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Summary from the written text and the actual excerpts of the talk delivered   

by Chris Dharmakirti 

 
“Absence of institutionalized professional decision making in Government” 

 

I brought a tome of reports here to the podium to find out how many of you in the audience have 

read the Geneva Resolution Against Sri Lanka and the OHCHR Investigation on Sri Lanka (OISL) 

report prepared for the UN Human Rights Council and also the Paranagama Report and its Second 

Mandate Report, which is in effect the only report on War Crimes that the Government of Sri 

Lanka had produced.   May I have a show of hands from the audience to indicate which of these 

reports each of you have read?  

Those who have read the reports particularly the OISL Report should have realized that the key 

document the UN Human Rights Commissioner’s investigative team relied on, was the 

controversial Darusman Report. It is the Darusman Report that made unsubstantiated allegations 

that castigated and tarnished the good name of the military and our country by making the 

preposterous allegation that 40,000 Tamil civilians were massacred by the military using a 

hyperbole-filled book called “The Cage” written by a disgruntled junior officer of the UN who 

served in Sri Lanka.  This led to the branding of Sri Lanka as a nation guilty of ‘genocide’ and that 

enraged and inflamed the Tamil community living both in Sri Lanka and overseas as well as media 
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and the international community, as Sri Lanka was put alongside Rwanda, Bosnia and other states 

which were known culprits of war crimes.  

The Government of Sri Lanka failed to counter these allegations and set the record straight about 

the real situation on the ground during the last phase of the war, and that the actual number of 

missing persons including those killed in combat and those who have fled overseas by boats and 

other clandestine means, is less than 16,500 as per the testimony given to the Paranagama 

Commission directly by relatives. This figure includes testimony by military personnel as well as 

non-Tamil civilians who all collectively, along with the Tamil families led evidence on missing 

persons.  

The total number of injured persons rescued from the conflict zone was less than 14,800. The 

total number of civilians rescued was 292,000. Thus, according to international experts who 

reviewed the evidence collected by the Paranagama Commission and other documents, have 

suggested the number of Tamil civilians including LTTE combatants who would have perished in 

the last phase of the war, is less than 7,800.  The fact that Paranagama Commission’s 2nd Mandate 

Report was not tabled in Geneva and was not translated into Tamil and distributed widely 

amongst the Tamil Diaspora and the International Community, include the media and Human 

Rights NGOs’, has created an information vacuum and the rebuttal necessary to counter the 

misleading ‘genocide’ claim in the Darusman Report,  has allowed the biggest lie of 40,000 civilian 

deaths to remain in circulation, and continue to poison the minds of the Tamil Diaspora and the 

International Community against Sri Lanka.  

Whilst it is easy for us to castigate the United States or the Countries that sponsored the UN 

resolution against us from 2011 onwards, we cannot grudge them for doing what they must do 

in order to serve their own national interest.   There is no point in criticizing them for what they 

do and how they go about doing it.     

Indeed, we must learn from them, and take inspiration from the way the United States, India, 

Britain, China, the EU and Israel go about protecting their citizens, their commercial interests and 

of course their strategic global interests.   

What’s lacking is, that we don’t have a similar commitment to protect our national interest with 

the same vigor and determination. We have to blame ourselves for not protecting our national 

interest and for allowing external actors to control us.  

The current policy of the Government appears to be one of appeasement, which is a defensive 

mentality that is not serving our national interest.   The strength of the previous Government, 

whatever criticism one might level against them in other areas, we have to applaud them for 

their resolve to stand against formidable international pressure during the last phase of the war 

against terrorism. The ability to stand against such pressure is what is lacking today.  
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It was quite evident when the draft OISL report was circulated by the UN Commissioner on 

Human Rights somewhere in July of 2015, which made some serious allegations against the 

Government of Sri Lanka and our military, based on the information they had gleaned from the 

highly questionable Darusman Report, which had a South African Tamil national with a vested 

interest, Yasmin Sooka as a co‐author.   

Sooka, who has a manifestly obvious agenda, had subsequently provided more biased 

questionable allegations to the UN Human Rights Commissioner’s office through another report 

she had compiled with funds from the EU and the Soros Foundation, and lamentably our 

Government failed to point out the gross bias and inaccuracies and unsubstantiated allegations 

that were in them. I ask why?  

