
 

 

 

 

 

 

CENTRE FOR THE STUDY OF HUMAN RIGHTS – (CSHR) 

 

The inauguration of the 

Masters Degree Programme 

on Human Rights and 

Democratisation (MHRD) – 

Local, was held on 20th 

August 2015 at the Senate 

Hall, University of Colombo. 

This is the second batch of 

students who will follow 
the Local Masters at the 
University of Colombo. 

Prof Jayadeva Uyangoda, 

former Head of the 

Department of Political 

Science and Public 

Policy, University of 

Colombo, was the Keynote 

Speaker at this event.  In 

addition, the Vice 

Chancellor of the 

University of Colombo, 

teaching staff of the 

Faculty of Law, teaching 

staff of MHRD programme 

and CSHR staff also 

participated.  

The students enrolled in 

this intake are from 

diverse backgrounds, 

including legal, academic, 

banking, theology, military 

and NGOs. 

 
 

  

Inauguration of  the Masters Degree Programme on Human 
Rights and Democratisation (MHRD) - Local 2015 
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VISION 

To create a nation 

with a rights 

consciousness in 

which the dignity and 

rights of all people 

are respected  

 

MISSION 

To be a centre of 

excellence for human 

rights education and 

research using a 

multidisciplinary 

approach 
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to the continuity of change 

with moderate political 

forces in the country, in the 

North as well as the South. 

Periodic and free 

authorization of political 

power for the rulers by the 

ruled is perhaps the most 

profoundly political idea of 

democracy. Demos do it not 

as subjects, but as free, 

autonomous and sovereign 

citizens, possessing, as 

claimed in political theory, 

the ultimate political power. 

With all its faults, 

limitations, distortions, and 

aberrations due to its being 

abused, the magic, or 

aesthetics, or even the 

seductive appeal,of 

democracy as a political idea 

lies in this particular fact. In 

human history, there are 

Keynote Speech delivered by Professor Jayadeva Uyangoda at the inauguration of the 

MHRD Programme, CSHR, University of Colombo 

 

 

perhaps only four secular 

normative ideals to which 

millions of people have even 

been willing to sacrifice their 

lives.  They are freedom, 

justice, dignity, and equality. 

They are in one way or 

another intimately connected 

with the vision and promise 

of democracy. 

Modern democracy is an 

European invention. 

Historically, the idea of 

democracy had existed in 

elementary forms in many 

other societies as well. 

Village administration in 

many early agrarian societies 

may have had forms of 

collective decision-making 

based on such democratic 

principles as consultation, 

majority rule, and consensus. 

However, it is in Europe that 

democracy as we know it 

today evolved into a full-

blown conceptual, 

philosophical and 

institutional paradigm. It has 

evolved in Europe through 

two historical forms: direct 

democracy of the classical 

Greece and the 

representative democracy of 

the post-17
th

 century Europe.  

By modern democracy, we 

mean the representative form 

of democracy, which has 

also been described as 

„parliamentary democracy,‟ 

„electoral democracy‟, and 

„liberal democracy.‟ 

Representative, 

parliamentary and electoral 

democracy is the form in 

which the modern political 

order in most countries in the 

world is organized today. 

Democracy is also being 

viewed as the most desirable 

form of political order for 

any society – industrialized, 

non-industrialized, Western, 

non-Western, developed, 

under-developed, capitalist, 

post-socialist etc.  

Meanwhile, the idea of 

democracy has also been a 

part of our everyday 

common sense. Many of us 

are democrats, or want to be 

democrats, if not good 
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CSHR NEWS AND EVENTS  

Speech delivered by Senior Professor 

Jayadeva Uyangoda, Department of 

Political Science and Public Policy, 

Faculty of Arts, University of Colombo 

Celebrating the Idea of 

Democracy in a Year of 

Elections 

In this talk, I want to 

celebrate the idea of 

democracy. In its popular 

meaning, democracy refers 

to the rule of the demos, 

demos being the Greek word 

for people. This year in Sri 

Lanka, we have had two 

crucial moments – one in 

January and the second just 

the other day [17
th

 of 

August] – in which demos 

were called upon to provide 

both authority and 

legitimacy to their rulers to 

rule over them for a limited 

period of time.  In the 

January moment, Sri Lankan 

demos opted for change. In 

the August moment, they re-

affirmed their commitment 



 

 

 

 

democrats or even better 

democrats. We have this 

democratic desire not 

because we have mastered 

the political theory of 

democracy, but because 

democracy is an essential 

component of our political 

imagination, our political 

habits, our political choices, 

our t individual self as much 

as it is in our social being. At 

the same time, we 

instinctively know that we 

have anti-democratic cells as 

well in our blood. At home, 

in the workplace and in the 

classroom, many of us 

display, knowingly or 

unknowingly, our 

authoritarian and autocratic 

impulses. It is only with an 

acute consciousness of the 

values of democracy can we 

tame the undemocratic 

impulses in our social life.  

In other words, democracy is 

perhaps the only secular 

ideology that function as a 

check on the innate capacity 

we as human beings possess 

to be oppressive, autocratic 

and tyrannical in our 

personal and social relations. 

Socialism does not do that. 

Not nationalism either. They 

in fact encourage aggression 

and unlimited possession of 

power. Next to democracy, 

religion is the other source 

that controls our   

moderation, is the most 
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influential check on the 

excesses that we are prone to 

commit as individuals. 

Democracy, on the other 

hand, constitutes a secular 

paradigm of restraint against 

the excessive and abusive 

use of power, political as 

well as personal. It is a 

restraint on power which, 

more often than not, is liable 

to be used for oppressive and 

tyrannical goals. The point I 

wish to highlight here is that 

democracy is the most 

important secular principle 

that makes restraint, 

moderation, and equanimity 

virtues, and indeed key 

constitutive features of our 

modern self 

Democracy is an essential 

dimension of our political 

self as well. Our societies are 

located thousands of miles 

away from Europe where 

democracy has historically 

evolved. Even then, our 

contemporary political 

institutions, practices and 

beliefs are largely shaped by 

two traditions of modern 

democracy. They are liberal 

democracy and social 

democracy, both evolved in 

Europe. Elements of liberal 

democracy entered Sri 

Lanka‟s political institutions 

and practices during the 

early 20
th

 century and took a 

definitive form in the early 

1930s. From liberal 

democracy, we inherited the 

principle of popular 

sovereignty along with 

universal franchise, 

representative government, 

free and fair elections, rule 

of law, universal rights, 

procedural justice, and 

accountable government 

with legally defined limits to 

power. Our transition to a 

post-colony in 1947-48 was 

indeed marked by the 

constitutionalisation and 

institutionalisation of these 

key principles of modern 

liberal democratic politics. 

From social democracy, we 

learned that liberal 

democracy by itself was not 

adequate to address deep 

social inequalities arising out 

of economic inequalities 

inherent in capitalism. In 

fact, liberal democracy was 

the political creed of free-

market capitalism. Its belief 

in the efficacy of the market 

mechanism in allocating 

resources equally among all 

came to be belied by its 

blindness to the injustices of 

unequal distribution of 

wealth, resources and 

opportunities. The ideology 

of social democracy emerged 

in the industrial Europe 

during the second half of the 

19
th

 century to redress this 

fundamental shortcoming of 

liberal democracy. It 

advocated state intervention, 

wherever necessary, in order 

to assist those social groups 

– whose social and 

individual fate Charles 

Dickens and Victor Hugo 

described with sympathy and 

anger in their novels -- that 

were left behind and ignored 

by the market mechanism 

under capitalism. In Sri 

Lanka, the social democratic 

argument began to evolve in 

the mid-1930s, more or less 

simultaneously with the 

liberal democratic argument. 

