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ABSTRACT

When considering the Sri Lankan Tamil violence \aiigis, the period of 1970s is considered predontina
Because until the beginning of the 1970s, the lesdme of the Tamil community was conducted by the elass Tamil
leaders. They never wished to go their leaderstifife massive campaigns or terrorist activitiegiragf the Sri Lankan
government in public. Mainly they used non —violaativities (Gandhian method) to show their oppositBut during the
beginning of the 1970s, Tamil youths lost faithihie ability of elite class Tamil leaders. They tgbtithat elite class Tamil
leaders would not be able to provide leadershipttier Tamil community since they were incapable afuring any
significant opportunities from the Sinhala govermméor the Tamils even during the 1970 s.Therefinee beginning of
the 1970°s Tamil politics gradually adopted thelemb path. Concurrently a number of Tamil radicagjamizations
emerged within the Jaffna peninsula. They engagadoient activities to release pressure for tiseiciety. This tendency
emerged in the 1970’s and in the 1980"s those yaugbessfully established their power in the Tamdiety. This paper
will brief analyzethe socio, political and ideologi features of the Tamil militant group in its lgastages. Similarly at the
end it will be shown how the LTTE became the domin@ower in the Tamil society.This observation, mhadepends on

the existing related literature regarding this ¢opi
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INTRODUCTION
Emerge of Tamil Militant Groups

As a result of long term frustration and socio ficdl and economic discriminations, violent youtiganizations
emerged withinthe Jaffna peninsula. According teafan Swamy (1996), those violent Tamil groups wdesntified as
“boys,” by the cotemporary Tamil community. Tanhlew Tigers(TNT) was identified as precursor vidlgroup which
formed by radical Tamil youths in the Tamil socie¥y/Prbhakaran, Pathmanadan and Chettithambalagimgtere the
most significant radical Tamil leaders in 1970s.édiog to Rohan Gunarathna ,TNT was the first Tagrolup who have
indulged in fierce violence.(Gunarathna,1983.p,I)Aow when the beginning ages ,elite class Tagaitiérs also gave
intensive supports to violent behaviors of Tamiufo.(Hoole,1990).They accepted Tamil separatisteneent was as a
holy- war against the oppressive and alien Sinsite . (Bandarage,2009,p69) After then, numbdiaafil radical groups
were emerged in the Tamil society. In the beginmh$980s more than 30 criminal groups were appkegréhe Northern
province of Sri Lanka (Gunarathna,1987, p27). Etlesugh most of the groups fail to actively engagesignificant
violent behaviors as their lack of membership. fllbwing Tamil radical groups held prominent leswithin the Tamil
society towards the beginning of the 1980s. Theyewieelam Revolutionary organization of student (ERGd by V.
Balakumar, Eelam Revolutionary People’s Liberatinont (EPRLF), led by K.Padmanabha ,Tamil Eelametalion
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Organization (TELO) led by Sri Sabaratnam untilves killed by the LTTE assassins in May 1986,Pedjiberation
Organization for Tamil Eelam(PLOTE) ), headed bydJmaheswaran and the most remarkable pioneer grbigh was
Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) led by Vrdbakaran.. (Swamy 1996). Most probably other tiayth groups

would be concurred by above one of strong groups.
Diversity of Tamil Military Groups

All of the above groups similarly accepted sepatdtemeland for the Tamils known as the Tamil Ee(atate)
including the Northern and Eastern provinces ofl&tika. Even though these groups differed signifigain terms of
strategies, ideologies and social background. We@nparedto the Sinhala youth participation of JWRsrin 1971,
Sinhala rural nature becomes very clear. But Tanghnizations were compromised Tamil youth of hathan and rural
sectors. Another reason is that the Tamil youth whdicipated in the Tamil military movement, cated of various
social backgrounds. Since the mid-1970s, variodgami Tamil groups, recruited their members maiafgong students.
FurtherSamaranayaka mentioned, a sizeable propafipeared to come from an affluent middle-claskdpraund and a
fairly large number are from families of higher eeeconomic status. The majority of the rank atel fnowever, belong
to the lower middle class or its economic equiva({@amaranayaka,1990,p237). When comparing thalsoatk ground
of prominent Tamil militants leaders, their diveisack ground is most significant. According to Baragye, (2009, p.
68),0ne of prominent leaders Kuttimani was a smeigigut leader of TELO, T. Maheshwaran a graduateefJniversity
of London. Further Samaranayaka has explained aheutackground of Prabhakaran as follows, ‘Prabekihwas born
in 1956 to a middle-class family from Velvetithyraihich is a fishing village in Northern Jaffna anbus for smuggling
goods from Southern India. He apparently droppedbsachool after grade five, and by the age ofesin was involved in

guerrilla activities. He began operating undercawken he was 19-years old’ (Samaranayaka, 19926p 2

