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Introduction
 
Sri Lanka gained liberation from Britain in the middle of the twentieth century, but since the country obtained its freedom, it has literally been a nation torn into two. The two main ethnic groups, whose strife is tearing the country asunder, are divided on lines of culture, linguistics, and religion. Though the division of the main groups is not sharp, one of them, the Singhalese, who comprise 74% of Sri Lanka’s population, predominately inhabit the regions of the South, the Central and Western parts of the country. The other group, the Tamil minority, lives further to the North and East. This spatial divide was sustained by the meager population growth of this tiny island due to incessant wars with the imperialistic powers that occupied parts of the country. In addition, poverty and disease such as malaria plagued the country during its formative years. However, as external influence gradually receded in the 20th century, the latent historic hostilities, which were dormant under foreign rule, surfaced, and it became evident that this tiny island of a little more than 25,000 square miles had two distinct and irreconcilable national entities. It must however be emphasized that the differences between the two communities were doctrinal and were engendered by differences at first in religion and sustained by differences in language in later years. It must also be remarked that faced with a common foe the two groups collaborated as exemplified by the Singhalese establishment in seeking from South India - a Tamil speaking region - their last kings, five generations of whom ruled with absolute power.   
            In the course of Sri Lanka’s history, different nations have controlled the island.  Among the nations, which came to the shores of the country, one of the first was the Portuguese in 1505. They gradually gained control of the entire littoral of the island and used it as a valuable port. The Dutch who succeeded them failed to gain control of the central hills and were quickly displaced.  These two nations were primarily interested in the spice trade in Sri Lanka but also did make efforts to engage in proselytizing and propagating their own religious beliefs. The Portuguese influence was however the more extensive and enduring one. 

 
The British conquered Sri Lanka in 1815 and by 1833, they had established one centralized government in Colombo, which is still the capital of the country today. 
The Tamil portions of the country were treated as separate entities from those occupied by the Singhalese. This is the first known separation of the country in any formal manner. During the time of British rule, several homogenizing forces attempted to unify the country, but the Tamil people in view of their distinct language and extensive and ancient literary tradition managed to maintain a separate identity. This would prove key in their later attempts to form a unique national consciousness. Many different missionary groups during the course of colonization attempted to convert the predominately Hindu Sri Lankan Tamils into Christians. These efforts started during the time of the Portuguese who brought the Roman Catholic and the Dutch to a lesser extent. During the British reign, their position of power naturally attracted subjects who were eager for office and managed to convert almost seven percent of the Tamils to Christianity (Wilson 1). Despite the influence of a different religion, Tamils as a group still maintained a unique identity.

 
British rule saw the economic social and political development of centers of power in the Central Western and Southern parts of the country, which were more suited for the commercial agriculture, This region was also the home of the majority of the Singhalese population. In the north, however Christian missionaries were responsible for the educational advancement of the Tamil population. This region was not suited for agriculture and thus lagged far behind in progress until British intervention. The reason for the dichotomous development is not clear. One theory advanced was the British policy of divide and rule where they heavily favored one ethnic group so that they can control the other. The educational opportunities afforded to the Tamil population gave them a distinct advantage in securing employment in public services, and this was the cause of fanning discord between the two ethnic groups once foreign rule was withdrawn

Communalism
 
In the political development of the country, the British decided on a policy of gradual advancement towards self-rule. Perhaps owing to the distinct nature of the various groups in Sri Lanka, the British government adopted a system of representation where all the ethnic groups were given a representative voice in national affairs. In pursuance of this policy in 1833,  they introduced a Legislative Council system that gave representation to the following groups: low-country Singhalese, up-country Kandyan Singhalese, Ceylon Tamils, Muslims, Burghers and the local British. This system of rule helped even the smallest ethnic group gain political legitimacy, and in effect helped to avoid many of the problems that would come about when the country would later gain independence. This form of government, which came to be known as communal representation, had its drawbacks. Due to the large controlling influence of the British government, members of the Legislative Council where appointed rather than elected. This caused many problems as the members of the Council were essentially bribed into relinquishing any real power back into the hands of the British rulers. In the early part of the twentieth century, members from the educated classes in Sri Lanka argued for territorial representation that would be based on an elections rather than appointments.
 

Territorial Representation
 
Communal representation became a major point of contention in 1908 and then later on in the 1920s when it became the central issue in Sri Lankan politics (Wilson 2). Tamils stood to lose a lot from the territorial representation proposed, because with communalism, their political interests could not be essentially dominated and overridden by the Singhalese majority. However, as it turned out, at the time at which territorialism was proposed only those who were literate in the English language were allowed to vote. Evidence clearly shows that a disproportionate number of Tamils in relation to their numerical composition in the populace had the advantage of being proficient in English (Wilson 2). Some hypothesize that this was due to the missionary efforts referred to earlier. Reassured at that time by the limited suffrage, Tamils felt that the new form of government would not severely undermine their political power as a group. As further reassurance that their views would be fairly represented, the Tamils were promised by the Singhalese in the Ceylon National Congress of 1919 that there would be a guarantee as to the number of seats that Tamils would be able hold in the government. However, these promises were later reneged upon as the Singhalese realized through universal suffrage that it was not necessary to obtain Tamil consensus to run the government. 
 