It, interestingly, is an 

outcome of the left-socialist 

agenda in Sri Lanka. Sri 

Lanka‟s social democratic 

ideology evolved in the form 

of the ideology of social 

welfarism. Despite, and 

perhaps because of, recent 

stress on neo-liberal 

economic reforms, social 

democratic expectations 

continue to be an important 

component of the political 

imaginary of our society. 

Meanwhile, why is it that we 

get so excited about 

elections, celebrate elections 

as public spectacles, and 

vote at elections almost as a 

religious duty though it is 

actually a secular, civic 

duty? There can be many 

reasons, but one plausible 

reason is that democracy has 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 become an essential 

dimension of our 

understanding of the world 

and a defining factor of our 

individual and collective self 

as „moderns.‟ As moderns, 

we know that we the demos 

are the ultimate repository of 

political power. We also 

have the keen awareness that 

an election is our rare 

moment to assert our 

authority as citizens. What 

we do at an election is 

something that was 

unimaginable during pre-

modern times: authorizing a 

political party or a coalition 

of parties to exercise 

political power on behalf of 

us, but subject to conditions. 

It is the moment that we 

citizens as voters become 

conscious of the fact that 

without our authorizing, no 

organized body of 

professional politicians can 

call, or become themselves, 

„rulers‟ or the government. 

Perhaps, the fundamental 

criterion of demarcation 

between the democratic and 

all non-democratic political 

systems lays in the answer to 

the question: how, and from 

where, do the rulers obtain 

the authority to govern.  

Democracy‟s answer is, it is 

the people who constitute the 

sole source of political 

power.  

Most of the countries in the 

world today have 

institutionalized this idea of 

people as the sole source of 

political power, but occurred 

mostly only during the 

second half of the last 

century. England, France and 

the United States are among 

the countries that developed 

their political and 

constitutional orders much 

earlier than other countries – 

England after 1688, France 

after 1789 and America after 

1776. These European 

powers which had 

democratic political orders at 

home did not replicate their 

democratic rule in societies 

that were parts of their 

colonial empires. It is a 

historical irony that, for 

example, democratic Britain 

ran its global empire in Asia, 

Africa, America and the 

Caribbean not setting up 

democratic political orders in 

any of the colonies. All the 

colonies were administered 

by governors or viceroys 

who were military-

bureaucratic autocrats. 

The democratic idea that 

people are the sole source of 

political power has other 

connotations that have a 

resonance with some of the 

major themes in Sri Lanka‟s 

contemporary political 

debate as well. It tells us that 

political power is a limited 

resource available to 

professional politicians and 

that its sole objective is 

public good, and not private 

gain. The thesis that political 

power is a limited resource 

was developed in the 17
th

 

century in the social contract 

tradition of liberal political 

philosophy. John Locke, an 

English political 

philosopher, was the first to 

develop the thesis of 

democracy as limited 

government. Locke lived in 

an Europe which saw the 

transition of politics and the 

state from feudal autocracy 

to early forms of 

representative democracy.  

As an early liberal, Locke 

articulated the classical 

liberal suspicion of  

unlimited political power as 

a resource that can be abused 

by the rulers to deny liberty 

and freedom of the people. 

Classical liberals believed, 

against the historical 

experience of European 

feudal autocracies, that 

unless restrained and made 

conditional, political power 

could lead to tyranny. 

Locke‟s democratic theory 

of limited government thus 

advanced the thesis that 

governmental power is a 

trusteeship, assigned to the 

rulers by the ruled, the 

people, on a condition. That 

is, the government is obliged 

to protect the life, liberty and 

property of the governed. It 

is a contractual obligation 

the violation of which should 

lead to the people, who are 

sovereign, recalling their 

rulers. In the Locke an 

notion of limited 

government, the 

government‟s powers are 

limited by the rulers‟ 

contractual obligations to the 

people as well as the limited 

term of office for which the 

government gets 

authorization from the 

governed. The democratic 

theory of periodic elections 

and the limits to the term of 

office of government are 

essentially grounded on this 

principle that political power 

is a limited resource. Sri 

Lanka‟s contemporary 

debate on reducing the 

powers of the executive 

branch of the state and re-

empowering the legislature 

echoes this classical liberal 

doctrine that political power 

is not an unlimited resource 

available to rulers. 

Politics as public good is 

rooted in an older and more 

ancient tradition, the 

republican ideal of politics 

developed in the classical 

Hellenic world.  A key 

principle of Hellenic, or 

Greek, tradition of politics 

was the view that the state 

was an association, the 

human association, aimed at 
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the common good. Common 

good in classical as well as 

medieval philosophy referred 

to goals of social and 

political life that can be 

shared by, and beneficial to, 

all members of society.  

Justice, security, welfare, 

and good life were the 

„common good‟ that political 

philosophers as he shared 

goals to political office is 

also derived from this notion 

of common good that has 

now been embedded in the 

expectations of democratic 

politics. Why do we get so 

outraged when we hear 

stories of politicians turning 

politics into a money-making 

enterprise, or public official 

misusing their office to get 

themselves enriched? It is 

not because we have read 

philosophical treatises on 

ethical governance, but 

because we instinctively 

believe separation of the 

public good and private gain 

is essential virtue of public 

life. That is a fundamental 

ethical value that democracy 

upholds and promotes. Sri 

Lanka‟s latest political 

concept yahapalanaya, 

resonates with this 

democratic ideal of common 

good.  

In the historical evolution of 

democracy, we can also see 

that it has been a travelling, 

or migratory, concept. Born 

in Europe, it has travelled 

across the globe. In its global 

travel, there are two very 

significant developments to 

which the idea of democracy 

has been subjected. The first 

is the appropriation of it by 

subordinate, marginalized 

and disempowered social 

groups as a medium of social 

and political emancipation. 

The second is the adaptation 

of democracy to local social 

and cultural conditions. 

To illustrate the first, we can 

take Sri Lanka‟s own 

historical example. Sri Lanka 

began to experience a limited 

measure of political 

democracy in the second 

decade of the twentieth 

century when the colonial 

rulers introduced to the 

island limited franchise. 

When a proposal came in the 

mid-1920s to widen the 

franchise and to expand the 

framework of representative 

democracy, the reactions 

from local groups was 

fascinating. As many of us 

know, the elite, who had 

dominated what has been 

described as our „national 

movement‟ at the time, 

strongly objected to the 

extension of the franchise 

beyond the educated, 

wealthy and propertied men. 

They were particularly 

opposed to women being 

given franchise rights. 

However, as I discovered 

sometime ago when I went 

through original archival 

documents of the 

Donoughmore Commission, 

there were three 

constituencies who 

passionately campaigned for 

universal adult franchise – 

women‟s associations, 

labour unions and 

associations of oppressed 

caste groups in both 

Sinhalese and Tami 

societies. Those who wanted 

the expansion of democracy 

were those who were 

oppressed, marginalised and 

excluded from power. For 

them, the extension of 

democracy was a 

qualitatively new step 

towards political and social 

emancipation. This was not 

unique to colonial Sri Lanka. 

Even in Britain, the 

extension of democracy by 

extending voting rights to the 

working class and women, 

was largely an outcome of 

the struggles by trade unions 

and the women‟s movement. 

The emancipatory potential 

of democracy has 

historically been realized 

first by those excluded from 

power. That is why the 

capitalist class too waged 

civil war against the feudal 

monarchy in Europe 

demanding democracy. 

Thus, historically, modern 

democracy has been a 

weapon of the oppressed for 

emancipation. 

However, democracy has 

also lent itself to 

transformations that have 

blunted its emancipatory 

edge. This happened when 

the democracy came to be 

identified with political 

power and the state. When it 

became an instrument in the 

hands of those who hold 

economic, social and 

political power, democracy‟s 

emancipatory mission was 

turned upside down. The 

evolution of the liberal 

democratic state in Europe 

was also the story of this 

process of de-radicalization 

of democracy. Deradicalised 

and attached to the structures 

of state power, democracy 

lost its substance, but carried 

its form. This is what 

political theory describes as 

„procedural democracy.‟  

Procedural democracy is 

associated with the liberal 

state. Its basic premise is that 

since the liberal state 

protects the rights of citizens 

through institutions and 

procedures within a 

framework of rule of law, 

negative rights, and free 

elections, citizens are not 

required to engage with the 

state as active citizens. 

