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ABSTRACT

Ethnic conflict is one of the biggest problemstie imodern era. The ethnic conflict in Sri Lankavetd a new
dimension of conflicts that crippled the whole patfor a long time. The aim of this article is &pkore the core problems
of the ethnic conflicts in Sri Lanka. The first paf this article deal with the definitional ternasd the causes and
consequences of ethnic conflicts. The second paotoreed the pre-colonial conflict situations as et the colonial
period. The third part examined the traditionalgbiaa-tamil scenario and dealt with other issules fiolitics, language,
land reforms etc. The fourth dealt with a compaeatthnic conflict situational comparison betweemfer Yugoslavia
and Ethnic conflict in Sri Lanka and by thus depeld a linkages and mislinks between the two cdsfliginally we tried

to draw an attention of the readers with the mdaimns and politicization of ethnicity.
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INTRODUCTION

In the modern age, ethnic problem is a worldwidebfgm. Almost no country of the earth is free fréam
However, the dimension of ethnicity in all countriss not same, some countries are less affectecsame are more
affected. In the recent era especially in last deaaf the 281 century and the®idecade of the 2icentury the south Asia
became a hot-bed of ethnicity. The countries irtts@sian Region is mostly affected by terroristidtes, it is affected

by thousand types of terrorist activities.
ETHNICITY AND NATION

The terms "ethnicity" and "ethnic group" are dedifeom the Greek wordthnos normally translated as "nation”
or commonly said people of the same race that shalistinctive culture. Nations today are interdsteintegrating their
ethnicities. The two operative words here thatlmamolded into several convenient definitions athriic" and "nation”.
Ethnic means relating to a people or group thatesha culture, religion or language. "Nation" igraup that (1) shares
one or more identifying characteristics, such ammon history, language, religion, racial backgrquadlture, and/or
territory; and (2) is politically mobilized and/@menable to such mobilization. Most countries imitBoAsia right now

nations in the making and ethnicity has becometizairvariable in the formation and reformation
DEFINITIONS

An ethnic group is a group of humans whose members identify waitheother, through a common heritage that
is real or assumed. This shared heritage may hedhgson putative common ancestry, history, kinstgfigion, language,
shared territory, nationality or physical appeasaridembers of an ethnic group are conscious ofrigithgy to an ethnic

group; moreover ethnic identity is further markgcthe recognition from others of a group's disfireniess.
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Here are some definitions of ethnicity:

» According to "Challenges of Measuring an Ethnic WoBcience, politics, and reality”, a conferencgamized
by statistics Canada and the US senses bureau (A3 1992), "Ethnicity is a fundamental factomhinman life:

it is a phenomenon inherent in human experience."

* Many social scientists, like anthropologists Friedsarth and Eric Wolf, do not consider ethnic idignto be
universal. They regard ethnicity as a product @fctfic kinds of inter-group interactions, rathearthan essential

quality inherent to human groups.

 The modern usage of "ethnic group”, however, rédldee different kinds of encounters industrializtates have
had with subordinate groups, such as immigrants @sidnized subjects; "ethnic group” came to stamd i
opposition to "nation”, to refer to people withtdist cultural identities who, through migration @@nquest, had

become subject to a foreign state.
» The modern usage definition of tixford English Dictionaryis

» Pertaining to race; peculiar to a race or natitim@ogical. Also, pertaining to or having commaigial,
cultural, religious, or linguistic characteristiesp. designating a racial or other group withilarger

system; hence (U.S. collog.), foreign, exotic.

« Ethnic minority (group)a group of people differentiated from the resth@ community by racial origins
or cultural background, and usu. claiming or enjgyofficial recognition of their group identity. £

attrib. —Oxford English Dictionary "ethnic, a. and n."
* German sociologist Max Weber, who defined it as

Those human groups that entertain a subjectivefhelitheir common descent because of similaritieghysical
type or of customs or both, or because of memarfie®lonization and migration; this belief mustibgortant for group

formation; furthermore it does not matter whetheohjective blood relationship exists.
ETHNICITY THEORY

Ethnicity theory says that race is a social catggmd is but one of several factors in determiratignicity. Some
other criteria include: “religion, language, “custs,” nationality, and political identification” (On& Winant 15). This
theory was put forth by sociologist Robert E. Parkhe 1920s. It is based on the notion of “cultuféhis theory was
preceded by over a century where biological essksmi was the dominant Ethnicity theory was basethe assimilation

model. Park outlined his four steps to assimilatmntact, conflict, accommodation, and assimifatio

ETHNIC CONFLICT IN SRI LANKA

Sri Lanka is another terror prone country in theitS8cAsia. It has been affected by diverse kindgeoforist
activities especially the secessionist movementtwy Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam LTTE is a seqiist organization
formerly based in northern Sri Lanka. Founded iryNI@76, it waged a violent secessionist campaighgsbught to create
an independent Tamil state in the north and eaStidfanka. This campaign evolved into the Sri LamiCivil War, which
was one of the longest running armed conflicts sivAintil the LTTE was militarily defeated by the Bankan Military in
May 2009. From 1976 to today lots of lives are logtthe LTTE with politicians, celebrities, and priment persons e.g.
Thangathurai Arunasalam, Lalith Athulathmudali , ). Dassanayake, Gamini Dissanayake; Alfred Duyzaap Clancy
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Fernando, Jeyaraj Fernandopulle, Rajiv Gandhi, G3vnaratne, Balanadarajah lyer.Lakshman Kadirgabanzil
Kobbekaduwa, Parami Kulatunga, Mahattaya, KumaragwaNandagopan, Tuan Nizam Muthaliff, Ranasinghe
Premadasa, Chelvy Thiyagarajah, Neelan TirucheNary Wijeratne, Ranjan Wijeratne, Vijaya Wimalara, Sarojini

Yogeswaran.