Caste diversity is another significant factor, leé fTamil military movement. For example a significaumber of
Mukkuvar(fisherman) and Koviyar (domestic servamate members were represented inthe LTTE. Mukkidaviyar
and Karaiyars caste were found in the TELO. Largmiper of Vellalagroup were represented in PLOT. Wggority
members of Vellala and Mukkuvar were contained REF. When analyzingthe caste heritage of top classil military
leaders, this caste diversity is most remarkabla. iRstance, leader of EROS was from Karaiyar castd Uma
Maheshvaran who was leader of PLOT came from \&ltalste. V.Prabahakaran leader of LTTE came fronaiitar
caste and EPRLF leader was from either Vellala amalfar. Some recent analyses have pointed outdlstd, system base
socio-economic issues also as one of the root esawd the conflict in the Northern Tamil community-
“(Balasuriya,2012,p 86). According to them, thenvl@aste Tamils were severely discriminated by \l@llelite class
Tamils during the long period (Balasuriya, 2012)eflefore they mentioned that the uprising of Tamilth took place as
a result of long term discrimination in the intezommunity. But it is important to note down herattla significant

number of Vellala caste youth also had participatetie Tamil military movement at the initial stag

Political ideology of Tamil youth militancy has beeixed with Tamil nationalism and Marxism. Mairtlyeir
idea of nationalism derived from various conceftsch as Tamil motherland concept, glorious hisadryamils etc. This
ideological framework was designed to explain ardify their targets. According to popular Sri LankLeftist leader S.
Shamuganatan.” it is true that, for pragmatic o@esthey first resorted to the armed struggle aedefter went in search
of an ideology that would justify such action. Naily they found it in Marxism-Leninism. There isthing wrong in this

except that most of the Tamil militant groups dat seem to have studied Marxism-Leninism suffidighfVaitheespara,
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2007). Even though most of the time Tamil militateaders have significantly expressed their Leftigbroach. For
example prominent LTTE leader A.S. Balasingham dygslained their ideas as follows.” The politicabjective of our
movement to advance the national struggle alony wie class struggler rather our fundamental objds national
emancipation and socialist transition of our sofdamation. (Balasingham,1983, p 42).Similarly mokthe publications
issued by Tamil radical groups ,have been cleadjcated their Leftist influences .Further someenésnalyses have been
observed about relationship of between JVP instiorercand Tamil military movement. (Bandarage, 200866-67,
Samaranayakal990,) According to Samaranyaka (X88D)yan(2009), Tamil military youth and JVP yolthd shared

Leftist ideas among each other,when they were itikAfta Jail in the beginning ages.

Every Tamil military group was influenced by Leftideas, certain ideological differences also apgdamong
Tamil military groups. As pointed out Samaranyak90), ‘The differences in ideology between theugis mainly
attributed to their different interpretations of Mism. The E. P. R. L. F. advocated an orthodoxxidtileninist approach
irrespective of any embellishments. The P. L. OGadhered to a socialist revolution of the workerd peasants based on a
strong Marxist line. The E. R. O. S. on the contragvocated an even firmer Marxist view of the ggle. According to
Sabarathnam (T.E.L.O) they don’t consider aboutatism or any other concept till achieve Tamil EelaAfter achieve
separate Tamil kingdom they hope to apply socialiime leader of the L. T. T. E.. V. Prabakaran, l&ixed that

socialism and Tamil Eelam formed the nucleus ofith€. T. E. ideology (Samaranayaka, 1990, p288).

Though most of the Tamil military groups enduredriitem, seemed to play only a minor role in theitiaies
and indoctrination. As mentioned previously thesimpurpose was to achieve independent Tamil Eelanfulfill this
target they used violent method rather than idécéd@pproach. According to Prabahakaran they weaamly dependent
on practical action rather than ideology.Violenesetheir primary method which is used to achieverthest target
(Prabahakaran, 1986, p13). Their early targetaidted policemen, soldiers, and a number of Tamitip@ins who were
seen as collaborators with the Sinhalese domirgdedrnment. The attacks were sporadic, relyingelgrgn hit-and-run

tactics.