Procedural democracy 

anticipates passive citizens, 

because when procedures 
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and institutions are in place, 

there is no reason for citizens 

to organize and mobilize 

themselves, to demand, to 

agitate, and to resist. The 

idea of substantive 

democracy challenges this 

view of minimalist 

democracy and tries to 

retrieve some of the radical 

potential of democratic 

politics. While procedural 

democracy views democracy 

top down, from the point of 

view of the liberal state, 

substantive democracy views 

democracy from below, from 

the point of view of citizens 

who need more democracy 

to fulfill their entitlements as  

citizens. It brings democracy 

to the substance of good life 

not only of individuals but 

also of social groups as well 

-- such as social classes, 

ethnic communities and 

women -- raising questions 

about social inequalities, 

group rights, injustices 

arising out of unequal 

distribution of power, and 

group discrimination.  

I want to conclude my talk 

by using this procedural-

substantive divide about 

democracy to highlight an 

interesting discovery a group 

of South Asian researchers 

made about democracy in 

South Asia. This group of 

researchers, of which I was 

also a member, did a South 

Asia-wide study on the state 

of democracy in the region. 

This was in 2004-2005. The 

study was later published as 

State of Democracy in South 

Asia (2006).  

One of our research 

objectives was to find out 

what had happened to the 

concept of democracy after it 

travelled to South Asia from 

Europe. One key question 

we explored in this research 

was: what particular 

meaning has South Asia 

accorded to democracy 

having appropriated it?  Our 

assumption in this 

exploration was this: 

although it originated in 

Europe, the idea of 

democracy has entered and 

deeply embedded in our 

cultures and therefore it has 

not remained European as 

such. Indigenous cultures 

usually have the capacity to 

appropriate, tame and even 

re-define things that are 

originally foreign. 

What has been the effect of 

South Asian cultures and 

societies having appropriated 

the idea of democracy on the 

vey idea of democracy? We 

found that all South Asian 

societies define democracy 

more in substantive terms, 

while retaining its procedural 

imprint. As the study 

showed, parallel to the 

procedural meanings, the 

ordinary people associate 

democracy with the idea of 

people‟s rule, political 

freedom, equality of 

outcomes and community 

rights. The most common 

meaning that the South 

Asians have with the idea of 

democracy is „freedom.‟ 

They understand freedom, 

not in the classical liberal 

sense of negative freedom – 

„absence of constraints‟ by 

the state or society --, but as 

a goal to be achieved 

through the provision of 

public goods by the state. 

Similarly, the idea of 

equality, central to the 

concept of democracy, has 

undergone a change in South 

Asia. It is no longer views as 

formal political equality, as 

in the liberal democratic 

political theory. Its meaning 

has been expanded to include 

socio-economic equality, 

dignity, and access to 

material well-being that 

guarantee basic necessities 

of life. The idea of rights has 

also undergone a change in 

South Asia. South Asians 

have shifted the principal 

locus of rights from the 

individual to the community. 

This shift from the individual 

to the community also 

carries the risk of 

majoritarian democracy. 

One of the most important 

findings, that is particularly 

relevant to Sri Lanka, is that 

people in South Asia have 

greater trust in periodic 

elections, rather than 

political institutions, as the 

most effective means of 

ensuring democratic 

governance. Elections, 

according to the perception 

of the people, are the 

mechanism that ensures 

„popular control‟ the process 

of government. Thus, 

ordinary people‟s experience 

reflects what we political 

theorists call the „decay and 

crisis of democratic 

institutions.‟ Thus, in South 

Asian popular understanding 

of democracy, the idea of 

popular control takes clear 

precedence over other 

institutional mechanisms. 

They show more trust in 

„periodic elections‟ than 

political parties. 

Now, let me conclude by 

saying that democracy in Sri 

Lanka has resilience because 

it has been appropriated, and 

given new meanings and 

significance to by the 

ordinary people. They have 

re-worked a formal, textbook 

and culturally idea to reflect 

their own socio-economic 

and cultural conditions, but 

retaining and re-affirming 

the magical essence of it – its 

emancipatory and 

transformative potential. 

20 August , 2015 
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Combined Inauguration of  the Distance Learning Diploma in Human Rights and 
Democracy (DLD HRD)  & Advanced Training Programmes (ATPs) in Human Rights 

 

 

Combined Inauguration of 

the Distance Learning 

Diploma                                                                                                                                                   

in Human Rights and 

Democracy (DLD HRD)  

and the Advanced Training 

Programmes (ATPs) in 

Human Rights were held on 

29
th

  July 2015 at Law 

Faculty, University of 

Colombo. Ms Indira 

Nanayakkara, Dean, Faculty 

of Law, University of 

Colombo was the Guest of 

Honour.  CSHR‟s Acting 

Director, Acting Deputy 

Director, and Staff together 

with the DLD and ATP 

students participated. 

The students consist of those 

who are employed in 

government and non-

governmental organisations; 

undergraduates and the 

general public.  

 

Human Rights Awareness Programme for Junior Commanders 

 

Three Day programmes on 

International Humanitarian 

Law and Human Rights 

conducted for Junior 

Commanding Officers of Air 

Force as a component of 

their Management Module. 

CSHR conducts 3 

programmes per year for the 

Air Force. 

The second programme for 

the year was conducted from 

8
th

 - 10
th

 July at the Faculty 

of Law, University of 

Colombo. Twenty Three 

Junior Commanders 

participated in the 

programme. 
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AiRD Inauguration of the two Advanced Training Programmes 

 Law and the Citizen and Women’s and Children’s Rights 

 

 

Information Of Ongoing Project s 

The Advanced Training 

Programmes on The Law and 

the Citizen and Women’s and 

Children’s Rights conducted 

by the CSHR under the All 

Inclusive Reconciliation and 

Development project (AiRD) 

in Eastern Sri Lanka, funded 

by European Union 

commenced on 1st of August 

2015 and 17
th

 September 

2015 at two venues in the 

Seruvila and Verugal 

Divisional Secretariat 

Divisions in Trincomalee. 

CSHR‟s Deputy Director                

Ms Wasantha Senevirathne 

and the Area Development 

Manager of World Vision 

Lanka (Co-partner of the 

Project) Mr. Emmanuel 

Pragash Kumar attended 

both inauguration programs. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Information of Ongoing Projects 

NEWS AND EVENTS  
FOKUS – Follow Up activities  
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Oyamduwa at Anuradhapura 

Senakudiruppu at Anuradhapura 

Palaviya at Puttlam 

Kekirawa at Anuradhapura 

CSHR carried out the follow 

up of the Training 

programme on providing 

referral services on legal and 

other services, which was 

conducted in 2014. The main 

objective of this innovative 

training programme was to 

assist women and girls 

affected by conflict, 

especially those who are at a 

low-income level to have 

access to justice more 

effectively by providing 

accurate and informative 

legal and other referral 

services. Therefore, the 

objective of this follow up 

programme was to evaluate 

the efficiency of the trained 

referral service providers in 

providing the respective 

services to women and girl 

children affected by conflict 

in the Anuradhapura and 

Puttlam districts. The follow 

up programme was carried 

out from 22
nd

 to 25
th

 of 

September 2015 in the 

Anuradhapura and Puttlam 

districts. CSHR staff visited 

trained referral service 

providers and the respective 

communities who received 

their support in finding 

solutions for socio-economic 

issues faced by these 

communities as well as the 

service providers to whom 

these communities have been 

referred. This programme 

was carried out as a part of 

the project funded by Fokus.        