Despite the secessionist or separatist movemefriinhanka we can find many types of terrorist, gielus,
cultural and ethnic conflict. As we know that Sarnka has others ethnic groups such as 73.9% SaghaR6% Tamil,
7.4% Moors ,5.2% Indian Tamil ,0.5% Others. Thehglase always try to exploit the others mainly Moand Tamils. As
a result there lots of conflicts are raised inlSmkan society. But the present Rajapakshe Gogs to overcome all kinds

of problems.

Sri Lanka is a multi-faith state composed of 69%ahists, 15% Hindus, 8% Christians and 8% MusliAsa
result of oppression by the ruling majority Sinls@lecommunity -- who are mostly Buddhist -- the Tlarsi who are
mostly Hindu -- had agitated for an independentafektate in the North and East of the island. Aous civil war

resulted which lasted for 19 years and resultaderdeath of 65,000 people.
CAUSE & CONSEQUENCES

The Srilankan conflict has furthered immensely lkisea the Sinhalese continue to feel economically
discriminated. One group accuses the other of @mjogupremacy in the bureaucracy, governmentabpage and ruling
the elite-based institutions. Demands for statésidinus reduce when the economic benefits are fafitsard work. The
ethnic conflict in Sri Lanka has many root causas eonsequences that are closely inter- linkedelmeral, these themes

can be broadly ident-
»  Ethnic politics and the interpretation of the past
» Politics of language
* Politics of education
»  Other factors, including employment and land

THE BEGINNINGS OF THE ETHNIC CONFLICT
The Pre-Colonial Situation

The peopling of Sri Lanka has been a continuousge® of migrants from India with indigenous anceotsarlier
migrant groups [Bandaranayake:1985]. The Sinhal8iohalese (74%) constitute the major ethnic grabe;Sri Lankan
Tamils, who inhabit the north and east form 12.6% the group known as Indian Tamils (19th centuigramts for work
on plantations) 5.6% of the population. While Mosdiconstitute the third largest ethnic group (7. 4¥gre are also small
minorities such as Burghers (people of mixed dgcamd Malays. All the major groups in Sri Lankddmg to a similar
ethnic mix of migrants from various parts of Indépecially South India, to which there have bemutl®ast Asian, Arab
and European admixtures. In spite of this, eachietbroup today has a distinct identity with stripnpeld myths of
origin; the Sinhala believe that they are AryarmrfrBengal, the Tamils claim pure Dravidian origamd the Muslims
aspire to decent from Arabs. The history of ethrooflict in Sri Lanka is the history of emergendeconsciousness
among the majority community, the Sinhala, whiclfirgsal the Sri Lanka society as Sinhala-Buddhististdenying its
multi-ethnic character. The growth of this conssioess impinged on the minorities in Sri Lanka ®éktent that internal

resolution of the problems become impossible.
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The Sinhala dominated the country from about 5titurg BC and succeeded in establishing a kingdoth it§
centre in the North Central Province of the island.

The term “Sinhala' was first used to indicate thaat family of the island, then extended to cover toyal retinue
and then further extended to include the peopis;dbcial process dating to about the 6th centudyig\simultaneously
the process of the ethnic consolidation of the &lmlpeople. [Gunawardena: 1984:55-107] The Sinkimgdom which
controlled the entire island most of the time emtleinto relations both of alliance and hostilityvatious periods with the
Chola, Pandiya and Chera Kingdoms of South Indiés Tong history of links with South India is stdfesent in popular
Sinhala consciousness, with perhaps the aggreasisdeing best remembered.

In the 12th and 13th centuries, certain developmengri Lanka determined its ethnic demographg decisive
way with effects that have continued to the preséht demographic distribution lays down a teriétbbasis for the
major ethnic groups; in the case of the Tamils, threitorial concentration grew into a concept oftraditional Tamil
Homeland'. This did not arise for Muslims sinceytheere scattered over the whole island, with a niigjgresence in
only a part of the Eastern province. Religion gidayed a dominant ideological role in ethnic cdidstion. Buddhism,
introduced from India in the third century BC, beeathe religion of the Sinhala as well as the steligion. Hinduism
remained the religion of the Tamils. Apart from tenversion of a section of both Sinhalese and T&ari Christianity
during the colonial period, the congruence betwsmala and Buddhist on the one hand, and Tamilkindu on the
other, was total.

The Colonial Period

Social and economic developments during the earlgnial period under the Portuguese and then thielDu
commercialization of agriculture, the registratioh title to land, registration of births and deatipsoselytization -
contributed towards a freezing of ethnic boundariéss meant in effect the consolidation of thetHaia community in the
central and south-western parts of the island anthe Tamil community in the north and on the eastseaboard.
Economic developments during the occupation ofigland by the British gave rise to two other pheramwhich made

the ethnic picture in Sri Lanka even more complex.

First, the coffee plantations established by thiidBrin the 19th century brought to Sri Lanka, @antation
labour, a population of over one million Tamil werk from South India. These were at first seasomgtants but with
the development of tea plantations the majorityabse permanently domiciled on the plantations. Tirestion of their
citizenship rights became an issue that subsequeotired relationships between India and Sri LaSkezond, economic
developments during this period were mainly in¢batral and western areas of the island. ThigheffTamil community

in a disadvantaged position.