Universal Suffrage
 
In 1931, the Donoughmore Commission granted universal suffrage to all Sri Lankans. This shifted the shape of the government by allowing the predominately Singhalese population to take advantage of their numerical strength. This change made it of paramount importance that the Tamils be united to ensure that their liberties would not be infringed upon. A new cohesiveness was founded in the Tamil population as it became quickly apparent that the Singhalese would be unwilling to recognize their basic rights. A group consciousness was formed through Tamil national conferences, associations and a growing professional class (Wilson 3). This culminated in the recognition of a central leader, G.G. Ponnambalam in 1934. 
 
G.G. Ponnambalam Leadership
  
During the early part of the 1940s, Ponnambalam was a vital leader to the fight for Tamil civil rights. In the predominately Singhalese congress, he managed to assert the needs for the Tamil people and attempted to protect them as much as was possible. A crucial step towards this was activities of the All-Ceylon Tamil Congress in 1944. This helped to present a unified front for the Tamil people under the leadership of Ponnambalam. It also established an important organizational structure that helped to provide a foundation for the Tamil people to participate in government. During this time, the idea of a form of representation known as the ‘fifty-fifty’ was first mentioned. It proposed that the ethnic majority received half of the seats in the legislature and that the other half be strictly reserved for the ethnic minorities. By establishing this limit, it was hoped that the power of the majority could be curbed. The Singhalese who felt that this was merely a measure by G.G. Ponnambalam and his party to deny them their rightful position as the majority community did not accept this proposal.  The British Government did not back the proposition as it felt that this was contrary to the principles of democracy they practiced.

 
S.J.V Chelvanayagam, a deputy to G G Ponnambalam, proposed a federal form of government at the time immediately before the country attained its independence in 1947. Ponnambalam, however, decided that it was in his own best interests to abandon his ideas for a fifty – fifty representation and join the majority government of the Singhalese party. In 1947, he switched parties and in essence, lost the trust of the Tamil people. Filling the void created by his departure, S.J.V. Chelvanaykam took over the leadership of the Tamil party, which became to be known as the Federal Freedom Party. This was a crucial juncture in Tamil politics as it became increasingly apparent that not only could the Singhalese politicians not be trusted, but also their own Tamil leaders were subject to corruption and vulnerable to deceit. 
 
Tamil Discrimination
 
With the realization of the unlimited power that universal franchise gave them and freed from the trappings of colonial rules of law, the Singhalese majority proceeded to redress what they perceived as the wrongs inflicted on them by their colonial masters. They interpreted the Tamil advantage as due to proficiency in the English language which the Tamils largely enjoyed and which was denied to the bulk of the Singhalese populace. In this perception, there was also a class bias as the upper echelons of the Singhalese were equally proficient in English. Indeed the mother tongue of the Singhalese gentry came to be largely English unlike in the case of the Tamils who preserved their culture and language in their home environment.

 
With elections in 1956, SWRD Bandaranaike, whose forebears adopted Christianity to win favor with the British and who became a convert to Buddhism with the rise of the Buddhist majority, encouraged the downtrodden Singhalese masses to enact the blatantly racial, Sinhala Only Act. This legislation displaced English as the medium of administration and legal usage. In one stroke, the Tamils were rendered illiterates in the land where they enjoyed positions of power and influence. After a long bitter struggle, the Sinhala Only Act was watered down and Tamil was ultimately officially recognized as a National Language. However, administrative implementation of the recognition of Tamil as a “National Language” continues to be tardy and the recognition is still largely symbolic.

 
Active pogroms for the destruction of the Tamils and their displacement from their homes, their jobs and their land followed the Sinhala Only Act. These pogroms over the years – in 1956, in1958, in 1977, in1983 – followed a sinister pattern of letting loose the Singhalese mobs in Singhalese dominated areas on previously disarmed Tamils. In addition, the army was also dispatched to the Tamil dominated areas with full license to conduct themselves as they please – to kill, rape and pillage. The complicity of the State in these actions has been documented by leading scholars, both Singhalese and Tamils, in several international institutions.

 
 Discrimination in other phases of activity continues. Colonization of Tamil areas where the Tamils have been a majority with a view to alter the ethnic composition, dilute the distribution of Tamils and reduce them to a minority was inaugurated even before the attainment of independence. In the allocation of foreign aid and local funds for development, education disparities exist. The irony is even when foreign funds were offered for the rehabilitation of the war ravaged North and East, efforts were made to divert these funds to the Singhalese dominated areas.. Today the towns of the Tamil lie in ruins, their economy destroyed and most poignantly of all their educational system is in shambles. How great the damage that has been brought about by this inequality may be gauged from the fact that when then the results of the GCE O examination (the examination taken after 10 years of schooling) were published it was found that a single Singhala girls’ school produced more students who had obtained distinctions than all the students in the heavily-Tamil populated North and East provinces combined. The school has a population of not exceeding 10,000 while the combined school population in the areas of the North and East likely exceed 100,000. Not only do many Tamils believe that teaching facilities in the North and Eastern portions of Sri Lanka are not merely inadequately funded but willfully destroyed. For example in the occupation of Jaffna district in the early 1990s, after the Tamil population fled to the mainland to escape the advancing Sinhala army, the soldiers are reported to have gone from house to house, apart from looting the contents, also systematically destroyed the text books and even the note books of the departed students. This indicate not individual lust or greed but an unofficially sponsored policy of the Singhalese intelligentsia.