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

There are two main reactions 

I have received from 

foreigners when indicating 

that my nationality is Sri 

Lankan. Either they have not 

heard about our cosy little 

island or they have heard 

ALL about it (yes, I do mean 

everything). Whichever 

reaction you receive, I 

believe that they are both 

equally negative in their own 

aspects. Hence, I must 

mentally prepare myself for 

whichever reaction is to 

come. Of course, these aren‟t 

the only reactions. Other 

variants include the inquiry 

of the great observers among 

such foreigners: “Which part 

of India are you from?” 

Nevertheless, both types of 

foreigners find it rather 

surprising to know that the 

history of the “Costa Rica of 

Asia” (Forsythe, 1993) 

includes a Civil War that 

spanned out across three 

decades. And yet, even 

though it has been six years 

since the end of the war, the 

question of ethnic relations 

remains the biggest concern 

on the nation‟s political 

agenda.  

In the immediate aftermath 

of the war in 2009, it was 

Secretary-General Ban Ki-

Moon who was the first to 

make an official visit to Sri 

Lanka. Even when this 

happened three days after the 

conclusion of the war, the 

general public outcry was 

that the UN had no right or 

authority to „poke its nose‟ 

so to speak in the internal 

affairs of the Government of 

Sri Lanka. Blog posts, twitter 

feeds and news media were 

flooded and plastered for a 

long time with the suddenly 

important idea of state 

sovereignty. Just like the 

tsunami of 2004, the idea of 

state sovereignty which was 

previously pretty much 

unknown, hit us islanders 

rather unexpectedly, took us 

by force and dropped us off 

elsewhere. Organizations 

such as the UN, however, 

have faced situations like 

this before and were ready 

for it. One common phrase I 

used to remember my 

parents mention was that 

they have gone through the 

same things as I did at that 

particular age. Sri Lanka in 

the post war context was me 

as a teenager, as the UN was 

my parents. What surprises 

me though is the fact that 

there are still those who 

strongly believe that the UN 

only aims to undermine the 

authority and sovereignty of 

smaller, weaker nations such 

as ours. The idea that this 

was an exploitative system in 

which powerful nations 

could prey on weaker nations 

while they themselves 

remained outside the law and 

were not affected by their 

violations was and still is 

very popular among the 

general public. The most 

common accusations were 

aimed at the United States of 

America. While I do believe 

that these accusations of 

double standards are, to a 

large extent, valid and 

legitimate, I am unsure of 

whether the reasoning of the 

Sri Lankan civil society was 

based on an intellectual 

argument. Shakespeare‟s 

Caesar rather surprisingly 

captures the Sri Lankan 

situation very vividly. Just as 

the mob was fickle enough 

to yell yay or nay to both 

Brutus and Anthony, so was 

(and largely still is) our 

general public. 

In January of this year, we 

saw the removal of Caesar 

from power by his faithful 

Brutus (thankfully through a 

free and fair election and 

avoiding the bloody mess of 

the original story). The first 

act of business on the agenda 

for the established coalition 

government was to respond 

to the international concern 

over allegations of human 

rights violations. As we see 

the progression of the 

implementation of decisions 

and responses to these 

questions at the Human 

Rights Council however, the 

question of hybrid courts and 

international panels still 

seem to bother our nation. 

Ministers have been 

advocating for a law of 

indemnity while other still 

argue against involvement of 

international persons in 

internal conflicts. I believe 

that one way for our country 

to actually develop (as 

opposed to building roads 

which apparently lead the 

path to development) is to 

move on from the question 

of ethnocentric politics, seek 

solutions and reconciliation 

and make way for better 

policies in the future to avoid 

its repetition. However, as a 

member of the current youth 

of Sri Lanka, a student of 

International Relations, 

Politics and now of Human 

Rights, I am easily criticized 

for having such “radical” 

views. Some go the extra 

mile to call such likeminded 

individuals “unpatriotic”. 

Fortunately however, as 

Martha Nussbaum (1994: 4) 

has recently helped me 

understand that my “radical” 

views are a result of a fairly 

“cosmopolitan education” 

since childhood. I was taught 

not to see myself as a single 

entity, as most of us do when 

we happen to live on an 

island. Instead, I learnt that 

we could “see ourselves 

more clearly when we see 

our ways in relation to those 

of other reasonable people”, 

while also being “better able 

to solve our problems if we 

face them this way” 

(Nussbaum, 1994: 6). The 

“infertility of Sri Lankan 

visionary thinking” and the 

lack of capability in 

“transforming the thinking 

processes” that were 

necessary for the “successful 

implementation” of 

democracy in Sri Lanka by 

the British (Ivan: 2014: 36) 

is undoubtedly the reason for 

the cause of the Civil War 

and also for our inability to 

seek solutions for it.  

At this pivotal stage, we, as 

Sri Lankans, must consider 

the basic problems at hand. 

Whether or not the UN has 

double standards or is 

intervening in internal 

To Colombo and beyond!   Author : Vimukthi Caldera (MHRD Student) 
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affairs, we need to look at 

why the need for such 

international attention has 

come about. The first 

consideration is concern that 

there must have been some 

unbearable violations or at 

least concerns for such 

violations and some severe 

problems that led to a civil 

war. The second 

consideration is that 

organizations such as the UN 

have been around for quite a 

while and that they have 

been established based on 

historic events and their 

consequences and to ensure 

that they are never to happen 

again. Much of the world‟s 

literature and research has 

identified that those nations 

that claim the sovereignty 

argument are usually those 

that tend towards 

authoritarianism. The third 

consideration is that we are 

fully aware that three 

decades ago some decisions 

went horribly wrong and if 

we were to put aside such 

distractions as sovereignty 

and double standards, we 

must learn to “recognize 

humanity wherever [we] 

encounter it…and be eager 

to understand humanity in its 

“strange” guises (Nussbaum, 

1994: 7). For us general 

simpletons, the idea of 

taking up arms for whatever 

reason is unthinkable. 

Imagine then the extent to 

which an individual must be 

pushed in order to take up a 

suicide vest for a special 

cause of the supposed greater 

good. I do not intend to 

sympathize with the terrorist 

but I do have empathy for 

another human being who 

has faced despair and pain. I 

do not endorse actions of the 

terrorists and I believe that 

they were wrong but I do 

have concern for those 

human beings who were 

similar to you and me but 

ended up on the side of the 

minority. Whether we set up 

a hybrid court with greater 

powers to the international 

community or not is a most 

trivial concern if we fail to 

see the humanity of those 

who have been portrayed as 

our enemy for so long. 

Undoubtedly I do not 

suggest that we accept 

international decisions 

without question. In fact, if 

there was no concern for the 

actions of the international 

community, there is a 

possibility that they could go 

unchecked. Instead, it is our 

duty to focus on the 

important aspects today and 
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achieve reconciliation with 

reasonable and intellectual 

objections and suggestions 

for a special cause of the 

greater good.  
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,yq;ifapy; ngz;Zhpik 
vd;gJ ntWk; fhzy; ePuh? 