The opening up of the plantations transformed twemy of Sri Lanka and created opportunities fioigenous
entrepreneurs to make large fortunes; some of thenverted to Christianity and sent their childrenBritain for
education. These filled the expanding needs o$thi services as well as the need for doctorsneas, lawyers etc. The
local bourgeoisie thus created was multi-ethnid, fredominantly Sinhala, with Burghers and Tamie entering the

various professions and the state services.
SINHALA BUDDHIST IDENTITY

In asserting a Sinhala identity and in legitimiziBigmhala control of the country's polity, the leedef the Sinhala

revivalist movement reconstructed an image of theh&a past using many elements of the 'origin'holggy. The
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Sinhala, it was claimed, were descanted from Amagrants from Bengal in the fifth century BC; theival of their
leader, Prince Vijaya, in Sri Lanka coincided witle death of the Buddha. It was claimed that thddBa in his infinite
wisdom saw that his doctrine would be preservedbfifi0 years in Sri Lanka by these immigrants aed thescendents;
he therefore visited the island three times, caiaged it to his doctrine and on his death-bed ilcstrd Sakra, the chief of
the Gods, to safeguard Vijaya and to ensure higesegcy in the land. Thus Sri Lanka becomes the ¢dir@inhala and the
land of Dharma - the Buddhist doctrine. The beliefs that the survival of the Buddhist religion veleppendent on the
survival of the Sinhala people; the people sungves long as they espoused the doctrine and cleatr¢the land

consecrated to the religion. Thus the religion,gbeple and the land were bound together in ass$odible unity.

Such a revivalist ideology attempted to establi§irdala - Buddhist hegemony of the island antagmnio non-
Sinhala, non-Buddhist groups. It is this Sinhala@hist consciousness that has resulted in the Ideihthe multi-ethnic
and multi-religious character of Sri Lankan sociatyl in a refusal to accept the collective rigtitether minority groups.
This consciousness was counterpoised by its ideelagainst the British imperial state, which wasnsas foreign and
Christian; the revival was thus more anti-Westdrant anti-imperialist, asserting a Sinhala Buddiusehtity against all
foreigners and minorities. Over the last 100 ye#drfias been asserted against Muslims, Christidasil plantation

workers, Malayalam and Sri Lankan Tamils. [Jayawaed1986: 14].
POLITICAL REFORMS

The agitation spearheaded by the political refosnarthe early 20th century was primarily intendedcexpand
the scope and powers of Legislative Council (umrafml from 1833 to 1911) by extending representagi@eernment

based on a limited male franchise.

The British Governor (following the old stratagerindivide and rule) had nominated members to theslature
on the basis of ethnicity (Sinhala, Tamil, MuslimdaBurger); the agitation initially rejected ethtjcas a basis of
representation and served to bring together therginge bourgeoisie of all ethnic groups into a comnfoont. Even
though this constitutional agitation did not peatgrfar down into population, it nevertheless pmé=e a picture of ethnic
harmony with the first president in 1919 of the mpolitical organization, the Ceylon National Coegg, being a Tamil,

Sir Ponnambalam Arunachalam.

The unity of bourgeoisie broke down over the quaestif ethnic representation, more particularlyrafi@31 when

the British constituted a State Council with temidl representation based on universal suffrage.

These reforms of 1931 did not meet with the fasfaminority ethnic groups who believed the consiitn would
ensure the dominance of the Sinhala majority; thegued, at the least, for constitutional safegudéodshe rights of
minority ethnic groups. However, the United NatioRarty (UNP), formed in 1947 in preparation foe tfirst post-
independence election, included members of allietroups, as did the Left parties. Nevertheletshalse fell prey at

various times to chauvinist tendencies that matatethemselves after Sri Lanka gained its indepeceléen 1948.

The United National Party took power after indepammk; among its MPs were many of those who had been
members of legislature before independence andiwdts, origin and intentions, a party dedicatedhe ideal of a plural
Sri Lanka. One of their first acts was to definé l%mkan citizenship in a way that (in 1948) disanthised plantation

Tamil workers who had enjoyed the vote since 1931.

The UNP tried to maintain itself in power by adjogtto the Sinhala nationalistic current. It eveenivback on a

pledge to make both Sinhala and Tamil official laages by agreeing to the policy of “Sinhala OByt these moves
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were insufficient. In 1956, the UNP was voted ontl @ coalition led by S.W.R.D, Bandaranaike camg@dwer in a
landslide victory. This coalition represented mgiSlinhala "petit-bourgeois" and rural elements @adlynamism was
supplied by the Sinhala intelligentsia, includingd8lhist monks, teachers and "ayurvedic" (non-Wa}ignysicians. In its
policies, it was populist and radical and one df fitst act was to replace English by Sinhala as ahly official

languag.Insistence on the knowledge of Sinhala recassary requirement, quickly reduced the Tartake and, by the
late 1970s, Tamils were seriously underrepresemetgrms of ethnic percentages in the state sesvipbeysekera
1985:243]

The effort to achieve this kind of ethnic Sinhakegbmony was also demonstrated in the field of diuta
Primary and secondary schooling had generally beaducted in Sinhala and Tamil; the scheme of usimgther tongue'
was extended into the universities in the 1950%s Treated an intense competition which governmeeanght to answer in
the 1970s by a system of “standardization' forregestudents, whereby ‘the minimum entry requirgsnésr a Tamil
student were higher than for a Sinhala medium siiud8astian 1985:220] This was clearly discrintorg and created the
impression that the government, having deliberateuced the opportunities available to Tamil yoimttgovernment
service, was now bent on also denying them edutatiopportunities in the prestigious fields of nuhdé and

engineering.

While discrimination against the Tamil-speaking pleowas growing in the period after independencehin
fields of employment and education, there was aratphere in which the Tamil ethnic group feltlitgmperilled, that of

land colonization.

All this took place in a context of violent riotgainst Tamils which occurred with increasing fremgie (1956,
1958, 1977, 1981 and 1983) and cultural vandalisch &s burning down by soldiers of the Jaffna tijara

THE TAMIL FACTOR IN POLITICS

The Tamil ethnic group sought to counter this grawidiscrimination by demands at a political lev@éfore
independence, the Tamil Congress unsuccessfullyadded balanced representation - 50% seats foritrald and 50%
for the combined minority ethnic groups. It wastlis period of accelerated demands and rejectiah Tamil political
leaders concluded in 1976 that only a separate s@ild ensure the security and welfare of the Tasiple, a state

carved out of the northern and eastern provinc&sidfanka to be called Tamil Eelam.