 
There is also a vigorous censorship of news of the extent of the suffering in Tamil areas imposed both officially and privately. When certain Singhalese and Tamil Tigers attempted to focus the media spotlight on several cases of outright discrimination against the Tamil people, attempts were made to suppress such claims. The internationally known example of this policy of ethnic and cultural genocide is the burning of the Jaffna Library by the Police and Army in 1981. Many Singhalese have privately lamented this action, and even the President of Sri Lanka has publicly accused prominent Sinhala politicians of this outrage. The library was said to contain over 90,000 items of Tamil history. Some of them priceless ola leaves, whichi is a record of the cultural heritage of the Tamil people. The burning is attributed by many Tamils to the desire on the part of the Singhalese intelligentsia and establishment to destroy any evidence of a Tamil kingdom in the North and East of the country, and so undermine the claim of the Tamils for their right of a separate state distinct from the Singhalese South.

 
Discrepancy in opportunity has led to a cycle of power being consolidated in the hands of the Singhalese. Many Tamils feel like despite their best efforts there are not many opportunities for them to excel in modern day Sri Lanka. In July of 1999, the Ministry of Education decided to allot 1.5 million rupees to pay for the salary of teachers in Sri Lanka. However, they first wanted to pay the Singhalese teachers their salary in full, and then pay the remaining portion of the 1.5 million to the minority teachers (Muslims, Tamils and Burghers). Despite the united front presented by several different teaching organizations, the effort to repeal the measure was largely unsuccessful. In addition, various medical facilities even though they are in effect open to all Sri Lankans have long held practices of discrimination. As reported by the tamilcanadian.com, a Singhalese doctor informed a Tamil woman attending one notable Colombo maternity clinic that she would no longer be able to receive care at the facility. The reason for this was that the physician believed that it was her duty to exert some form of population control on the Tamil people. Despite in official inquiry into the matter, no action was taken against the physician or the facility.
 
Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE)
 
Despite the efforts of Chelvanaykam, the Singhalese majority started to implement a series of laws that discriminated against the Tamils and other minorities. This started to cause a greater sense of urgency among the Tamil community. The younger generation, fearing that the traditional way through Parliament was not working, decided to affect immediate change by using military force. Increasing disillusioned Tamil youth, fully believed in the need for a more violent offensive against the Singhalese. While not universal adopted throughout the Tamil community, this new movement gradually gained support with more and more believing in force as the most effective bargaining tool. Balasingham describes the situation of the Tamil youth as:

 

“Plunged into the despair of unemployed existence, frustrated without the possibility of higher education, angered by the imposition of an alien language, the Tamil youth realized that the redemption to their plight lay in revolutionary politics, a politics that should pave the way for a radical and fundamental transformation of their miserable conditions of existence. The only alternative left to the Tamils under the conditions of mounting nation oppression, the youth rightly perceived, was none other than a revolutionary armed struggle for the total independence of their nations.” (Blasingham 16)

 

 
However, the LTTE had a dramatically different vision for the way Sri Lanka should be governed. They believed that the only true way that the two races could exist would be for two entirely sovereign nations to be created. The LTTE felt that the already heavily Tamil provinces in the North and East could comprise the Tamil nation, and the rest of Sri Lanka could go to the Singhalese people. While a few other racial minorities did exist, they were generally neutral to either side’s decisions in this area. Two incidents in the 1970s incited the rage of the LTTE and resulted in the final transformation of this group into a fully militarized organization. On January 10th, 1974, 100,000 Tamils were attacked by the police in Jaffna following a research council. The police brutally attacked the crowd with batons and tear gas and ultimately killed eight. The next attack was the already referred to attack on the Jaffna Library. This proposed a bitter hatred for not only the Singhalese government but also for the Singhalese people. A Tamil Tiger illustrates this view when he said, “Every Singhalese is fed hatred for the Tamil race with mother’s milk” (Anonymous).


 Two Nationalities
  
The first action by the government after a long hiatus against the LTTE was retaliation for an ambush of a military envoy in 1983 where 13 Singhalese men were killed. This led to a major outbreak of violence both government sanctioned and mob-induced against the Tamil people. Many Sinhala people, who had previously distanced themselves from the conflict, now felt that it was their turn to act. In the Southern states of Sri Lanka, mobs of Singhalese people attacked and plundered the Tamil people living there. Lifelong neighbors were turned into the darkest of enemies. The government did little to stop this violence and because of this, they seemed to have lost the last strands of trust that the Tamil people had placed in them. Thousands of Tamils were forced to flee into the traditionally Tamil dominated regions fearing that the government no longer would protect them. Now despite the fears of the government, Sri Lanka was truly becoming divided into two. Both ethnicities were completely segregated along lines that seemed to only deepen with time. Anton Balasingham expresses this sentiment when he said, “Tamil nationalism arose as a historical consequence of Sinhala chauvinistic oppression.” (Balasingham 16). In history, one would be hard pressed to find examples of countries that managed to exist fragmented into separate nationalities. Both the Tamil and Singhalese people in one sense felt like they belonged to two separate countries. Now, more than in the past, all classes of people in both nationalities were involved in the war. Civilians on both sides of the conflict were taking an active role in attempting to take back what they felt was rightly theirs.     
 
