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News Feature

     It is still fresh in people’s minds how LTTE terrorists 
carried out some of the most brutal bomb attacks and 
massacred Sinhala, Tamil and Muslim civilians during 
their three decades of terror.
 

Atrocities by LTTE terrorists
Nov 10-16

The freedom enjoyed by one and all today 
was achieved due to the supreme sacrifices 
by the Security Forces, the political 
sagacity of President Mahinda Rajapaksa 
and the military strategies of Defence 
Secretary Gotabaya 
Rajapaksa.

     Nov. 10, 1992: A suicide bomb 
attack in front of  Taj Samudra Hotel, 
Galle Face killed four persons, 
including Navy Commander 
Admiral Clancy Fernando and 
injured several others.

     Nov. 10, 1993: Eight officers and 
233 soldiers were killed in an LTTE's 
attack on the Pooneryn defences.  
The LTTE also executed 200 soldiers 
captured during the attack.

     Nov. 10, 2006:  The Navy destroyed a weapons laden LTTE 
suicide craft and captured another that were sailing in the seas 
off Nilaveli coast in the guise of ordinary fishing boats. At least 
six Sea Tigers aboard were killed. 

     Nov. 10, 2006:  The LTTE’s attempt to target another civilian 
target was prevented after two foreign-made hand grenades 
were recovered in Carlwill Place, Kollupitiya following a tip off 
from a civilian. Police found two K- 400 Pakistani made hand 
grenades hidden among the rocks along the coastal railway 
track in Kollupitiya.

     Nov.10, 2008:  The LTTE intensified 
its attacks targeting civilians and 
as a result group of Tamil civilians 
escaping from the LTTE came 
to the cleared area seeking 
protection from the Security 
Forces in Thanankilappu, Jaffna. 
15 civilians comprising five 
males, eight females and two 
children had crossed Kilaly 
lagoon from their home in 
the uncleared area of Paranthan.

     Nov 11, 1990:  Terrorists killed 17 Muslim farmers working in 
a paddy field in Muliyankadu.

     Nov. 11, 1994:  About    
40 armed terrorists 
stormed a Sinhalese 
village and killed 32 
people and injured four 
in Bandaraduwa, Uhana
in Ampara district. A
majority of the victims 
were women and children.

     Nov. 12, 1999:  A group of armed LTTE terrorists attacked the 
ancient Sinhalese village of Navagamuwa in Vavuniya. They 
tortured seven civilians to death while four others survived 
serious injuries caused by swords and axes.

     Nov. 13, 1988:  A group armed LTTE cadres stormed 
Central Camp in Ampara and massacred 11 civilians after 
brutally torturing them .

     Nov. 13, 2001:  The LTTE shot dead two civilians in the Eastern 
district of Polonnaruwa. The civilians are believed to have been 
shot in revenge for the recent air attacks by the government 
on terrorist training camps. The civilians were shot as they were 
returning from a night watch in their farms.
 
     Nov. 15, 2001:  A civilian and two police officers were 
killed by a bomb planted by the LTTE at Kalmunai, Ampara 
district. The civilian a  labourer attached to the 
Kalmunai Divisional Secretariat, later succumbed to 
his injuries. 

     Nov. 16, 1998:  Two civilians were killed and one injured
when LTTE terrorists fired at a group of civilians at 
Mangalagama and Nuwaragaltenna in the Ampara district.

     Nov.16, 2007:  Four civilians including two schoolchildren 
sustained injuries as Tiger terrorists detonated a claymore mine 
targeting a crowded civilian bus plying from Chettikulam to 
Vavuniya. The rear of the bus, carrying more than 60 passengers, 
mostly schoolchildren, was completely destroyed in the attack 
at Cheddikulam.

     Nov. 15, 1986:  Villages of 
Beruwil and Waigawewa were 
stormed by a large group of
armed  LTTE cadres numbering 
over 100. They killed 17 villagers 
including women and children 
and caused serious cut 
wounds to at least five others.
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United Nations human 
rights spokesman Rupert 
Colville had said Sri Lanka was 
attempting to ‘sabotage’ the 
UNHRC inquiry and it raises 
questions about the govern-
ment's integrity and are an 
affront to the UN body that 
mandated the inquiry.

Colville told a regular brief-
ing of the UN in Geneva that 
Sri Lanka was refusing to 
cooperate with an inquiry to 
investigate war crimes alleg-
edly committed by both Sri 
Lanka and LTTE terrorists 
during the humanitarian bat-
tle, and had intimidated wit-
nesses who may wish to testify. 
This is a high-handed state-
ment against the sovereignty 
and integrity of a member 
country of the UN.