The main political parties were not totally ins¢ingi to this process, S.W.R.D.Bandaranaike, Prinieigéer and
leader of the SLFP (Sri Lanka Freedom Party) adriae an understanding with the leader of the Fédeasty (the
Bandaranaike - Chelvanayakam Pact of 1958) whiele Jamils a degree of regional autonomy, includingtrol of the
land settlement in their areas. However, Bandakanaad to abandon the pact in the face of opposftiom the United
National Party (UNP) and was killed by a monk in539 Likewise, when the UNP was again in power, Budl
Senanayake, the Prime Minister, worked out a soraesimilar understanding in 1967; this too was tsediin the face of
opposition, this time mainly from the SLFP. The dewis of the Tamil people had by this time becomeaor factor in
Sinhala Politics. Sinhala political hegemony wasodbecoming institutionalized. The republican Cibmison of 1972,
while proclaiming Sinhala as the official languagegclared that Buddhism had the ‘foremost plac&rinLanka, thus
almost affirming a Sinhala-Buddhist state. It iegsely this history that persuaded the Tamils doaéxistence with the

Sinhala in a single polity was no longer possible.

While the established political party of the Tamithe Tamil United Liberation Front (TULF) - wasmanding a

separate state and using parliamentary democnat@egses towards obtaining it, some Tamil youtbsatisfied with the
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non-violent policies of the TULF, formed groups waihitook up arms in the same cause. It is only rsecggo state that it
led to a protracted and bitter war in the northeand eastern parts of Sri Lanka during the coursehath the state security
forces were guilty of severe excesses, attacksuvilians and serious violations of human rightdted Sri Lankan citizens,
while the armed groups in turn resorted to brutbings of both the Sinhala civilians and those Tlanthought of as

‘informers'. The number of deaths has been estih&tt€000 by the government and 15000 by Tamil ggpdamage to

property has been incalculable.

At the ideological level, the response to Sinhd&lauvinism was the emergence of Tamil chauvinismeaticeme
forms of nationalist mythmaking. According to RadhiCoomaraswamy, these include the myth that tieil§are pure
Dravidian by race, that they are heirs to the Mgddsro and Harappa civilizations of India, thatyttee the original
inhabitants of Sri Lanka, that the Tamil languageits purest forms is spoken only in Sri Lanka dndt the "Saiva
Siddhanta" form of Hinduism has 'a special homélan&ri Lanka [Coomaraswamy 1987:79]. Many of Ttamil militant
groups have also been sustained by such ideolagidsexpressions like 'Dravidian Drive' and 'Chailarisma’ have been

used in their literature to mobilise support famad struggle.

Another effect of the Sinhala-Tamil strife has béwat the class solidarity among workers of alhétlgroups has
been replaced by a sense of trans-class ethndasityi on the part of both the Sinhala and Tandis Newton Gunasinghe
has observed, in both the Sinhala and Tamil etfunioations "class contradiction are over determimethe Althusserian
sense, by ethnic conflict”, while among the Tanit$ass contradictions are softened and even sufedéin the face of a
perceived "danger to its collective social exisehamong the Sinhalese masses, "dissatisfactitntine existing state of
affairs has taken a false external direction agaifmt is perceived to be the unreasonable demaahEnced by already

privileged Tamils." [Abeysekera and Gunasinghe 198}
THE EMERGENCE OF ETHNIC POLITICS

Relations between Tamils and Sinhalese have nayshar consistently been antagonistic. This happenéy in
times of external threats from South India after filrmulation of clear Sinhalese and Tamil ethmicwtural identities in
the 9" or 12" century. These wars were wars of dominance fobghteen regional rulers and were not ‘race’ wars as
defined later. Historical chronicles compiled byl&ilese Buddhist monks defined these wars as cgngpandertaken to
protect Buddhism and the Sinhalese nation. Maiminforced by formal education, many Sinhalese acdbese
problematic interpretations as fact today. In theseof many Sri Lankans, these interpretations deesnggest a long and
bloody tradition in which hope for reconciliatioa minimal. Significantly, these interpretations—wiheir potent and
emotional contents—have also found their way irfoos| textbooks, which is an important aspect afadcand political
socialization in contemporary Sri Lanka. ForcesSaihalese nationalism perpetuating notions of eteconflict with
Tamils had been gathering strength since beforepi@ddence. Many of them were Sinhalese-educatatpeople whose
nationalist aspirations for cultural transformatipower and status did not automatically materaiiith independence.
Soon after independence it was clear that a confiics emerging between Sinhalese-educated rutalagld the English-
educated urban ruling elite. Meanwhile, one millimdian Tamils were disenfranchised in 1948 under €eylon
Citizenship Act. Of this, approximately 350,000 eeepatriated to India under the Indo-Ceylon Agreeinof 1964. Over
the years, subsequent governments conferred agtiggmights to the rest. The Ceylon Citizenship setved to reinforce

ethnic politics and reduced the electoral lever@dgée Indian Tamils who remain an impoverished oamity today.
ETHNIC CONFLICT AND LANGUAGE

In addition to the barriers imposed by the contthuse of the English language as the official lagguafter
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independence, the emerging nationalist forces pexdehat Sri Lankan Tamils had access to a digptagnate share of
power as a consequence of educational opportuiiti®e colonial period and were also dispropouditety represented in
the civil administration. Moreover, considerableroaatile interests were also controlled by non-Siese groups. These

fears and concerns were a basis for the polititcangfuage that was to emerge.

As early as 1944, politicians proposed resolutionBarliament to declare Sinhalese the officiablaage, while

other amendments proposed both Sinhalese and Aarnofficial languages.

Sinhalese and Tamil would become the languagesstiuiction in schools, examinations for public ssgs and
legislative proceedings. The resolution was apptdwe 27 to 2 in the Sinhalese-dominated legislatG@mmittees were
established to advise on how these changes wée itaplemented, however, there was little progmessmplementing the
policy. In 1956, S.W.R.D Bandaranaike was electeoh® Minister with a main election promise of edisting Sinhalese
as the official language of the country, repladirglish. The new government fulfilled this promistireugh the passage
of the so-called “Sinhalese Only Bill” (Official hguage Act, No. 33 of 1956)—soon after the electjimng no status of

parity to the Tamil language.