Singhalese’s Fears
  
Despite being the vast majority in Sri Lanka, the Singhalese people have always been worried that the Tamils could infringe upon their rights. They feel that the close proximity of India has helped to keep their people subservient to the Tamils of Sri Lanka. In the India, the state of Tamil Nadu has over fifty million Tamils who are generally sympathetic to the plight of their Tamil brothers in Sri Lanka. Many Singhalese officials claim that the Tamil rebels have received training and aid in Tamil Nadu between 1977 and 1987 (www.onwar.com). As recently as May of 2004, a high-ranking Tamil Nadu official, Periyannan Chandrasekaran, expressed a renewed interest in protecting the Sri Lankan Tamils from the Singhalese (www.tamilnet.com). During the ethnic strife in Sri Lanka, many thousands of Sri Lankan Tamils fled to this area of India and helped increase pro-LTTE sentiments. Due to this, the Singhalese governing party of the 1940s and onward has contended that their laws and actions were an attempt to ensure that India does not interfere in the running of Sri Lanka. In the past, groups from South India have come to Sri Lanka and invaded the country. When India was divided into three major provinces, the Chola, Chera and Pandya provinces tried to capture Sri Lanka (Wilson 119). However, President Rajiv Ghandi stated that India has no interest in gaining sovereign control over Sri Lanka, because this would mean that they would have to contend with all their domestic and industrial problems (Wilson 118). Despite this, the Singhalese people consider themselves as a minority group as do the Tamils (Wilson 6). They both feel that they have in the past been persecuted against and so they go to measures to protect themselves from a repeat of such events. In addition, India has a stake in seeing Sri Lanka continues as one state. In the light of India’s own troubles with the Hindu and Muslim groups, it would appear that if the Sri Lankan problem could not be resolved then the perhaps, India too would split off into several states. This is obviously an eventuality that they would greatly want to avoid.

 
Singhalese Perspective
 
Despite the various complaints lodged by the LTTE and prominent Tamils, the fact remains that discrimination will remain as the Singhalese people remain a majority in Sri Lanka. Due to this, there will always be an unequal distribution of resources and wealth. They also claim that the Tamil people have used the media to sympathize with their plight. Many foreign countries have aligned themselves with the LTTE. The LTTE’s literature has portrayed their situation as like that of the Jews in Nazi Germany or South Africa during apartheid. While these comparisons are not necessarily accurate, they invoke a strong emotional response to the struggles of the Sri Lankan Tamil. Despite these claims, many Singhalese feel that Tamils have more than their fair share, and in some areas have even started to infringe on their own rights. They point to the fact that Tamil students are studying in schools in Singhalese areas, while Singhalese are not allowed to study in universities in Jaffna and Batticaloa. An important factor to consider is how the rhetoric used by both sides has changed the way in which they view their own nationalism. 


Economy and Foreign Aid
  
After gaining independence from the British, Sri Lanka was considered a country, which would quickly expand and spread its influence to foreign markets. However, because of the strife described in this paper, the promise of the country was never quite fulfilled. Basic human needs are routinely overlooked as the country is plunged deeper and deeper into debt. Foreign aid now is an essential life-line for the Sri Lankan government to repair its damaged economy. However, what makes the case of Sri Lanka so interesting is that despite the ravages of war, the economy has only lagged behind its neighboring countries recently. During several eras of peace, the Sri Lankan marketplace has enjoyed growths comparable to the biggest Asian countries. In addition, as has been seen by several other countries, a wartime economy can be very robust for brief periods of time, but it can dramatically swing from boom to bust. A close looker at the economy and how the war has influenced the major industries reveals much about this seeming paradox.  The majority of Sri Lanka’s gross domestic product is textiles and garments, which make up 63% of its exports. The export of plantation crops comprises another 23% of exports. Some of these crops include cinnamon and tea, which Sri Lanka is famous for today. 

 
The country’s economic prosperity has a large part to do with favorable policies developed in part by the government of President Kumaratumga and her predecessors. The cheap supply of labor and lenient taxing of big businesses drew many international and domestic capital investors. They had fears of the ongoing civil strife, but to this date, many of these international organizations have not been targets of the LTTE. This has brought about a cautious confidence in Sri Lanka as a source of cheap labor. Sri Lanka’s government further encouraged growth by introducing a general sales tax (GST) replacing the older and more stifling taxes of the 1960s. In addition, Winslows says that for both foreign and domestic investors, “there also many fiscal incentives, including tax holidays and concessionary rates of tax for 15-20 years.” (Winslow 76). These factors have led to the periods of prosperity that are sporadically seen in the Sri Lankan economy.

Table I: Rates of Economic Growth under Various Policy Regimes (in percent change per year)

	Period
	Gross Domestic Product (Increase)
	Population (Increase)
	GDP per capita (Increase)

	1948-56: Populism with open economy
	3.2
	2.6
	0.6

	1956-65: Populism with controlled economy
	4.3
	2.5
	1.7

	1965-70: Limited liberalization
	7.8
	2.3
	5.5

	1970-77: Resumption of controlled economy
	4.0
	1.6
	2.4

	1977-83: Liberalization with relative peace
	5.8
	1.5
	4.3

	1983-89: Start of civil war
	3.3
	1.4
	1.9

	1989-95: Second round of reform
	4.8
	1.3
	2.5


Source: Snodgrass (1966)


As illustrated by Table I, Sri Lanka has enjoyed growth in gross domestic product in each of the periods shown. However, the real problem lies when comparing this with the economies of the neighboring countries in Asia. Countries like India and Malaysia have started to outperform Sri Lanka. As evidenced by the data provided in Table II, Sri Lanka started the early period of its independence with remarkable success when compared with countries in its geographic region. However, in later years, the toll of the civil war has started to siphon off valuable resources away from capital improvements and industry. In the early periods, Sri Lanka was well known for its very successful social programs. Many social indicators were well beyond that of Asian countries and indicated the capacity for prolonged prosperity.  Tressider noted that, “the success of Ceylon’s development projects and her credit standing depend upon early settlement of communal quarrels and firm control of extremist elements.” (Tressider 1960).  