 

ngz;zpd; ngUikia 

caHj;Jk; ehNl ,e;j 

kz;Zyfpy; caHe;Js;sJ. 

ngz; vd;gts; r%f tho;tpy; 

xU gphpf;f Kbahj mq;fk;. 

mts; ,y;iyNay; tPLk; 

ehLk; ,aq;f KbahjpUf;Fk;. 

mts; ,aq;Fk; rf;jpahfTk; 

,af;Ftpf;Fk; rf;jpahfTk; 

fhzg;gLtNjhL 

,t;Tyfj;ij 

fUthf;fpatyhfTk; 

fhzg;gLfpwhs;. Kw;fhyj;jpy; 

ngz; vDk; nrhy; vOk; Kd; 

fy;ypf;fha; mopj;jjhk; 

ngz;iz vd;ghHfs; Mdhy; 

,d;Nwh ngz; vDk; nrhy; 

Nfl;Fk; Kd; kdjpy; 

Njhd;WtJ rhjidfSk;> 

rhfrq;fSk; jhd;. jfty; 

njhopy;El;gk; 

tsHr;rpaile;Js;s ,d;iwa 

fhy fl;lj;jpy; ngz;fs; 

gy;NtW Jiwfspy; MZf;F 

rkkhfTk; Mz;fis tpl 

mjpfkhfTk; Kd;Ndwp 

tUfpd;wdH. ngz; vd;gts; 

Nghw;wf;Fhpatshf cs;s 

NghJk; cyfshtpa hPjpapYk; 

,yq;ifapYk; 

ngz;fSf;nfjpuhd td;Kiw 

njhlHe;J mjpfhpj;j 

tz;zNk cs;sJ. ,d;W 

vkJ r%fj;jpy; ngz;fs; 

vjpHNehf;Ffpd;w 

gpur;rpidfSk; ,d;Ndhud;d. 

ngz;fSila chpikfs; 

ghy;epiyr; rkj;Jtk; 

,d;ikapdhy; r%f 

nghUshjhu fyhr;rhu 

murpay; hPjpahf 

xJf;fg;gLfpd;wJ.  

“MZf;F ngz; 

rkd;”vd;whd; ghujp. ngz;fs; 

chpikfSk; kdpj 

chpikfNs vd;gNjhL 

Mz;fSk; ngz;fSk; 

ghugl;rk; ,d;wp rhpepfH 

rkj;Jtk; cilatHfshf 

tho Ntz;Lk;. vJ vg;gb 

,Ug;gpDk; ,d;W kl;Lk; 

ngz;fSf;F vjpuhd 

td;Kiwfs; njhlHe;j 

tz;zNk cs;sd. 

ngz;zpdj;Jf;F ,d;Dk; 

KOikahd Rje;jpuKk;  

chpikAk; fpilf;ftpy;iy 

vd;Nw nrhy;y Ntz;Lk;.kdpj 

chpikfs; vdg;gLgtit 

,d;W midtuhYk; 

cr;rhpf;fg;gLfpd;w 

tplakhfptpl;lJ. kdpj 

chpikfs; vd;w gjj;jpw;F 

,aw;ifahd rf[ 

tho;f;ifnahd;iw 

elj;Jtjw;F xU kdpjDf;F 

Njitg;GLk; mbg;gil 

chpikfs; vd vspikahd 

tpjj;jpy; tpsf;f KbAk;. 

kdpjd; xU caphpahf 

,Ug;gjdhy; mtDf;F 

thOk; chpik cs;sJ. 

,t;thW thOk; chpik 

ngw;w kdpj rKjhaj;jpy; 

ngz;fSk; rpWtHfSk; 

Kf;fpakhdtHfshf 

fUjg;gLfpd;wdH;. ngz;fs; 

rpWtH; chpikfs; njhlHghd 

tplaq;fs; 

mz;ikf;fhyq;fspy; rHtNjr 

mstpy; kpfTk; 

fhpruizf;Fhpa tplaq;fshfp 

,Uf;fpd;wd. ,Ug;gpDk; 

mgptpUj;jpaile;J tUk; 

ehLfspy; ngz;fs; 

chpikfs; njhlHghd 

tplaq;fspy; NkYk; 

mgptpUj;jp nra;ag;gl 

Ntz;ba epiyapiyNa 

,d;Dk; fhzg;gLfpd;wd. 

rHtNjr kdpj chpikfs; 

rl;lf; fUj;Nfw;gpNy ghy; 

epiyr; rkj;Jtk; ,d;ik 

vd;gJ cs;@h; kl;lq;fspYk; 

rHtNjr kl;lq;fspYk; 

jPHf;fg;gl Ntz;ba Kf;fpa 

tplakhf 

,izf;fg;gl;Ls;sJ.  

,d;iwa fhyf;fl;lj;jpy; 

ngz;fSf;fhd jdpj;Jtkhd 

chpikfs; gy cs;s NghJk; 

,d;Wk; cyfshtpa hPjpapy; 

ngz;fSf;nfjpuhd 

td;Kiwfs; njhlHe;j 

tz;zNk cs;sd. Kjypy; 

td;Kiw vd;gJ 

vd;dntd;gij 

tpsq;fpf;nfhs;stJ rhyg; 

nghUj;jkhdJ.td;Kiw 

vd;gJ nghJthf fhak; 

my;yJ Nrjj;ij 

Vw;gLj;jf;$ba 

tYg;gpuNahfk; vdf; 

$wg;glyhk;. ,t;tpjk; Vida 

kdpjHfSf;Fk; my;yJ 

gpuhzpfSf;Fk; my;yJ 

Fwpg;gpl;l Gwr; #oypYs;s 

capuw;w cilikfSf;Fk; 

fhak; my;yJ Nrjk; 

Vw;gLj;jf;$ba tifapy; 

kdpjHfs; Vd; ele;J 

nfhs;fpwhHfs; vd;gJ 

ePz;lfhykhff; Nfl;fg;gl;L 

tUfpd;w xU Nfs;tpahFk;. 

,d;iwa fhyg;gFjpapy; 

cyfpy; gy;NtW td;Kiwfs; 

fhzg;gLfpd;wJ. me;j 

tifapy; Aj;jq;fs;> 

MHg;ghl;lq;fs;> vd;gd 

mtw;wpy; rpythFk;. MdhYk; 

$l ,tw;wpid vy;yhk; tpl 

FLk;gq;fSf;Fk; ,ilapYk; 

mjd; cWg;gpdHfSf;F 

kj;jpapYk; ngz;fSf;F 

,ilapYk; gy gpur;rpidfs; 

Njhw;wk; ngWfpd;wJ. me;j 

tifapy; jhd; mjid ehk; 

ngz;fSf;F vjpuhd 

td;Kiwvdg; nghJg; ngaH 

nfhz;L miof;fpd;Nwhk;. 

Mjpf;f czh;Tfspd; 

kpifahd nry;thf;fpdhy; 

,d;iwa cyfpy; 

ngz;fSf;F td;Kiw 

njhlHe;J tUtij 

mtjhdpf;f $bajhf 

cs;sJ. td;Kiwfis 

ngz;fs; kPJ fl;ltPo;j;J 

tpLgtHfs; Mz;fs; 

kl;Lky;y ngz;fSk; jhd; 

Fwpg;ghf cstpay; hPjpahd 

td;Kiwfs; ngz;fs; kPJ 

ngz;fNs mjpfk; 

gpuNahfpf;f nra;fpwhHfs; 

vd;W $wyhk;. milag;gl 

Ntz;ba ,yf;Ffs; 

njspthf ,Ue;Jk; $l 

ngz;fs; Nkk;ghL vq;Nfh 

jilgl;Lf; nfhz;L ,Ug;gJ 

njspthf ,Uf;fpd;wJ. 

Topfs; gy ,Ue;Jk; $l 

tha;g;Gfs; rhpahfg; 

gad;gLj;jg;gltpy;iy 

vd;gJk; fz;$L. ,e;j 

jilf;F fhuzk; vd;d 

vd;gJk; Nfs;tpahFk;. 

Mzhjpf;fk; mjpfkhf 

,Uf;Fk; rKjhaj;jpy; 

ngz;fspd; Nkk;ghl;bwn;fd 

jdpahf ftdk; nrYj;JtJ 

vd;gJ rpf;fyhdNj MFk;. 

td;Kiwfs; nghJthf ,U 

tbtq;fspy; fhzg;gLfpd;wd. 

cly; hPjpahd td;Kiwfs;> 

cs hpjpahd td;Kiwfs; 

MFk;. ngz;fSf;nfjpuhd 

td;Kiw tbtq;fshf 

mbj;jy;> fhag;gLj;jy;> 

ghypay; td;Kiw> tpghr;rhuk; 

khdgq;fk; nra;jy; 

Nghd;witfis Fwpg;gplyhk;. 