The UN Human Rights Council and the Office of the High Commissioner that appointed an 

investigative   panel on Sri Lanka, including the High Commissioner Prince Zeid himself, would 

have opened their eyes to the truth of the matter, if only they had the benefit of reading the 

reports issued by the   panel of international experts like Sir Desmond de Silva and David Crane, 

two former UN secretary generals who have served on UN appointed war crimes investigations, 

along with the report issued by the hostage rescue expert, the former SAS Commander, Major 

General John Holmes, that formed the basis for the Paranagama Commisison’s 2nd Mandate 

Report.  

The one and only War Crimes Report that the Government of Sri Lanka produced with world 

renowned experts as its authors was never presented to the UN Human Rights Council or to the 

office of the UN Human Rights Commissioner. Why?       

 

Now that report is not even available online and I would like to ask as to why these reports have 

been taken down? At the time when the UN Human Rights Council resolution on Sri Lanka was 

being prepared and the council sessions were three weeks away, few of us had to write a petition 

to the President and our Prime Minister, asking them to at the very least present the Paranagama 

Report to Parliament first and then to the UN in Geneva. Although the report was presented to 

Parliament, that too was only issued in English, to a predominately Sinhala and Tamil literate set 

of Parliamentarians, and to date, there is no Sinhala or Tamil translation   of that document, 

despite it being a national requirement to do so, when documents are presented to Parliament. 

Again I ask the question why?  

In fact, when the Paranagama Commission was preparing its final report, there was a petition to 

the President citing a UK Bar Council investigation against Sir Desmond De Silva that a Tamil 

advocacy group had filed mischievously in London, and none other than TNA 
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Parliamentarian Sumanthiran is on record asking for the sacking of Sir Desmond de Silva and the 

winding up of the Paranagama Commission. Again I ask why? 

The current foreign Minister, Mr. Mangala Samaraweera, when he was a member of the 

opposition, in the third quarter of 2014, actually raised a question in Parliament, perhaps at the 

behest of the TNA MP Sumanthiran, castigating Sir Desmond de Silva and citing a pro-Irish 

Republic Army (IRA) to denounce him.  

It is quite clear that this concerted sustained effort to attack Sir Desmond de Silva and the 

Paranagama Commission and the attempts to suppress the 2nd mandate report was done in 

order to keep the lies and the unsubstantiated claims, exaggerations and allegations against the 

Government of Sri Lanka and the Sri Lankan military alive in the minds of the international 

community and the Tamil diaspora at large.  

Again I ask why? 

The reason is quite obvious, as the pro LTTE lobby groups wanted the shrill allegation of 

“Genocide”, “War Crimes”, “Systemic crimes”, and the highly exaggerated claim of “40,000 Tamil 

civilian deaths” to remain intact, and the “Darusman” report to also go unchallenged, so that the 

OICL report issued by the UN OCHRC also goes unchallenged, to enable   a hard hitting UN Human 

Rights Council resolution against Sri Lanka to be passed. 

There may well be basis to investigate for lesser war crimes in the Sri Lankan conflict, but there 

was no basis to conclude that “genocide” occurred   and that “40,000 civilians were deliberately 

targeted and killed”! The Paranagama 2nd Mandate Report completely refuted that and it is 

historic error that the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr Mangala Samaraweera chose not to present 

that report to Geneva and also did not consult Sir Desmond de Silva and the experts who 

prepared the report to brief him on their conclusions.   

It appears to me that, far from an international conspiracy, there was a very local, personalized 

agenda here to go against the Rajapaksa regime and personality politics weighed heavily in the 

decision not to consult Sir Desmond de Silva and table the Paranagama Report. 

 

The upshot of this, is that in the eyes of the world, both the international community and the 

Tamil diaspora, we still stand guilty of “genocide” and “40,000 civilian deaths”, and the larger 

label of a nation guilty of horrendous war crimes, disproportionate to the actual facts on the 

ground.  