Meanwhile, UN Human 
Rights Chief Zeid Ra’ad Al-
Hussein has said that the 
statements made by the gov-
ernment of Sri Lanka casting 
doubts on the integrity of the 
OHCHR (Office of the High 
Commissioner for Human 
Rights) investigation on Sri 
Lanka (OISL) were an insult to 
the UN mandated investiga-
tion.

Puzzle

Hussein has said that Sri 
Lanka’s continuing campaign 
of distortion and disinfor-
mation about the OISL and 
attempts to prevent witnesses 
from submitting informa-
tion to it was an affront to the 
UNHRC mandated investiga-
tion. He said the government’s 
refusal to cooperate with the 
investigation should not be 
used to undermine its integ-
rity.

Hussein has questioned 
why would governments that 
have nothing to hide go to 
such “extraordinary lengths to 
sabotage an impartial inter-
national investigation”. But 
what puzzles us is why should 
the UNHRC threaten the 
sovereignty of a member state 
which has nothing to hide and 
force that country to agree to a 
controversial investigation by 
the UNHRC? What right does 
Hussein has got to intimidate 
Sri Lanka. 

Going by what he has stated 
and his conduct during his 
first few months in office, 
it seems that Hussein is fast 
turning into another Navi Pil-
lay. 

He has no right whatsoever 
to challenge the right of a sov-
ereign State to raise concern 
regarding procedural aspects 
of an investigation.

Vigilance

It is deplorable that a high 
official of the UN system, has 
resorted to the use of intem-

perate language to attack and 
vilify a sovereign member of 
the United Nations. It is only 
reasonable for the OHCHR 
to have explained this fact in 
a professional manner while 
assuring the Government that 
the investigation will exercise 
vigilance regarding attempts 
by parties to manipulate the 
system. 

Instead of doing so, the new 
UNHRC chief has gone to the 
extent of challenging the right 
of a sovereign State to raise 
concerns regarding procedural 
aspects of an Investigation 
which impacts its people and 
their future in the context of 
the ongoing sensitive reconcili-
ation process.

The Government’s categori-
cal rejection of the investiga-
tion established by the Human 
Rights Council is not tanta-
mount to concealing informa-
tion. 

The Government has stead-
fastly maintained that it owes 
to the country’s dignity not to 
subject its people to an inves-
tigation that does not conform 
to even the minimum requi-
sites of justice and fair play. 

This position has been over-
whelmingly endorsed by the 
Parliament. 

The UNHRC has no right to 
challenge a decision taken by 
the Parliament, the legislature 
of the country. 

It is a principled position 
which the Government chose 
to take that was supported by 
many countries in the Council.

Integrity

Sri Lanka’s Permanent 
Representative to the UN in 
Geneva Ravinatha Aryas-
inha, in a letter to the High 
Commissioner for Human 
Rights Prince Zeid Ra’ad Al 
Hussein, has regretted that a 
news release should have been 
issued on the matter question-
ing the integrity of the Gov-
ernment of a sovereign nation 
which has been a member 
of the United Nations since 
1955. 

Sri Lanka has contributed 
consistently to the United 
Nations system in numerous 
capacities by taking a lead 
in norm setting processes 
including the Law of the Sea 
Conference, disarmament and 
human rights.  

Hence, it is unfortunate 
that the UNHRC has issued a 
news release without making 
any attempt to understand the 
context or content apparent 
from the media release of the 
Ministry of External Affairs on 
November 5, 2014.

In fact, the OHCHR has 
been inept in comprehending 
for reasons best known to it 
that the thrust of the concerns 
expressed by the Govern-
ment of Sri Lanka related to 
the flawed procedure of the 

OHCHR Investigation on Sri 
Lanka (OISL).

LTTE cadre

The Government, its depart-
ments and agencies have made 
no attempt whatsoever to pre-
vent bona fide witnesses from 
submitting information to the 
investigation team. Neither 
was any attempt made to deter 
and intimidate individuals 

from submitting evidence. The 
submissions that the Investiga-
tion would have received by 
now would stand to prove this 
fact.

The Government has 
informed a selected group 
of Ambassadors and diplo-
matic representatives based 
in Colombo, about the revela-
tions made by an individual 
who was apprehended on the 
grounds of being a non-reha-
bilitated LTTE cadre. 

These revelations included 
him being employed to collect 
signatures of persons affected 
by the LTTE terror on blank 
forms by deceiving them into 
believing that they would be 
granted monetary compensa-
tion by the UN. 

The forms were to then be 
used to submit false and fabri-
cated information to the OISL. 

This information was shared 
by the Government in order 
to caution the interlocutors on 
attempts being made at manip-
ulating the investigation pro-
cess. Connected to this issue 
was the Government’s concern 
regarding the response of the 
OHCHR spokesperson to a 
local newspaper that although 
officially the deadline for 
submissions was October 30 
and will not be extended, sub-
missions arriving late would 
not be necessarily refused as 
some material may take time 
to arrive. 