The language issue in many ways brought the Sisbalamil conflict into the forefront of Sri Lank@olitics. In
terms of the dominant strands of Sinhalese naiiemalthe Sinhalese language along with the Buddtasgion
necessarily had to occupy the pre-eminent positicsociety. This was perceived to be the only way glory of ancient
Sinhalese civilization could be revitalized. Evaough Tamil has been decreed an official languémegawith Sinhalese
in terms of the 13th Amendment to the Constitutitn1987), the damage caused by the politics oflage generally
remain unaddressed. Moreover, the vast gap bettveewfficial recognition of Tamil as an officialriguage and the
practical implementation of the provisions and dtads it entails, is yet to be bridged the passafj¢he so-called
“Sinhalese Only Bill” (Official Language Act, No.33of 1956)—soon after the election giving no stattiparity to the

Tamil language.

The language issue in many ways brought the Sisbalamil conflict into the forefront of Sri Lank@olitics. In
terms of the dominant strands of Sinhalese naiiemalthe Sinhalese language along with the Buddtasgion

necessarily had to occupy the pre-eminent positicgociety.

This was perceived to be the only way the gloryan€ient Sinhalese civilization could be revitaliz&Ven
though Tamil has been decreed an official langualpemg with Sinhalese in terms of the 13th Amendmenthe
Constitution (in 1987), the damage caused by tHiéiggof language generally remain unaddressedreldieer, the vast
gap between the official recognition of Tamil asddficial language and the practical implementatafrthe provisions

and conditions it entails, is yet to be bridged.
ETHNIC CONFLICT AND EDUCATION

Since the 1970s, access to education—particuladess to higher education—has been ethicized. diitiaul,
many other aspects of education—including the &irat organization of schools and universities,teats of textbooks
and training of teachers—have impacted directlyetimic conflict. Compared to other ethnic and ielig groups in the
country, Tamils have had strong cultural norms Wwhialued education. Many Tamils attended Englisigleage schools
which were the passport to higher education antebemployment in the colonial period. As a conssme of well-
funded American missionary activities, the Tamilkdoated Northern Province had comparatively befeilities for

English language and pre-university education.
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There was also a limit beyond which Tamils could Im® absorbed within the traditional land- basecupations
in the arid areas where they predominated. Thihdéurencouraged many to seek employment througbagidn. The net
result was the relative over-representation of Tamihigher education, professions and the admnatisn in comparison

to their status in the general population.

In this context, post independence Sinhalese ralt&m sought to curb the Tamil presence in edunatintd thus
also in the professions and civil administrationhil& the passing of the “Sinhalese Only Bill” waseoattempt in this
process, more direct hurdles were placed on the pk&fTamils’ realization of educational goals sirtbe 1970s.The
constitutional provisions in the 1972 Constitutfanoring the Sinhalese language and Buddhist migalong with their

educational policies, convinced many Tamils thathad been perceived as a marginal community.

From 1971 onwards, a new “standardization” policgsvadopted, which ensured that the number of stsiden
qualifying for university entrance from each langeavas proportionate to the number of students setdor university
entrance examination in that language6. In reahdethis meant that Tamil speaking students haddoesmuch higher
than Sinhalese speaking students to gain admissioniversities. This also meant that for the fiiste, the integrity of
university admissions policy was tampered with Ising ethnicity as a basis. In 1972, a district gusystem was
introduced in order to benefit those not havingoadge access to educational facilities within ekiguage. These

changes had a serious impact on the demographermabf university entry.

In general, these policies seriously impacted upohonly the chances of Tamils to gain access tdri
education, but also on the overall process of ethglations as well. In 1977, the language- baskdission policy was
abolished and since that time various adjustmeate been introduced on the basis of merit, disticttas, disadvantaged
area quotas, etc. While the obvious ethno-linguidiscrimination of the 1971 policy has long beésnthntled, many

Tamil youth still feel that they are discriminatagainst in access to higher education.

Furthermore, the ethnic divisions in Sri Lanka témenanifest within the education structure in anber of other
ways—i.e., the organizational structure of educsionstitutions, the training of teachers anddbetent of textbooks and
syllabi—which are much more long lasting and farrenmsidious than the more visible ethno-linguigiaicies of the
1970s.

Related to the organizational structure of educatiinstitutions, it is clear that language-basegregation takes
place. This does not apply to privately-owned tositins in which instruction is in English, but digp to institutions with
more than one language of instruction (such as sameersities, mixed media schools and technicstitites) where a
system of internal segregation takes place. Intarails Sinhalese students are segregated intol&&ehimnguage schools
and Tamil and Tamil-speaking Muslim students agresgated into Tamil-language schools. If they ent@versities or
technical institutes, this segregation is likely dontinue unless they opt to, and have the moneseteive, a non-

segregated further education in English in privasgitutions.