Table II: Rates of Economic Growth in Similar Asian Nations (percent change per year)

	
	1970-77
	1977-83
	1983-95
	1970-95

	Sri Lanka
	4.0
	5.8
	4.1
	4.5

	Bangladesh
	0.2
	5.4
	4.1
	3.8

	India
	3.3
	4.1
	5.6
	4.6

	Pakistan
	4.3
	5.6
	5.4
	5.1

	China
	1.6
	8.7
	10.8
	8.5

	Indonesia
	7.3
	7.7
	6.0
	6.8

	Malaysia
	7.9
	7.2
	6.6
	7.1

	Philippines
	6.1
	4.1
	0.9
	3.6


Source: World Bank, 1997


However, now one of the main problems facing Sri Lanka is the cost of welfare. Many portions of the country are entirely dependent on these forms of aid to sustain them. It is common knowledge that this aid is not going to where it is needed most and that some of these funds have been used for corruption. Contributing to this problem is the escalating price of food. For the poorest social classes in Sri Lanka, food is the majority of their daily expenditures, and the increasing prices make their situation even bleaker. This was also compounded by the slow growth in wages. Winslow describes this as, “while wages rose in nominal terms during the period, they declined slightly in real terms.” (Winslow 85). The youth saw these limited opportunities as a sign that Sri Lanka could no longer sustain them. According to the World Bank, approximately 85,000 to 95,000 jobs were made in the country in1999, but almost double this number went abroad. Counts made by the Sri Lanka government estimate that a quarter of a million people have migrated out of Sri Lanka since 1983. These people have gone predominately to North America, Europe and the Middle East.


The cost of the war on the Sri Lankan economy is hard to quantify because it is masked by periods of economic growth. However, the effect can be seen in the growing disparity between the classes. In addition, the loss due to civilian lives taken can never be exactly quantified. A conservative estimate of the total number killed is approximately 60,000. This has placed a huge cost on the structure that makes up Sri Lanka. For damage by the LTTE alone, the National Peace Council estimates that 75 billion Sri Lankan rupees (a little over 72 million dollars) were spent in replacing private property and infrastructure. Current estimates are that the Sri Lankan government spends the equivalent of $2 million dollars a day on maintaining the war efforts against the Tamil rebels (Wilson 133). This may be contrasted with the funds spent on the rehabilitation and relief of the Tamils in the war ravaged areas. There has been some speculation that there is a growing war economy inside of Sri Lanka. With so much money invested in arms, claims have been made that several high-ranking officials are receiving kickbacks from munitions dealers. While these claims have not been substantiated by external inquiries, the media and several peace coalitions contend that this faction remains one of the most powerful forces in Sri Lankan politics today. 

  
Tourism, which was once a major source of income and national pride, has dropped substantially in recent years. Despite the recent periods of peace, many tourists are unsure of the political situation in Sri Lanka. Many visitors came from nearby India and spent heavily in the Sri Lankan economy. Tourism peaked at 407,000 in 1994 but dropped to 305,000 in the span of three years. 

Conclusion


Sri Lanka’s economic policies have enabled them to expand at a modest rate over the last several decades. However, this economy is in part fueled by the rapid consumption of capital that is associated with a nation at war. In addition, despite the rosy picture that the numbers portray, the real problem lies in the future of Sri Lanka. Many thousands of skilled labors are going abroad to seek employment. The once lucrative Sri Lankan tourism industry is now reaching all-time lows. Many international trading pacts are reluctant to allow Sri Lanka to gain membership. Despite these problems, there are signs for hope as Sri Lanka has reached extraordinary benchmarks in many social categories. The civil war is seated so deeply in the nation’s fabric that it may be impossible to entirely resolve the issue in our generation. However, as evidenced by the economic factors illustrated here the war cannot go on for the country’s continued viability. If tensions continue to grow, the foreign textile industry, which the country is so dependent on, may quickly dissolve, and this could cause grave financial problems. It is a crucial time in Sri Lankan politics, and this era will decide if Sri Lanka can maintain its fragile economic viability.