The recent statement by 
the UNHRC spokesperson 
Colville implies that only some 
material arriving late would be 
admitted, the basis for which is 
unknown. 

However, it is astonishing 
that the controversial news 
release seeks to confirm the 
said deadline for submissions 
and the closure of the e-mail 
address. Such conflicting posi-

tions only serve to call into 
question the integrity of the 
OISL process.

The Commission to Inves-
tigate Complaints Regarding 
Missing Persons in the North-
ern and Eastern Provinces 
whose mandate was expanded 
in July 2014 operates on the 
same basis. It is in this context 
that the Government expected 
the OISL which claims to be 
the embodiment of best prac-

tices with regard to conducting 
investigations to at least main-
tain the same level of transpar-
ency to facilitate access to the 
public.

The Government’s categori-
cal rejection of the investiga-
tion established by the Human 
Rights Council is not tanta-
mount to concealing informa-
tion.  The Government has 
steadfastly maintained that it 
owes to the country’s dignity 
not to subject its people to an 
investigation that does not 
conform to even the minimum 
requisites of justice and fair 
play - a position that has been 
overwhelmingly endorsed by 
the Parliament.

It is unfortunate that the 
UNHRC chief has chosen to 
cast aspersions and denigrate 
a democratically elected Gov-
ernment for which the masses 
have reposed implicit faith at 
every election since 2005. That 
matters is the mandate of the 
masses and no outside force 
could challenge that inalien-
able right. 

Double standards

The President and the Gov-
ernment is only answerable to 
the people of the country who 
had elected them and not to 
Hussein or his spokesman.

In fact, some countries 
have, on extremely cogent 
grounds, rejected mandates 
of the UNHRC previously in 
much stronger ways, and have 
not been censured in the man-
ner as in this instance.   This 
undoubtedly confirms the 
Western hypocrisy and the 
double standards of the UN 
human rights body which 
was at a faster asleep when 
Sri Lanka was at the receiving 
end due to the barbaric terror 
unleashed by the LTTE. 

Be it Pillay or her successor 
Hussein, none of those god-
fathers of human rights were 
there when human rights of 
21 million Sri Lankans were 
abused in broad daylight by 
the Tiger terrorists. Hardly 
anybody uttered a word of 
comfort when the LTTE 
exploded mass scale bombs 
and disrupted normal life, kill-
ing hundreds of civilians. 

Where were these cham-
pions of human rights when 
the LTTE stormed to Sin-
hala and Muslim villages and 
butchered hapless people? The 
Tigers showed no mercy and 
totally ignored all accepted 
norms in shooting even the 
breast-feeding infants to death. 
Where were those godfathers 
of human rights? Not a single 
champion of human rights 
came to our rescue when we 
were at the receiving end.

Leadership

It was only the leaders of 
Sri Lanka, especially President 
Mahinda Rajapaksa, who came 
to the rescue of his fellow 
citizens. 

If not for his political sagac-
ity and unmatched leadership 
to the Security Forces, we 
would still have been subjected 
to LTTE terror. Now that the 
country has been liberated 
from the clutches of the LTTE 
terror due to supreme sacri-
fices of the Security Forces, 
these prophets of human rights 
have emerged from every-
where to pontificate to us on 
human rights. The UNHRC 
has no right to force us on any 
investigation as we are not 
duty bound to honour all what 
he says.  The country’s sover-
eignty and territorial integrity 
should be protected at all times 
and we cannot do anything 
that undermines the brave 
acts of the Security Forces and 
rob the country’s hard-earned 
peace.

The UN is there to unite the 
nations, bring all ethnic and 
religious groups under one 
umbrella and not to pamper 
terrorism under the guise 
of protecting human rights. 
While respecting the principles 
of the UN and the pure inten-
tions of founding the move-
ment, Sri Lanka would not let 
anyone undermine the coun-
try’s sovereignty. 

If the UNHRC is sincere and 
transparent with its conduct, 
they must adopt the same 
yardstick to the recent opera-
tions of the US-led NATO 
forces in Iraq and Afghanistan. 
If the UNHRC has bit adopted 
double standards, there should 
have been many investigations 
on the civilian killings in Paki-
stan due to US drone attacks. 

There are no two types of 
terrorism – one to the West 
and another to this part of the 
world! 

Hussein, another 
Navi Pillay? 

Opinion

Going by what he has stated and his 
conduct during his first few months  
in office, it seems that Hussein is fast 
turning into another Navi  Pillay. He 
has no right whatsoever to challenge 
the right of a sovereign  State to raise 
concern regarding procedural aspects 

of an  investigation.

The computer room in a school in Kayts island which was opened recently by President Mahinda Rajapaksa. This was possible due to the dawn of peace.
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