The training of teachers poses similar problemsmast teachers in the system today are productdhef
segregated education system they are teaching oredver, they are all trained in institutions tlat internally
segregated except in the training of teachers aligog in subjects such as English. Few teactanitrg institutions in
operation today, have seriously taken into accthanneed to train teachers who can teach in a xikeéeping in mind the
challenges of a multicultural society. There idemacdisjuncture between current state policy talwasthnic relations and

the manner in which teachers are trained.
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Since the early-1980s, many have stressed thesobieol texts play in shaping ethnic relations iae tountry.
Ideally, school texts (e.g., texts used for teaghigligion, language, social studies, etc.) shqddray the multi-cultural
reality of Sri Lankan society and address issuasdhe important in this context while approachimg prescribed subject
matter. School texts have been written, supervipeatjuced and distributed by agencies of the staggning that their
contents reflect state policy or thinking. Furtherm ethnic politics have also been played outhi process of text
production. In recent times some of the more problx contents in these texts have been removedeirprocess of
revision and re-writing9. Ironically however, soingds this has gone to the opposite extreme—e.gspime texts all

references to ethnicity and related issues have tmBoved. Education and Teacher Deployment ((31Z8E).
ETHNIC CONFLICT AND EMPLOYMENT

As mentioned above, both language and educatidoigmhave placed barriers on employment, espgdialthe
administrative and professional ranks in which Tlamiere at one point “over-represented.” In thergig sector—which
for the most part continued to work in English—eaywhent opportunities for Tamils and other minostieemained
relatively open. As a result, today some of thalileg business ventures in the country are TamilexviHowever, as a
result of the discrimination that has occurred tates sector employment practices over time, ther@ fendency among
many Tamils to perceive of themselves as genedifigriminated against in employment. According lhe tensus of
public sector and corporate sector employment 801%ri Lankan Tamils accounted for 5.9% of thospleyed in the

state services. This represents a significant tham earlier years.
ETHNIC CONFLICT AND THE ISSUE OF LAND

The issue of ownership over and access to landlsaseen a consistent area in which ethnic psliticSriLanka
have manifested, and have sustained themselvestlweyears. As noted, one of the peculiaritieshim demographic
patterns in Sri Lanka is the relative concentratibaertain ethnic groups in certain geographiegiaons. The clearest site
of politics of land and ethnicity has been in tparsely populated areas of the dry zone in thelNG&ntre Province and
the Eastern Provincel0.When post independence moesrts decided to settle poor Sinhalese farmers fre densely
populated wet zone areas of the country, many &ebapoliticians and people in general viewed thecgss as a
“reclamation and recreation in the present of tleeigus Sinhalese Buddhist past."The so-called do@ation schemes”
became an integral aspect of Sinhalese Buddhisbfmauilding.” Not surprisingly, the Tamils hadcampletely different
perception of the colonization of the dry zone. Tib¢ion of the ‘traditional Tamil homeland’ becamotent component
of popular Tamil political imagination. Since Simése irrigation settlements in the North Central &astern Provinces
occurred under direct state sponsorship, it apderanany Tamils as a deliberate attempt of théd&@aese-dominated
state to marginalize them further by decreasingr thembers in the area. The colonization schemes alier the

demographic patterns, particularly in the EastenviAce in a significant way11.

A decision was made in the late-1970s to acceldrmealevelopment of the dry zone through the “Aexkd
Mahaweli Program,” that provided for the openingadiry zone areas further for agriculture and ttéssment of people.
Only in 1986, as a result of continuing Tamil atiitas, did the government agree to allocate theangimg land under the

Mahaweli Program on the basis of the ethnic distitm of each ethnic group in the total population.

Meanwhile, the Muslim community tended to rejea ttountervailing notion of a traditional Tamil hoared in
the North East region. Growing cooperation betwiensecurity forces and Muslim home guards ledTd EE attacks on
Muslim villages in the East, armed counter attamksTamil communities in the South East and to tretien of 55,000

Muslims from the North in 1990 most of whom remdisplaced today.
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LOSS OF CONFIDENCE IN NON-VIOLENT AND DEMOCRATIC PO LITICS

Ethnic politics and fears of discrimination led Tiapoliticians in the Federal direction from a vesgrly stage of
recent Sri Lankan politics. Since the 1930s, andhmmore clearly since the 1950s, Tamil politicattigs have been
asking for greater political autonomy for the ar@@asvhich they predominate. Such a devolution ofveo has been
recognized at different times as a means to diffiesesions between the two groups. A number of phats been
formulated to define the modalities for devolutimipower, including the Bandaranaike Chelvanaya®act in July 1957
that offered a framework for regional devolutiorutBlue to various political pressures, the provisiof the pact were
never implemented. In 1965, the Dudley-Chelvanayad®act was formulated and agreed upon. But, yeinaie

provisions of this pact—quite similar to the eartieme—were annulled.

The failure to implement these proposals led to iTdemands for separation, instead of Federalisahttiey had
been mostly seeking up to that point. On the pamany Tamils—particularly Tamil youth from the tlor—the failure of
these pacts also marked a disintegration of condieden parliamentary politics in general. In 1977e Tamil United
Liberation Front won an overwhelming electoral @igton a highly charged political platform of segtésm. In 1980, the
District Development Council Act was passed in Rarent and elections to the councils were heldilg 1981.But given

the lack of government commitment to decentralimatf power, this attempt also proved to be failure

After this point, there were clear indications ttteg politics of Tamil society were shifting fromet commitment
to parliamentary democracy (held by its consereateaders) to a commitment to armed struggle (bgldonsiderable
sections of Tamil youth).In 1979, the governmenaated the draconian Prevention of Terrorism Acta@n interim

measure, but in 1982 it was amended to be pahegbermanent law.
THE EMERGENCE OF ARMED CONFLICT

Until the early-1980s, ethnic conflict was primgiimited to the political arena where destructiorproperty and
life was minimal. However, violence had occurrednumber of occasions, such as in the passing ofSimhalese Only
Bill” in 1956. Similar ethnic riots involving Tansland Sinhalese occurred in 1958, 1977 and 198 tiaé most violent
and destructive taking place in July 1983. Manyeobars see the violence of July 1983 as a turnaiigt in the conflict.

After the early-1980s, such sporadic cases of mig#egradually gave way to institutionalized poétiziolence
which became a main feature of the conflict. Asthtage, organized or institutionalized politicallence was widely
utilized by both the political parties in power ahdmil youth who organized themselves into armeergila outfits. This

development marked the militarization and the stdadtalization of the Sri Lankan ethnic conflict.