There were certain ideological differences amongil@uerrilla groups, they all similarly accepteiblent
activities to achieve their final goal. But someoisalic differences appeared regarding war stragegiel tactics. For
instance LTTE adopted, tactics which were introdubg Mao- Sethun and Cheguvara, naming that ofusong the
enemy and attacking unexpectedly and destroyin{sdagget (Dagmar, 1986 p71). Further the finallgdd TTE was, to
achieve national liberation and socialist revolntiBut before entering this final goal they werpmused to engage in a
people’s war. But this concept was only an ideajctviwas subjected to give moral support for pgpticed Tamil
guerrilla. Practically they did not engage in peoplar. But according to the PLOT, war strategiesukh depend on
particular time and situation. There for policié®sld not be exact or stable, it would be changeabhey introduced
mass - base mobilization for Sri Lanka (Dagmar,198@}). Similarly EROS did not totally accept LTBEhit and run
tactics. According to them it is only effective whenovement is in beginning age. But when movemeag gradually
developed policies should be more advance. Thexdfmy identified economical sensitive areas aganjltarget places.
Through this method they expected to long termeéiffe results. They supposed ambushes, landmiesbing as tools
of war. Similarly TELO also pointed out that wordecan initially use hit and run tactics, but iéyhcan engage in open
confrontation that basic method should be skip dliey impressed strategy of protracted war of mafidiberation.

EPRLF mainly influenced by Leninism and also acedphass mobilization depending on the lower clasthé Tamil
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area. They also identified hit and run method dg orare strategy. (Frontline, March —April p 65)

As mentioned previously the emerging of the Taniiitary movement, elite class Tamil leaders gaveagkable
encouragement for the Tamil youth. Vellala elitassl was the main predominant group in the Tamitip®lup to the
1970°s.Even though after ten years later, when 'E986is situation had been changed clearly. Tgorrilla movement
had established their power in the Tamil societymder of elite leaders were murdered by guerrittaugs, complaining
that elite leaders had engaged with agreementsthétisinhala government. Under this situation nabshe elite leaders
migratedoverseas. This situation created a posiixeronment for the guerrilla group for succedgfelstablishing their
power. In 1986,the entire membership of Tamil mijtmovement more than 10,000 (Samaranayaka,123@d) Even in
the initial stages some Tamil guerrilla leaders hautcessfully developed foreign connections. Aceogrdto
Swamy(1996), some of the guerrilla members hadntd@eeign military training from India, Lebanon, caiPalestine etc.
Similarly weapons, equipment and funds were alswiged by those countries to develop Sri Lankaritanij movement
even in 1970s.Involvements of India, were most ipaldr regarding this issue. Prime Minister Indi@andhi
acknowledged in 1983 that the Research and AnaMéizy (R. A. W.), India's foreign, Intelligence agsy, had

established contacts with a number of TamilGuarghoups (Samaranayaka, 1990, p 248).
Dominance Power of LTTE

As mentioned above when beginning of 1980s guerniilitary tendency was most remarkable factorhe t
Tamil society. They had come forward to fulfill siar final goal which was separate independent Tataite. Even
though as mentioned previously entire guerrilla ement was not disclosed similar features. Theree wember of
sociopolitical and ideological differences and ahlés among each other. According to this therewermassive positive
opportunities to establish long term strong unityconnection amongst various Tamil guerrilla grolipey had been
engaging in a power competition with each otheregtablish their power on Tamil community. Latelpminent leftist
leader Sanmugathasan, pointed out this situatidollasvers,” from the beginning, the militant groupommitted serious
tactical errors. In the first place they were noited. Five major groups sprang up and constamtljded with each other.
Because of this disunity, the Indian secret ser(i&W) was able to influence them and use one gemaginst the other
and thus weaken the whole group (Vaitheespara,2B6@&0) in the infancy stages, the LTTE was ableatihgred majority
number of Tamil youth around their group. Theiripos was more prominent even 1970°s among othé&tamyi groups.
As mentioned previously they were the main groum wiere accepted action oriented method rather itthemlogical
perspectives. This method was given most effectgelts for their development. After the 1983 comalwiolence, they
found a positive environment to develop the mo&tatiive propaganda movement among Tamil commuilitey used
this situation, to create adverse ideas among Famwiér majority Sinhalese. Under this propagandeem@nt number of
Tamil youth connected with the LTTE, expecting gapa Tamil kingdom. Lately Anton Balasingham analyzhis
situation as follows,'July 83’ marked a turning pioin the history of our struggle. There was a rivasgacial violence, as
you know, in which hundreds of Tamil people weressgred. This gave a new momentum to the strujdgel hundreds
and thousands of young men to join the liberatioyanizations (llankai Tamil Sangam,16.12.2006) Agsult of more
human power LTTE was able to develop their finalneieel by using, smuggling, robbery, collecting feom people etc.
Further their practical efficiency they were aldedeveloped contacts with Indian RAW(Research AgsedyWin) which
was the agency of the Indian government that deitft external intelligence, was entrusted with thsk of advancing