,d;W ngz;fSf;nfjpuhd 

td;Kiwfs; ,yq;ifia 

nghWj;jkl;by; kpf Ntfkhf 

mjpfhpj;J tUfpd;wJ.  

“ngz;zbikj; jPUk; kl;Lk; 

NgRe;jpU ehl;by; 

kz;zbikj; jPUtJ 

Kaw;nfhk;Ng” vd;whd; 

ghujpjhrd;. Mz;lhz;Lf; 

fhykhf cyfpd; gy;NtW 
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gFjpfspYk; ngz; 

mbikg;gl;Nl 

,Ue;jhs;.FLk;g epHthfk; 

Kjw;nfhz;L gy 

flikfisr; nra;jhYk;> 

,dtpUj;jp nra;J 

FLk;gj;ijg; ngUf;fpdhYk; 

md;G> ghrk; Kjypa gy 

ey;y gz;Gfisg; 

ngw;wpUe;jhYk; ngz; 

njhlHe;J mbikahfNt 

,Uf;fpwhs;. ,e;jr; rKjhak; 

Mz;fis ikakpl;lJ. 

vy;yhf; fUj;Jf;fSk;> 

nray;fSk; Mz;fis 

ikakpl;Nl elf;fpd;wd. 

,tw;iw vjpHj;J ngz;zpak; 

jPtpukhd fUj;Jf;fis 

Kd;itf;fpd;wJ. ,jpy; 

ngz;zpak; vd;gJ 

ngz;fis jho;Tg;gLj;Jk; 

r%f murpay; nghUshjhu 

eilKiwfs; fl;likg;Gfs; 

kw;Wk; rkj;Jtkpd;ikiaf; 

vjpHf;Fk; ftdg;gLj;Jk; 

r%f fyhr;rhu> murpay; 

,af;fq;fs; nraw;ghLfs; 

Nfhl;ghLfspd; njhFg;ghFk;. 

jw;fhyg; 

ngz;zpathjpfs;ngz;zpaj;

ij ,d r%f fyhr;rhu kj 

vy;iyfisf; flf;Fk; 

mbg;gil ,af;fkhff; 

fUJfpd;wdH. xU 

tpidj;jpwd;kpf;f ngz;zpa 

,af;fkhdJ td;GzHr;rp> 

jfhg;GzHr;rp> ghypaw; 

njhopy; Nghd;w 

nghJg;gpur;rpidfisAk; 

Fwpj;j r%fq;fSf;Fhpa 

rpwg;G gpur;rpidfisAk; 

ftdj;jpnyLf;f Ntz;Lk; 

vd;Wk; ,tHfs; 

thjpLfpd;whHfs;. ,jpy; 

,yq;ifapy; ngz;zpak;> 

ngz;Zhpik ntWk; fhzy; 

ePuhfNt cs;sJ. If;fpa 

ehLfs; kdpj chpikfs; 

gpufldj;ijAk; ngz;fSf;F 

vjpuhd rfy 

guhgl;rq;fSf;Fk; vjpuhd 

gpufldj;ijAk; gy ehLfs; 

Vw;W mjpfhpj;Js;;s 

epiyapYk; eilKiwapy; 

mit ve;jsT J}uk; 

filg;gpbf;fg;gLfpd;wd 

vd;gjidAk; njhlHe;Jk; 

rpf;fy; tha;e;jjhfNt 

fhzg;gLfpd;wJ. Vnddpy; 

gy;NtW ehLfspy; ngz;fs; 

kPjhd ghuhl;rk; vd;gJ 

njhlHe;j tz;zNk cs;s 

epiyapy; ,it fyhr;rhu 

r%f mikg;G Kiw FLk;gk; 

vd;w gy;NtW fhuzq;iisf; 

fhl;b 

epahag;gLj;jg;gLfpd;wd. 

,yq;ifapy; ngz; chpik 

njhlHghd gy rHtNjr 

gpufldq;fis Vw;Wk; 

murpay; mikg;g hPjpahfTk; 

,t;Thpikfis Vw;W 

mq;fPfhpj;Js;s epiya;py; 

eilKiwapy; ,tw;wpd; 

gpuNahfj;ijg; ghHg;gJ 

mtrpakhfpd;wJ. ,yq;if 

murpay; mikg;G cWg;Giu 

12 ,d; fPo; chpik 

Vw;Wf;nfhs;sg;gl;L 

,Ug;gpDk; mit Vw;fdNt 

eilKiwapy; ,Uf;Fk; 

rl;lq;fSld; Kuz;gLk; 

NghJ mr;rl;lq;Ns 

NkNyhq;Fk; vd;w epiy 

fhzg;gLfpd;wik ,jd; 

nraw;ghl;Lj; jd;ikf;F 

Fe;jfkhd xU epiyiaNa 

Njhw;Wtpg;gjhfpd;wJ. mJ 

kl;Lky;yJ ,yq;if xU 

gd;ikj;Jtf; fyhrhu 

gpd;dzpiaAk; gd;ikj;Jt 

r%f mikg;igAk; nfhz;l 

ehlhFk;. ,tw;wpd; 

mbg;gilapy; ghHf;Fk; NghJ 

ngz;fs; kPjhd chpik 

kPwy;fs; ve;j kl;lj;jpy; 

mjpfk; ,lk;ngWfpd;wJ 

vd;gJ ,dq;fhzg;gl 

Ntz;bajhfpd;wJ.1993 Mk; 

Mz;L Nk khjk; 3 jpfjp 

,yq;if murhq;fj;jpdhy; 

,yq;ifg; ngz;fs; rkthak; 

mq;fhPf;fg;gl;lJ. kfspH 

tptfhu mikr;rpd; Njrpa 

kfspH FOtpdhy; 

gpufldg;gLj;jg;gl;lJ. 

ngz;fspd; chpikfs; 

njhlHghd rPl;Nlh 

rkthaj;ij mq;fhpj;J mjpy; 

ifr;rhj;jpl;l ehLfspy; vkJ 

ehLk; xd;whFk;. mjd; 

fhuzkhf rPl;Nlh 

rkthaj;jpy; 

Fwpg;gplg;gl;bUf;Fk; 

chpikfs; ,yq;if tho; 

ngz;fSf;F ngw;Wf; 

nfhLg;gLj;jw;F Vw;w #oiy 

mikg;gJ murhq;fj;jpd; 

nghWg;ghFk;. ngz;fSf;F 

epahak; toq;Fk; tpjj;jpy; 

kw;Wk; Gjpa rl;lq;fis 

cUthf;Fjy; Nghd;w 

gy;NtW eltbf;ifAk; 

Nkw;nfhs;tjw;fhd 

nghWg;gpid murhq;fk; 

nfhz;Ls;sJ. ngz;fspd; 

chpikfsf;fr; nray; tbtk; 

nfhLf;Fk; nghUl;L 

murhq;fj;jpd; kPJ 

mOj;jq;fis gpuNahfpf;Fk; 

chpik ngz;fSf;Fs;sJ. 

ngz;fs; mlf;FKiwf;F 

cl;gLtjw;Fk; kdpj 

chpikfs; kPwg;gLtjw;Fk; 

rhj;jpaKs;s FO MtH. 

tpNrlkhf ,aw;if 

mdHj;jq;fspd; NghJk;> NghH 

epiyikfspd; fPOk; ngz;fs; 

ngUksTf;F 

mlf;FKiwfSf;F 

Kfq;nfhLf;fpd;wdH. If;fpa 

ehLfs; ,e;j epiyikfisf; 

fUj;jpw;nfhz;L 1979 ,y; 

ngz;fSf;nfjpuhf 

,lk;ngWk; rfytpjkhd 

ghugl;r tbtq;fSf;Fk; 

vjpuhd rkthaj;ij 

epiwNtw;wpaNjhL> 

,yq;ifAk; mjpy; 

ifr;rhj;jpl;Ls;sJ. ,jd; 

gpufhuk;> ,yq;ifapDs; 

ngz;fspd; kdpj chpikfs; 

ghJfhg;ig Nehf;fkhff; 

nfhz;L> ngz;fSf;nfjpuhd 

td;Kiwiaj; jLg;gjw;fhf 

gy Vw;ghLfs; 