The failure of parliamentary politics and the enttement of ethnic politics which led to frustratiamong Tamil
youth, eventually made some of these youth orgathizmselves into armed groups for the ostensibipgae of seeking
independence from Sinhalese domination. The firghese groups was the Tamil Tigers which lateredambe known as
the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Elam or LTTE. In 1®7the Tamil Tigers carried out a series of bartkberies and also
assassinated a number of police officers, many lbbérmwv were Tamil.Bank robberies and selected assd®&sinof
individuals within the Tamil community (who wererwidered traitors) later led to massacres of Seswabnd Muslim
civilians in the border villages and contested sr&y the 1980s, this phase in the evolution oftigal violence expanded
to include indiscriminate bomb attacks in the Sleka-dominated south, particularly in Colombo. ®ufpently, the

conflict reached civil war proportions and Indiagape- keeping forces were sent to Sri Lanka in 198 Indian forces
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left in 1990 and the civil conflict between the @ovment and LTTE resumed three months later. Th#icoescalated in

the late-1990s with conventional battles being faug capture territory.
ETHNIC CONFLICT IN FORMER YUGOSLAVIA

The current ethnic conflict in what was formerly gaslavia has roots that extend far back into hystdhe
nationhood of the different ethnic groups in Yugeg was always somewhat artificial, brought aboytthe force of
circumstances after World War | more than by ardesn the part of the different groups to be joitegether under one
banner. The nationalistic feelings in Yugoslaviteex back to the nineteenth century, to the ersatbnalism throughout
Europe. The ethnic groups in the region have loegnidivided by cultural differences, religion, dadguage. Efforts to
unify the region failed until after World War I, wh the impetus to come together increased for enmnand security
reasons. Yet, the nation that emerged was alwaysotes because the union did not satisfy the netdd the groups

equally.
ROOTS OF YUGOSLAVIA'S ETHNIC CONFLICT

Yugoslavia was a nation under the Soviet spheriafobfence, yet it was largely an artificial natiomade up of
entities that did not get along and that tried ididé up the region once the threat of Soviet fonaes removed. The
current ethnic conflict in what was formerly Yugagh has roots that extend far back into histohe &thnic groups in the
region have long been divided by cultural differesicreligion, and language. Efforts to unify thgioa failed until after
World War I, when the impetus to come togethereased for economic and security reasons. Yet t#te that emerged
was always tenuous because the union did notsé#tisfneeds of all the groups equally. The formegdslavia is perhaps
the most unstable of all the former Soviet sateBiates, and even though the direct attack on¥osas stopped by U.N.

forces last spring, stability is unlikely in theréseeable future.

The peoples of Yugoslavia were linguistically andtwrally differentiated after they had migratedtbhe Balkan
Peninsula in the sixth and seventh centuries Adb.nearly six centuries prior to the beginning cbMd War |, the Croats
and Slovenes were subordinated to the Germanidrkanthn Catholic Habsburg Empire, and the Easterho@ax Serbs,
Macedonians, and Islamized Slavs were ruled byOtteman Empire for much of the period between thateenth and

nineteenth centuries
THE ROLE OF ETHNICITY FROM THE BEGINNING OF THE YUG OSLAVIA'S CREATION

Yugoslavia came into existence in the aftermathVofld War I, in 1918, as the Kingdom of Serbs, Gsaand
Slovenes. (Jenkins and Sofos, 1996, p: 254). Téation of the new state was based on the concegthofcity, i.e. that
the South Slavs share an ethnicity and they shitngicefore be in the same state. (Sch™pflin, 20083¢). Yet, the term
ethnicity used at that time to imply only the notiof race and its content was partly biological.dssence was language.
Thus, it was assumed that people speaking the Eamgaage were members of the same nation and shoaftordance
be living in the same state. Hence the South Skere all members of one nation (Sch™pflin,2000,p)33uch projects of
social engineering were common in the nineteenthiucg. However, the exclusive emphasis on languegthe basis of
the state is creation implied that other key eleef identity-such as the South Slavis distinstdries and previous
experiences, their diverse expectations and claamswell as their various religious affiliations- neeignored
(Sch™pflin,2000,p:331). This was an important flamthe creation of the state, as it did not take werious account the
different ethnic identities of its groups and itldiot try to form a system that could assimilatenthin a way that they

would not constitute the base of the 1991 conflict.
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Yugoslavia under the leadership of Josip Broz Hitml his communist regime came into being at the a&fnd
World War Il. It was the federation of six repulsliBosnia-Herzegovina, Croatia, Serbia, Maceddviantenegro and
Slovenia) and of two autonomous provinces (Kosawb ¥dojvodina) under the name of The socialist FedBepublic of
Yugoslavia (1974 constitution). Its creation wasdzhon the principle of bratstvo | jedinstvo (Jeskand Sofos,1996,
p:258), i.e. on the brotherhood and unity that wasessary for the state is coherence. The comrsutficstnot found the
state is re-creation on ethnic and language tibgy Tather based the paradigm for solidarity am¥ogoslav ethnic
groups on two supra-ethnic elements (Hpken in Bokp Irvine & Lilly, 1997, p:82). First, they stresd the all-
Yugoslav, not just South Slav, historical experginé a common struggle for freedom and independencag the war
and secondly, they relied on a shared sense ofoigieal values, symbolized on the term self-managmdalism. In that
way, the regime attempted to emphasize the siidlarand suppress the divisive characteristics gntlo@ ethnic groups
(Jenkins and Sofos, 1996, p: 258). It tried to isgto the groups the doctrine of Yugoslavism (SiinT®2000, p: 338),

i.e. a common Yugoslav identity that was beyonditidévidual ethnic ones.