Appendix

Graph I: Defense Expenditure of Countries as Percentages of GDP 
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Data from: http://alsagerschool.co.uk/subjects/sub_content/geography/Gpop/HTMLENH/stats/def.ht 

Graph II: External Debt of Countries as Percentages of GDP
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Graph III: Population of Ethnic Groups
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Source:http://www.ices.lk/sl_database/ethnic_groups.htm

Graph IV: Population by Religion
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Table III: Infant Mortality Rate in Sri Lanka and Other Developing Countries (1970-1995) [Deaths per thousand Live Births]

	
	1970
	1982
	1987
	1995

	Sri Lanka
	53
	30
	22
	16

	Bangladesh
	140
	128
	110
	79

	India
	137
	108
	96
	68

	Pakistan
	142
	120
	104
	90

	China
	69
	39
	38
	34

	Indonesia
	118
	80
	72
	51

	Malaysia
	45
	28
	17
	12

	Philippines
	66
	51
	45
	39


Table IV: Average Years of Schooling in Sri Lanka and Other Developing Countries

	
	1960
	1965
	1970
	1975
	1980
	1985
	1990

	Sri Lanka
	3.4
	3.6
	4.1
	4.0
	5.2
	5.4
	5.4

	Bangladesh
	1.4
	1.4
	1.7
	2.2
	2.7
	3.2
	4.6

	India
	1.5
	1.5
	1.9
	2.4
	2.7
	3.1
	3.6

	Pakistan
	0.6
	0.9
	1.7
	1.6
	1.7
	1.8
	2.3

	Indonesia
	1.1
	1.3
	2.3
	2.4
	3.1
	3.6
	3.9

	Malaysia
	2.3
	4.4
	3.1
	3.7
	4.5
	5.0
	5.6

	Philippines
	3.8
	3.9
	4.8
	5.5
	6.1
	6.4
	6.7

	Thailand
	3.5
	3.1
	3.5
	3.6
	3.8
	4.7
	5.2
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Sheet1

		Rank		Country		Defence Expenditure (% GDP)