Nkw;nfhs;sg;gl;ld. mt;thNw 

Njrpa ngz;fs; rhrdk; 

cUthf;fg;gl;Ls;sNjhL> 

ngz;fs; vjpH;Nehf;Fk; 

gpur;rpidfisj; 

jPHg;gjw;fhfj; Njrpa 

ngz;fs; FOnthd;Wk; 

Vw;gLj;jg;gl;Ls;sJ. 

mt;thNw ngz;fs; 

vjpHNehf;Fk; ,y;yj;J 

td;Kiwfisj; jLg;gjw;F 

2005k; Mz;bd; 34 Mk; 

,yf;f ,y;yj;J 

td;Kiwfisj; jLg;gjw;fhd 

rl;lk; ,yq;ifg; 

ghuhSkd;wj;jpdhy; 

epiwNtw;wg;gl;Ls;sJ. 

,yq;ifapy; ngz;fSf;nfd 

xJf;fg;gl;Ls;s rpy 

chpikfshf 

gpd;tUtdtw;iw 

Fwpg;gplyhk;. murpay; 

nraw;ghLfspy; gq;Nfw;Fk; 

rk chpik> murhq;fj;ijg; 

gpujpepjpj;Jtk; nra;Ak; rk 

chpik> ,dj;Jtj;jpw;fhd 

rk chpik> fy;tpiag; 

ngWtjw;fhd rk chpik> 

njhopy; nra;tjw;fhd rk 

chpik> Nritfisg; ngw;Wf; 

nfhs;tjw;fhd chpik> 

nghUshjhu kw;Wk; r%f 

chpik> fpuhkpag; ngz;fspd; 

chpik> rl;lj;Jiw rhHe;j 

rkj;Jtk;>jpUkzj;jpYk; 
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FLk;gj;jpYk; rkj;Jtk; 

Nghd;w chpikfis 

Fwpg;gpLfpd;wJ. NkYk; 

ngz;Zhpikiag; 

ghJfhg;gjw;fhd rl;lj;jpdhy; 

nra;ag;gl;Ls;;s gpw 

Vw;ghLfshtd. ,yq;if 

murpay; mikg;gpd; 12(2) 

cWg;GiuahdJ Mz;fs;> 

ngz;fs;> vd;W vy;NyhUf;Fk; 

rl;lj;jpd; Kd; rkj;Jtj;ij 

tpsk;Gfpd;wJ. 

ghybg;gilapy; ghugl;rk; 

vJTk; nra;af; $lhJ.1956 

Mk; Mz;bd; 07 Mk; 

,yf;fg; ngz;fs;> ,sk; 

egHfs; kw;Wk; 

rpWtHfs;Copar;rl;lj;jpd; fPo; 

ngz;fisAk; 18 tajpw;Ff; 

Fiwe;NjhiuAk; ,utpy; 

Ntiyf;F mkHj;jf;$lhJ 

Nghd;w rl;lq;fSk; 

cs;sd>,yq;ifapy; 

Nkw;Fwpg;gpl;l ngz;fSf;fhd 

jdpj;Jtkhd chpikfSk; 

rl;lq;fSk; ,Ug;gpDk; 

mz;ikf;fhyq;fspy; 

ngz;fs; vjpHNehf;Fk; 

td;KiwiaAk; mjw;F 

murhq;fKk; kdpj 

chpikfSk; ve;jsT 

gpur;rpidiaAk; jPh;f;f 

nraw;gLfpd;wJ vd;gJ 

Nfs;tpf;FwpNa. me;j 

tifapy; jw;NghJ 

,yq;ifapy; ngz;fs; Vida 

td;Kiwfis tpl ghypay; 

td;KiwahNy mjpfk; 

ghjpf;fg;gLfpd;whHfs;.  

kfhj;kh fhe;jp $l vg;NghJ 

vkJ ehl;by; ngz;fs; 

es;sputpYk; elkhlf;$ba 

#o;epiy cUthfpd;wNjh 

mg;NghNj cz;ikahd 

Rje;jpuk; cUthFk; vd;whH. 

Mdhy; mjw;F ,d;Dk; 

fhyk; ,Uf;fpwJ my;yJ 

fpilf;fhJ vd;w epiyapy; 

,Uf;fpd;Nwhk;. fhiyapy; 

gs;spf;$lj;Jf;F nrd;w 

Gq;FLj;jPit NrHe;j 18 

tajhd tpj;jpah vd;w 

khztp xd;gJ egHfshy; 

$l;L ghypay; td;Kiwf;F 

cl;gLj;jg;gl;L nfhiy 

nra;ag;gl;lik> 

fpspnehr;rpapy; rpWkp xUtH 

ghypay; 

td;Kiwf;Fl;gLj;jg;gl;L 

nfhiy nra;ag;gl;lik> 

nfhl;lnjdpahtpy; Ie;J 

tajhd rpWkp flj;jg;gl;L 

J];gpuNahfpf;fg;gl;L 

nfhy;yg;gl;likNghd;w 

rk;gtq;fSk; ,yq;ifapy; 

rpWtH ngz; ghypay; 

td;Kiwfs; njhlHe;J 

tUfpd;wJ vd;gjw;F 

cjhuzq;fshFk; .I.eh 

ntspapl;Ls;s mwpf;ifapy; 

,yq;ifapy; xU ehSf;F 3-5 

rpWtHfs; ghypay; 

tw;GWj;jYf;F 

cs;shf;fg;gLtjhf 

njhptpf;fpd;wJ. mJkl;Lkpd;wp 

,yq;ifapypUe;J 

ntspehl;Lf;F Ntiy 

tha;g;Gf;fhf nry;Yk; 

ngz;fspd; epiy ,d;Dk; 

Nkhrkhdjhf cs;sJ. 

Fwpg;ghf kj;jpa fpof;F 

ehLfSf;F tPl;L 

gzpg;ngz;fshf nry;Yk; 

ngz;fs; cly; hPjpahfTk;> 

ghypay; hPjpahfTk; gy 

,d;dy;fSf;F Kfk; 

nfhLj;J tUfpd;wikia 

md;whl Clfq;fspd; 

 

nra;jpfspd; thapyhf mwpa 

$bajhf cs;sJ. 

mz;ikapy; ,t;thW Ntiy 

tha;g;Gf;fhf ntspehL nrd;w 

ngz;nzhUtH ntspehl;L 

Vn[d;rpahy; ghypay; 

td;Kiwf;Fl;gLj;jg;gl;lik 

Fwpg;gplj;jf;fitahFk;.  

,yq;ifapy; NghH 

eilg;ngw;w fhyg;gFjpapy; 

ngz;fs; ngUkstpy; ghypay; 

ty;YwT> ghypay; 

jhf;Fjy;>nfhiy kw;Wk; 

Jd;GWj;jy; Nghd;w 

mt];ijfSf;F 

cs;shfpdhHfs;. ,yq;if 

kdpj chpikfs; Mizak; 

jdJ 2011 Mk; Mz;L 

mwpf;ifapy; ngz;fSf;F 

vjpuhd td;Kiwfs; I.eh 

ftdj;ij ngw;wpUg;gjhf 

mwptpj;j mNj 

fhyf;fl;lj;jpy; ,yq;ifapy; 

jkpo ngz;fNs ghJfhg;G 

gilfshy; td;Kiw 

,yf;fhf ,Ue;jdH. 