We still have the EU GSP plus preferential trade concession frozen, given that the EU is guided by 

the resolutions and whilst that may have well caused some economic damage to Sri Lanka, the 
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bigger damage has been the impact it has had on our reconciliation process with our fellow Tamil 

community, living here and abroad. After all, they have been denied the access to the 

Paranagama Report, which would have cleared many of the misconceptions and exaggerations, 

and made them realize that the hurt and anger, and the rage they endured was actually not based 

on facts, and that they need to recast their minds to viewing the conflict in a different light than 

what they had been made to believe.  

 

If the Government is serious about reconciliation, it must pursue that with earnest by using facts 

and getting at the truth, and not deliberately hiding the facts and the truth as revealed in the 

Paranagama 2nd Mandate Report, and keep the lies alive, that is stirring hatred and anger   and 

animosity towards the majority community by the minority. Surely, if we are serious of 

reconciliation, we need to clear the lies first.  

Also if the constitutional making process is not transparent and it is being done to further the 

divisions in this island and the solution is one based on sectarian lines, creating ethno-centric 

geographic regions, then the future for our island is quite bleak.  

It appears that the Tamil community abroad have no confidence in living peacefully with the 

majority community because of the damning lies in the Darusmann Report, and if we do not take 

steps to correct that,   we are not helping the reconciliation process and also the constitutional 

process, as we are not playing to the strength of our land being an island that shares no 

borders, and instead of keeping our country as a unitary state where citizens, regardless of their 

ethnicity, religion, caste or creed, can all live together, we seem to be creating an irrevocable 

division.  

Solutions based on sectarian lines have not worked, and we can see that to be the case in the 

Northern Indian Continent, where the creation of Pakistan as an Islamic State, and India as a 

secular, but largely Hindu State, has not brought about peace. Instead, they have armies at their 

borders with nuclear missiles pointing at each other. Is that the kind of future we want on this 

island of ours? 

 

I put it that we should not tolerate political solutions based on identity politics that divides our 

land on sectarian lines.    We need to look at administrative boundaries based on scientific lines, 

with watersheds as the key denominator for drawing up delimitation lines.  

If the Government of Sri Lanka of today wants to follow the retributive justice approach with 

respect to the alleged war crimes that took place during the   period of terror unleashed by the 

LTTE, then one may well need to call for the extradition of individuals like Adele Balasingham who 
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stands accused with video evidence of encouraging the recruitment of Child Soldiers into the 

ranks of the LTTE, which is a War Crime under the Crimes Against Humanity category.  

Similarly, those Tamil Sri Lankans who contributed funds to the LTTE movement, which was 

known to have recruited child soldiers and sent them on suicide missions as well was also 

engaged in many violent practices, including the taking of civilians as hostages and then using 

them as cannon fodder in their strategy of a civilian human shield, are all war crimes. Anyone 

contributing funds to a terrorist organization that was committing war crimes, is equally guilty of 

war crimes.  

Equally, those who politically claim that they are the political arm   of the LTTE or the NGO arm 

of the LTTE or the advocacy arm   of the LTTE that interacted with international and domestic 

institutions during the conflict period are equally part of a terrorism organization that was 

committing war crimes!  

Now is that what we want here in Sri Lanka? To pursue these war criminals around the world 

because of a mistaken policy of pursuing RETRIBUTIVE justice? Is that going to heal the wounds 

within our community?  

Instead, should we not be continuing with the previous policy of RESTORATIVE justice which our 

nation put in place soon after the conflict was concluded on May 18th 2009? We all know that 

12,000 or more former LTTE combatants who surrendered or were captured, or who were 

detected amongst the civilians who crossed over to the Government lines in the North, were   not 

sent to their deaths or jailed for life.  

They were REHABILITATED and given the opportunity to make up for their lost childhood and lost 

secondary education, and were put back into schools and allowed to sit their examinations and 

then resettled back in their northern home towns, which were demined and made safe, so that 

they can return to live without accidentally blowing up their limbs.  

Not only that, the war devastated homes were rebuilt by the Sri Lankan military and the roads 

and the bridges and more than the basic infrastructure to restart and rebuild their lives were 

carried out by the Government in the North. We need a policy that heals and brings everyone 

together, and a judicial mechanism that does that, as was proposed in the Paranagama 

Commission report.  
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