		1		Oman		16.1

		2		Kuwait		12.5

		3		Yemen		11.7

		4		Israel		8.4

		9		Russia		4.4

		10		Singapore		4.4

		11		United Arab Emirates		4.4

		12		Morocco		4.2

		13		United States		4.2

		18		United Kingdom		3.6

		19		Korea, South		3.3

		20		Sri Lanka		3.3

		21		Malaysia		3

		22		Lesotho		2.8

		23		Norway		2.8

		24		Czech Republic		2.7

		25		Sweden		2.7

		26		Bulgaria		2.6

		27		France		2.5

		28		India		2.5

		29		Mongolia		2.5

		30		Uruguay		2.5 % GDP

		31		Romania		2.4 % GDP

		32		Thailand		2.4 % GDP

		33		Turkey		2.2 % GDP

		34		Australia		2.1 % GDP

		35		Bolivia		2.1 % GDP

		36		Burkina Faso		2.1 % GDP

		37		Netherlands		2.1 % GDP

		38		Nicaragua		1.9 % GDP

		39		Chile		1.8 % GDP

		40		Denmark		1.8 % GDP

		41		Finland		1.8 % GDP

		42		Canada		1.7 % GDP

		43		Switzerland		1.7 % GDP

		44		Tunisia		1.7 % GDP

		45		Belarus		1.6 % GDP

		46		Iran		1.6 % GDP

		47		Kenya		1.6 % GDP

		48		Cameroon		1.5 % GDP

		49		Guatemala		1.4 % GDP

		50		Panama		1.4 % GDP

		51		Paraguay		1.4 % GDP

		52		Philippines		1.4 % GDP

		53		Colombia		1.3 % GDP

		54		Ireland		1.3 % GDP

		55		Spain		1.3 % GDP

		56		China		1.2 % GDP

		57		El Salvador		1.2 % GDP

		58		New Zealand		1.2 % GDP

		59		Indonesia		1.1 % GDP

		60		Brazil		1.0 % GDP

		61		Estonia		1.0 % GDP

		62		Ghana		1.0 % GDP

		63		Japan		1.0 % GDP

		64		Papua-New Guinea		1.0 % GDP

		65		Austria		0.9 % GDP

		66		Latvia		0.9 % GDP

		67		Madagascar		0.9 % GDP

		68		Nepal		0.9 % GDP

		69		Argentina		0.8 % GDP

		70		Dominican Republic		0.8 % GDP

		71		Mexico		0.8 % GDP

		72		Lithuania		0.5 % GDP

		73		Mauritius		0.3 % GDP

		74		Costa Rica		0.0 % GDP

		75		Afghanistan		n/a % GDP

		76		Albania		n/a % GDP

		77		Algeria		n/a % GDP

		78		Angola		n/a % GDP

		79		Antigua and Barbuda		n/a % GDP

		80		Armenia		n/a % GDP

		81		Azerbaijan		n/a % GDP

		82		Bahamas		n/a % GDP

		83		Bahrain		n/a % GDP

		84		Bangladesh		n/a % GDP

		85		Barbados		n/a % GDP

		86		Belgium		n/a % GDP

		87		Belize		n/a % GDP

		88		Benin		n/a % GDP

		89		Bhutan		n/a % GDP

		90		Bosnia-Herzegovina		n/a % GDP

		91		Brunei		n/a % GDP

		92		Burundi		n/a % GDP

		93		Cambodia		n/a % GDP

		94		Cape Verde		n/a % GDP

		95		Central African Republic		n/a % GDP

		96		Chad		n/a % GDP

		97		Comoros		n/a % GDP

		98		Congo		n/a % GDP

		99		Cote d'Ivoire		n/a % GDP

		100		Cuba		n/a % GDP

		101		Cyprus		n/a % GDP

		102		Djibouti		n/a % GDP

		103		Dominica		n/a % GDP

		104		Ecuador		n/a % GDP

		105		Equatorial Guinea		n/a % GDP

		106		Eritrea		n/a % GDP

		107		Federated States of Micronesia		n/a % GDP

		108		Fiji		n/a % GDP

		109		French Guiana		n/a % GDP

		110		French Polynesia		n/a % GDP

		111		Gabon		n/a % GDP

		112		Gambia		n/a % GDP

		113		Gaza		n/a % GDP

		114		Georgia		n/a % GDP

		115		Germany		n/a % GDP

		116		Grenada		n/a % GDP

		117		Guadeloupe		n/a % GDP

		118		Guam		n/a % GDP

		119		Guinea		n/a % GDP

		120		Guinea-Bissau		n/a % GDP

		121		Guyana		n/a % GDP

		122		Haiti		n/a % GDP

		123		Honduras		n/a % GDP

		124		Hungary		n/a % GDP

		125		Iceland		n/a % GDP

		126		Iraq		n/a % GDP

		127		Italy		n/a % GDP

		128		Jamaica		n/a % GDP

		129		Kazakhstan		n/a % GDP

		130		Korea, North		n/a % GDP

		131		Kyrgyzstan		n/a % GDP

		132		Laos		n/a % GDP

		133		Lebanon		n/a % GDP

		134		Liberia		n/a % GDP

		135		Libya		n/a % GDP

		136		Liechtenstein		n/a % GDP

		137		Luxembourg		n/a % GDP

		138		Macao		n/a % GDP

		139		Macedonia		n/a % GDP

		140		Malawi		n/a % GDP

		141		Maldives		n/a % GDP

		142		Mali		n/a % GDP

		143		Malta		n/a % GDP

		144		Marshall Islands		n/a % GDP

		145		Martinique		n/a % GDP

		146		Mauritania		n/a % GDP

		147		Moldova		n/a % GDP

		148		Mozambique		n/a % GDP

		149		Namibia		n/a % GDP

		150		Netherlands Antilles		n/a % GDP

		151		New Caledonia		n/a % GDP

		152		Niger		n/a % GDP

		153		Nigeria		n/a % GDP

		154		Pakistan		n/a % GDP

		155		Palau		n/a % GDP

		156		Peru		n/a % GDP

		157		Poland		n/a % GDP

		158		Portugal		n/a % GDP

		159		Puerto Rico		n/a % GDP

		160		Qatar		n/a % GDP

		161		Reunion		n/a % GDP

		162		Rwanda		n/a % GDP

		163		Saint Lucia		n/a % GDP

		164		San Marino		n/a % GDP

		165		Sao Tome and Principe		n/a % GDP

		166		Saudi Arabia		n/a % GDP

		167		Senegal		n/a % GDP

		168		Seychelles		n/a % GDP

		169		Sierra Leone		n/a % GDP

		170		Slovakia		n/a % GDP

		171		Slovenia		n/a % GDP

		172		Solomon Islands		n/a % GDP

		173		Somalia		n/a % GDP

		174		South Africa		n/a % GDP

		175		St.Kitts-Nevis		n/a % GDP

		176		St.Vincent and the Grenadines		n/a % GDP

		177		Sudan		n/a % GDP

		178		Suriname		n/a % GDP

		179		Swaziland		n/a % GDP

		180		Taiwan		n/a % GDP

		181		Tajikistan		n/a % GDP

		182		Tanzania		n/a % GDP

		183		Togo		n/a % GDP

		184		Trinidad and Tobago		n/a % GDP

		185		Turkmenistan		n/a % GDP

		186		Uganda		n/a % GDP

		187		Ukraine		n/a % GDP

		188		Uzbekistan		n/a % GDP

		189		Vanuatu		n/a % GDP

		190		Venezuela		n/a % GDP

		191		Vietnam		n/a % GDP

		192		West Bank		n/a % GDP

		193		Western Sahara		n/a % GDP

		194		Western Samoa		n/a % GDP

		195		Yugoslavia		n/a % GDP

		196		Zaire		n/a % GDP

		197		Zambia		n/a % GDP

		198		Zimbabwe		n/a % GDP





Sheet1

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



Defence Expenditure (% GDP)



Sheet2

		





Sheet3

		






_1163711783.xls
Chart2

		Sinahalese

		Sri Lankan Tamil

		Indian Tamil

		Sri Lankan Moor

		Burghers

		Malays



Population (in thousands)

10827

1714

1031

1031

49

50



Sheet1

		<>

		Ethnic group		1980		1981		1982		1983		1984		1985		1986		1987		1988		1989

		Sinahalese		10827		11027		11252		11430		11578		11757		11955		12121		12280		12437

		Sri Lankan Tamil		1714		1752		1919		1951		1976		2008		2042		2072		2096		2124

		Indian Tamil		1031		1031		824		812		807		811		828		845		859		873

		Sri Lankan Moor		1031		1056		1088		1111		1129		1152		1179		1203		1226		1249

		Burghers		49		49		39		39		40		40		41		41		41		42

		Malays		50		50		44		45		45		45		46		47		48		48

		Others		45
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		<>

		Religion		1881		1891		1901		1911		1921				1946		1953		1963		1971		1981

		Buddhist		1698.1		1877		2141.4		2474.2		2769.8		3266.6		4294.9		5209.4		7003.3		8536.8		10288.3

		Hindus		593.6		615.9		826.8		938.3		982.1		1166.9		1320.4		1610.5		1958.4		2238.6		2297.8