NghHf;fhyg;gFjpapy; 

ngUk;ghyhd ngz;fs; 

ghypay; td;Kiwf;F 

cl;gLj;jg;gl;lik Fwpj;J 

nrdy; 4 tPbNahf;fis 

ntspapl;lJ. ,jpy; kdpj 

chpikfSk; murhq;fKk; 

I.eh rigAk; ,Jtiu 

fhyKk; nksdk; rhjpj;Nj 

tUfpd;wJ. ,t;thW 

,yq;ifapy; ngz;fs; ,d;W 

gy;NtW nfhLikfSf;F 

Mshfp tUfpd;wdH. ngz;fs; 

kPjhd nfhiy> nfhs;is> 

ghypay; hPjpahd Jd;gq;fs; 

Nghd;tw;iw Fwpg;gplyhk;. 

,ij ghHf;fpd;w nghOJ 

,yq;ifapy; ngz;fSf;fhd 

ghJfhg;G vd;gJ Kw;wpYk; 

,y;iyvd;Nw $wyhk;. 

ehSf;F ehs; mjpfhpj;J 

tUk; ,g;gpur;rpidfSf;F 

rk;ge;jg;gl;ltHfs; rhpahd 

KbTfis vLf;f Ntz;Lk;. 

Tpopg;GzHT vd;W nrhy;ypf; 

nfhz;L gyH thjhb 

tUfpd;wdH. ngz;fs; kPjhd 

Fw;wr; nraw;ghLfspy; 

<LgLtHfSf;F fLikahdj; 

jz;lid toq;f Ntz;Lk;. 

ngz;fSf;F vjpuhd 

td;Kiwfspd; mjpfhpg;G 

Fwpj;J ,yq;if mjpfsT 

ftdpg;ig ngw;Ws;sJ. 

ngz;fSf;Fr; rpwe;j ,lk; 

toq;Ftij tpl  ngz;fs; 

kPjhd XLf;FKiwfNs 

ehSf;F ehs; mjpfhpj;Jr; 

nry;fpd;wJ. nghUshjhu 

Nehf;fj;ij kl;LNk ,yhg 

kPl;lyhf nfhz;l ,yq;if 

muR ngz;fspd; ePjp> 

ghJfhg;G> Rfhjhuk;> murpay; 

chpik Nghd;wtw;iw jkJ 

ePz;l tpthjq;fSf;Nfh 

ciuahly;fSf;Nfh vLj;Jf; 

nfhs;tjpy;iy.,d;W 

,yq;if ngz;fs; 

chpikfis Vw;W 

mq;fhpj;Js;s ehlhf 

tpsq;Ffpd;w NghJk; mJ 

mq;fPfhpj;Js;s rHtNjr 

rkthaq;fspd; 

fl;Lg;ghLfis G+uzg;gLj;j 

,d;Wk; Kd;Ndhf;fp nry;y 

Ntz;bAs;sjhfTs;sJ. 

Vw;fdNt eilKiwapy; 

cs;s rl;lq;fs; gw;wpa 

mwpit gutyhf;Fjy; %yk; 

mtw;iw 

eilKiwg;gLj;JtJld; 

thapyhfTk; Njitahd Gjpa 

rl;lq;fspy; mwpKfk;  

%ykhfTNk ,tw;iw 

milayhk;. ,d;iwaf; 

fhyf;fl;lj;jpy; ,yq;ifia 

nghWj;j kl;by; ngz;Zhpik 

vd;gJ ntWk; fhdy; 

ePNu……………. 

K.rpth[pdp (fiyg;gphpT) 

fsdpg; gy;fiyf;fofk;  
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Distance Learning Diploma in Human 

Rights and Democracy (DLD HRD) 
 

 The DLDHRD is designed for people who are 

working at grassroot levels, human rights activists 

and those who are interested in making a positive 

impact on the protection and promotion of Human 

Rights and Democracy in the wider society.  

 

 The first face to face session of the 2015-16 batch 

will be held on 31
st
 of October 

 

More info: http://cshr.cmb.ac.lk/?page_id=1103 

Advanced Certificate in Human Rights 

Approach to Prison Administration 

 

The inauguration ceremony of the 2015 batch 

was held on 02
nd

 July along with the first face to 

face session conducted by Ms. Wasantha 

Seneviratne, Deputy Director-CSHR. 

30 students are enrolled in the programme for 

this year. 

 

 

E– Diploma in Human Rights 

Applications are called for the next batch of E-Diploma 

in Human Rights. Those who are engaged in 

development activities, serving in the forces, school 

leavers, those who want to develop a career in the field 

of human rights, and who wish to obtain a structured 

understanding of human rights issues can apply for this 

course.      

Applications can be downloaded from 

 http://cshr.cmb.ac.lk/?page_id=994 

Advanced Training Programmes (ATPs):  

Human Rights and Fundamental Rights 

The Law and the Citizen 

Human Rights and International Humanitarian Law 

 ATPs aim to enhance skills and capacity building 

of the people who are working in the private and 

public sectors as well as university students. 
 

 The final evaluations of the Advanced Training 

Programme in Law and Citizen was held on 09
th
 

October. The evaluations of the Advanced 

Training Programme on Human Rights and 

International Humanitarian Law is scheduled to be 

held at the end of October. 

 

 The Certificate level programmes are scheduled to 

commence at the beginning of 2016. 

 

More info: http://cshr.cmb.ac.lk/?page_id=1561 

EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMMES 
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Highlights of 

the 

Inauguration 

http://cshr.cmb.ac.lk/?page_id=1103
http://cshr.cmb.ac.lk/?page_id=994
http://cshr.cmb.ac.lk/?page_id=1561


 

 

 

 

 

Please contact us if you 
require further 
information relating to 
the CSHR E-newsletter. 
Your comments and 
feedback will be greatly 
appreciated. 
 
If you are interested in 
receiving the CSHR 
Newsletter 
Please send an email to: 
cshr@sltnet.lk 
 
Centre for the Study 
of Human Rights 
Faculty of Law 
University of Colombo 
94 Cumaratunga 
Munidasa Mawatha 
Colombo 3 

Sri Lanka 

Tel: + 94 112500879 
      : + 94 112503017 
Fax: + 94 11 2598462 
E-mail: cshr@sltnet.lk 
Web: cshr.cmb.ac.lk 

COURSES CONDUCTED BY CSHR 
 Master of Human Rights and Democratisation (Local 

Programme) (conducted in English)  

 Asia Pacific Masters Degree in Human Rights and 

Democratisation (in collaboration with the University of 

Sydney) (conducted in English)  
 

 Distance Learning Diploma in Human Rights and Democracy 

(conducted in Sinhala and Tamil languages) 

 E-Diploma in Human Rights (conducted in English) 

 Distance Learning Advanced Certificate in Human Rights  

 Approach to Prison Administration (conducted in Sinhala) 

 Advanced Training Programme in Human Rights and 

Fundamental Rights (conducted in Sinhala and Tamil 

languages)  

 Advanced Training Programme in The  Law and the Citizen 

(conducted in Sinhala and Tamil languages)  

 Advanced Training Programme in Human Rights and 

International Humanitarian Law (conducted in English) 

  

 

 

RESOURCE CENTRE 
Located at CSHR premises, Faculty of Law 

University of Colombo 

Open: Monday to Friday 
 8.30 am - 4.00 pm 

Saturday: 9.00 am -12.30 pm 
(Closed on Sundays and Public Holidays) 

A Reference Facility with: 
 Approximately 2975 books in Sinhala, Tamil and English (175 

new books) 

 30 titles of journals, pamphlets, bulletins and newsletters 

 UN, Amnesty International, ICRC and other reports 

 Photocopy service available 

 Database available online 

 Donations 

 Books, Acts and past papers were donated by Law Faculty 
Students Union in 2012/13 

 30 Books donated by Asia Foundation in 2015 
 

More info: http://cshr.cmb.ac.lk/?page_id=519 
 

 

INFORMATION 
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www.facebook.com/centreforthestudyofhumanrights 
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