secret Indian foreign policy(Bandarage,2009,p 1T38kough this connection they could obtain muchpofitical and
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economic benefits rather than other Tamil guerrgtaup. During the 1980's the LTTE was able to ldisth their
dominance within the Tamil society. Becausethe LTTE. began to eliminate any groups which poséareat to their
supremacy. For example Between April and May 1986yly 150 members of T. E. L. O. including itgi, Sabarathnam,
were killed by the L. T. T. E. (Samaranayaka, 19909) .Similarly another significant group which sv&LOT
successfully skipped out from Tamil politics by LETDuring the initial ages U.Maheshvaran was adead the PLOT,
was closely associated with Prabahkaran. Even thedgen U. Maheshwaran became a barrier towardpdher of the
LTTE. Prabahakaran took immediate action to kilnhiMore to point the LTTE killed 70-80 carders oPELF in
1986.(Bandarage,2009,p 129).Having killed and aést hundreds of its rivals underground, the LTEBan to claim that
it was the “sole representative of the Tamil conmityi’'(Hooly ,2001,p 340). Anton Balasingham hasowided the
following explanation to say that why they destmbyaher military group.” It's a struggle for supnacy. They want to
destroy us politically and, to our shock, we foundcovered, some documents from an EPRLF comrhdethiere was a
plan, a plot was worked out, in which they werenplag to launch a sudden, unexpected attack oftitlexs. And all the
details of the plan we have got. So what happenas..vwwe had no other alternative but to take immedsation.”
(lankai Tamil Sangam, 16.12.2006) Through obseyimllowing another statement of AntanBalasinghamill clearly

identify their situation and ,purposes. “"So, asasequence, the Tigers have emerged as the sliieopmilitary
organization in Tamil Eelam. And all the other tiggoups, like EROS [Eelam Revolutionary Organizat®truggle], are
falling in line with us. EROS doesn’t want to haamy conflict with the Tigers. They are more matpaditically, and
militarily very wise. (Chuckles) Now, they have apted our leadership and (uproarious laugh) we banle up a very
cordial relation.’( llankai Tamil Sangam,16.12.2088y, for example, there are four or five groupgheimposing various
taxes, getting money. Somebody will come and askfgpmoney and you give money to the Tigers, dueth tEPRLF will
come and demand money, then the other organizatwdhdemand — then you will get frustrated. Whhe tpeople here
want is a single movement, committed to the strigghat is the general opinion among the Tamilafiai Tamil

Sangam, 16.12.2006)

But even the LTTE has mentioned, that Tamil peaptelly accept their power and because they arerthim
representative of Tamil people, some analyses badenl out different viewpoints. (Stokke, &Ryntve2000)According
to them, the LTTE had maintain a dictatorship aber Tamil community. They collected carders anésakrough unfair
forcible activities. Similarly during the 1980s thewere no other alternative selections for the iT aeople rather than
LTTE. Above researchers pointed out following statat of one of Tamil person which they have obsdi«e----there is
threat all the time and because there is no paligolution or anything, they feel that if the LT T&also gone we don't
have anything at all. If you are there is Jaffnaless you are very politically conscious, you domént to think about
alternatives, because there are no alternatives. iave seen in the front of your eyes what happdoeso many
alternative movements (Stokke, & Ryntveit, 200Q96)

CONCLUSIONS

According to the above explanation it is able teniify that the Sri Lankan Tamil youth started ein activities
when 1970s.They stabilized variety of military angations and also followed different strategied #meories. But it is
important to note down here, there were no stramty wven emerge ages of Tamil military movemeritefeé were big
competitions between each other to establish gmirer among Tamil community. When the 1980s LTTE/ement was

able to successfully establish their supreme p@mewng Tamil community. They suppressed other Tanilitary groups
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and expand their supreme power over the Tamil comitymaround Northern and Eastern provinces. Thegngly

emphasized that they were the main representabivé®e Sri Lankan Tamil community. Even thoughsitimportant to

engage in further observations through differemi@sto establish the final conclusions regardinghdssues.
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