		Muslims		197.8		212		246.1		283.6		302.5		354.2		436.6		541.5		724		901.7		1121.7

		Christians		268		302.1		349.2		409.2		443.4		518.1		603.2		724.4		884.9		1004.3		1130.6

		Others		2.3		0.7		2.4		1.1		0.8		1		2.3		11.9		11.4		8.2		8.3
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		Rank		Country		Defence Expenditure (% GDP)

		4		Nigeria		105.5 % GDP

		15		Bulgaria		103.3 % GDP

		16		Jordan		102.5 % GDP

		17		Panama		98.5 % GDP

		47		Papua-New Guinea		45.9 % GDP

		48		Peru		45.9 % GDP

		49		Uganda		45.7 % GDP

		50		Central African Republic		45.1 % GDP

		51		Trinidad&Tobago		44.4

		52		Laos		42.7

		53		Mexico		42.2

		54		Costa Rica		42

		55		Sri Lanka		41.9

		58		Albania		41.3

		71		Bangladesh		32.5

		72		Czech Republic		31

		73		Uruguay		30.8

		74		Slovakia		28.6

		75		Nepal		27.8

		76		Colombia		27.6

		77		Brazil		27.1

		78		Argentina		26.7

		79		Burkina Faso		26.4

		80		Russia		26

		81		India		24.9

		90		Romania		16.5 % GDP

		91		China		16.4 % GDP

		92		Slovenia		14.8 % GDP

		99		Lithuania		6.6 % GDP

		100		Ukraine		6.1 % GDP

		116		Bosnia-Herzegovina		n/a % GDP

		117		Brunei		n/a % GDP

		118		Canada		n/a % GDP

		119		Cape Verde		n/a % GDP

		120		Comoros		n/a % GDP

		121		Cuba		n/a % GDP

		122		Cyprus		n/a % GDP

		123		Denmark		n/a % GDP

		124		Djibouti		n/a % GDP

		125		Dominica		n/a % GDP

		126		Equatorial Guinea		n/a % GDP

		127		Eritrea		n/a % GDP

		128		Federated States of Micronesia		n/a % GDP

		129		Fiji		n/a % GDP

		130		Finland		n/a % GDP

		131		France		n/a % GDP

		132		French Guiana		n/a % GDP

		133		French Polynesia		n/a % GDP

		134		Gaza		n/a % GDP

		135		Germany		n/a % GDP

		136		Greece		n/a % GDP

		137		Grenada		n/a % GDP

		138		Guadeloupe		n/a % GDP

		139		Guam		n/a % GDP

		140		Guyana		n/a % GDP

		141		Iceland		n/a % GDP

		142		Iran		n/a % GDP

		143		Iraq		n/a % GDP

		144		Ireland		n/a % GDP

		145		Israel		n/a % GDP

		146		Italy		n/a % GDP

		147		Japan		n/a % GDP

		148		Korea, North		n/a % GDP

		149		Korea, South		n/a % GDP

		150		Kuwait		n/a % GDP

		151		Liberia		n/a % GDP

		152		Libya		n/a % GDP

		153		Liechtenstein		n/a % GDP

		154		Luxembourg		n/a % GDP

		155		Macao		n/a % GDP

		156		Maldives		n/a % GDP

		157		Malta		n/a % GDP

		158		Marshall Islands		n/a % GDP

		159		Martinique		n/a % GDP

		160		Myanmar		n/a % GDP

		161		Namibia		n/a % GDP

		162		Netherlands		n/a % GDP

		163		Netherlands Antilles		n/a % GDP

		164		New Caledonia		n/a % GDP

		165		New Zealand		n/a % GDP

		166		Norway		n/a % GDP

		167		Palau		n/a % GDP

		168		Portugal		n/a % GDP

		169		Puerto Rico		n/a % GDP

		170		Qatar		n/a % GDP

		171		Reunion		n/a % GDP

		172		Saint Lucia		n/a % GDP

		173		San Marino		n/a % GDP

		174		Sao Tome and Principe		n/a % GDP

		175		Saudi Arabia		n/a % GDP

		176		Seychelles		n/a % GDP

		177		Singapore		n/a % GDP

		178		Solomon Islands		n/a % GDP

		179		Somalia		n/a % GDP

		180		South Africa		n/a % GDP

		181		Spain		n/a % GDP

		182		St.Kitts-Nevis		n/a % GDP

		183		St.Vincent and the Grenadines		n/a % GDP

		184		Sudan		n/a % GDP

		185		Suriname		n/a % GDP

		186		Swaziland		n/a % GDP

		187		Sweden		n/a % GDP

		188		Switzerland		n/a % GDP

		189		Taiwan		n/a % GDP

		190		United Arab Emirates		n/a % GDP

		191		United Kingdom		n/a % GDP

		192		United States		n/a % GDP

		193		Vanuatu		n/a % GDP

		194		West Bank		n/a % GDP

		195		Western Sahara		n/a % GDP

		196		Western Samoa		n/a % GDP

		197		Yugoslavia		n/a % GDP

		198		Zaire		n/a % GDP

		194		Western Samoa		n/a % GDP

		195		Yugoslavia		n/a % GDP

		196		Zaire		n/a % GDP

		197		Zambia		n/a % GDP

		198		Zimbabwe		n/a % GDP
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