 12 YCS 
the counlry's colonial past OS 45 42 13 

-pap- ----a-p 

Uie economic problems cor~moa 13 32 M3 8 
to a!] are the cause of the NB 20 74 6 No 
problems of the Tamils 0s 22 72 6 

- - - - 

The problems of the Tunils arc: B 23 66 10 
due to their poilitical intran- NB 20 76 4 No 
srgence 0 s  21 74 2 5 

Table 6 

Solutions 

lfeors Agree Disagree No opinion SLpn. ossn 

The Tanu'ls should resorl to a R 22 54 11 
progralmc of violent action NB , 34 48 1 S No 
to gain thelx ri_&tr 0 s  32 19 19 

- 
Only by forming a separate state B 34 46 20 

canIheTam11s solve their prob- NB 31 48 1 S N o 
lrms 0s 54 45 13 

l'otal for overall samplc 23 48 19 I 0 0  

All figures represent percentags,rounded to the nsarest whole number. 
For explanation of abbrevialious see hder.Tablc I ,' 



Hlf!in::lrrriisilt ionortg 7'nmi/s i;i .B.i Lar~ka 

Table 7 

Contact Groups A & i3 

- -. ~- - - .  - -. ~ ~ . - ~ -  

Disagree 
- 

G r o u ~  A Sample tirolrp B 
~ - - - - - - ~  - . - -- ~- 

The Sinhalese disl~ke the Tarn~t presence in Sri Lanka 60 19 12 
TheTanl~ls silould rosort ro a progamneof violent a c w n  5F 49 JQ 

to gain thcir rights 
Olziy by forming a separate state can rhc T a d s  sohse 

their problems 56 73 40 
In future Tamils can never live rafeiy in SI-i Laaka outside 

their own areas 28 i9  1 ?. 

The High Problem Preceptioo Group 
pa-------- - - ..-.~~A 

Sanple .Poprrfnfio~z High probletx per., 
cepriort group 

Irt>nls A ~ r e e  Diragree Agree Disagree 
--..-.-- --- - .- , . ., - .  ... . - 

If all T a n d s  study sinhakc the Tamil language 
will disappear from the country 

If Tamils study Sinhala i t  will be easy for the 
government io deny Tamils their language 
rights 

1f Taiuils study Sinhala the rani1 race wil! 
becorne extinct in this cour~try 

Tamils studying Sinhala will not so le  the 
communal problem 

Tamils who do not seek ernpIoyn~ent in Sinhala 
areas nmd not study Sinhala 

Tamils should resort to a programme of violent 
action lo gain their rights 

Only by forining a separate state can the Tamils 
solve their problenls 

The problems of the Tatnils in Sri h n k a  are 
worse than those faced by minorities elsewhere 

-- - . . -. . - ..-. - -- - . -. - - 

All figures represent percentages rounded to ttle nearcst whole number. 


	JSS 4_1_55.pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (2).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (3).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (4).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (6).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (7).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (8).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (10).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (11).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (12).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (13).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (14).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (15).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (16).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (17).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (18).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (19).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (20).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (21).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (22).pdf
	JSS 4_1_55 (23).pdf