Education played a crucial role in this attempacsiit is one of the most important means of idgriGrmation.
The principles of self-managed socialism as webm@therhood and unity, as the key concepts ottimmmon Yugoslav
identity, were the most desired values in the efiloical objectives. Yet, the communists attempt teate a common
identity through the educational system based esethtwo paradigms proved not to be successfukadstit brought
forward more contradictions than it had expectdds Tesult is due first of all, to the fact thaé thooks of that period did
not familiarize students with the idea of the nuultiural society in which they had to live. Theyddiot teach them
effectively how to deal with ethnic diversity anigtihctiveness, as they did not provide them wiith knowledge that each
ethnic group had its own historical identity, whigéfinitely deserved the respect of the others abtihe same time it had
to be peacefully embodied within the larger spentaf a common Yugoslavian one. Instead of thatohystextbooks
dealt mostly with the history of the Partisan moeainand of each group is history, which in turnatee the feeling thus
left little space for the teaching of an ethnicritiy losing its historical basis. In addition, tlikeological values were often
linked with Tito himself, identifying thus the sgsh strongly with the leader. In identifying the t&ya with the ruler, the
educational system did not prepare students fot-pits conditions. As a result, historical educatiproved unable to
develop a didactical concept linking a respectifidividual historical identity with a kind of commoYugoslav identity
and therefore produced a vacuum in the historieahory of each group, which would be easier to bedfin with myths
and prejudices against each other rather than tvéhvalues of respect and loyalty, which are egsefar the peaceful

cohabitation of the various ethnic groups withimaltiethnic society.

With the death of Tito in 1980, the communist regibegan to weaken and tensions between Yugoskeifimic
groups emerged. This was due to the fact thatdhewnists never managed to build viable politioatitutions to codify
and regulate relations among the groups (Kupch&B,p9105). The authoritarian leadership of the camist regime did
not prove successful in creating a civic identityl an dealing effectively with the ethnic individuanes. As a result, the
process of transition toward a multiparty democraeyght Yugoslavia with a weak central authorityl ats people
organizing themselves into political parties alatgnic boundaries (Vuckovic, 1997, p: 155). It vessif Tito himself
fanned the flames of the following ethnic tensi@oinell, 1998, p: 146). Thus, in the years aftsrd@ath, conditions were

ripe for ethnicity to emerge as a dominant soufceoial and political cleavage (Kupcan, 1995, @)1

From that point on, ethnicity was used instruméwttl further interests by the political elites wheeded to
mobilize large followings to support their goalsthe struggle for power. In this struggle ethnidigcame a very useful

tool. (Smith,1991, p:20). It also became a distislging feature, in the sense that the various etgnbups identified
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themselves with their own ethnic identity, whictckexied the rest. Ethnicity became thus a matteoofrast (Cornell and
Hartmann, 1998, p: 20) and excluded the groupsdidatot share the same identity.

This exclusiveness that ethnicity can provide used by the ethno nationalist elites for politieatls and power.
From the end of 1988 and especially in the montksatling the elections of 1990, Yugoslavia is geowere polarized

along ethnic lines.

This is made explicit in Arnautovic is observatioithe situation in Yugoslavia of that period. mthidentity
was the basis of political representation or paditilegitimacy (Arnautovic in Burg and Shoup,2000% It was the
nationalist party leaders that mobilized these iethdentities of the people and aggravated theedifices in their
ethnicities so as to provoke nationalistic feelifgystheir own purposes. They used all the powaet éthnicity has to offer
with horrifying results (Cornell and Hartmann, 1998 151). My research is now going to focus on tibevmost crucial
elements of ethnicity were manipulated and pol#di by the elites for their specific political gpaind the extent to which

the contributed to the conflict.

THE MANIPULATION AND POLITICIZATION OF ETHNICITY
Historical Memories and Myths

Historical memories constitute a crucial elemengtbinicity according to Smithies definition. An Bt group is
thus a cultural collectivity that shares the samséohical memories of a common past (Smith,199Dp:Zhese memories

are supposed to link the group with bonds of Igyahid thus provide cohesion.

Yugoslavia is ethnic groups did not share the shisterical memories and as a result, the mythstedeaere not
at all converging. | will refer to the myths of & and Croatia, as they were the ones that doedntte political

ideologies after the weakening of the communisinnegand formed the basis of the manipulation ofieity by the elites.

The Croat historical myth is based on the medigaddom of kings Tomislav and Kredimir(Pavkovic, 799:7).
The kingdom lost its independence in 1097 and fdd@2it passed to the kings of Hungary. Within tbisitext, the
Croatian Diet is portrayed as a political strugglethe preservation of old historical rights oét@roatian state against the
encroachments of the Austrian Hapsburgs-that hawedathe Croatian crown-aiming at assimilating @soand their
lands(Pavkovic,1997,p:7). The goal of this mythistalggle was a sovereign and independent Croat&a and became

the focus of Croat national ideologies in the reegth century.

Also, the historical past of Croatia during Worlda¥MI was connected to the Ustada regime, the aigobf

which was based on the hatred against the Serbs.

The latter were considered by the Ustada as halépgived the Croats of their historical libertieslan this way
they developed a mystical fascination with rituafsviolence and terror (Pavkovic,1997,p:37) thakdéid them with the
Nazis and Fascists. These myths and memories opdkewere used by Croatia is elites and by thsigeat of the
Croatian Democratic Community(HDZ), Franjo Tudjmanerder to mobilize the Croatian ethnicity foetpersecution of
an independent and ethnically cleansed state(Jemkid Sofos,1996,p:269). The Serb historical mgttkdhback at their
medieval state that included the territory of Sgrbilerzegovina and Macedonia. Under Dudan the Migthe state
extended over the areas of present-day GreeceaBalgnd Albania. Within this myth, the historytbé state was viewed
as liberation of the Serbian territories from fgrerule. After Dufanis death, the empire disintegtaand conquered by

the Islamic Ottoman empire.
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The battle on Kosovo is Polje in 1389 against tft®i@ans became another myth. In this battle, thib Bebility,
according to the legend, sacrificed their livestfoair faith and liberty. Prince Lazar, who loss hife in the territory, was
canonized as a saint and the date of the battlenteeone of the central feast days, the day of &0 martyrs. During
Milosevic’s years, this myth was used to mobilizpplar support for the realization of political pta mainly of a Greater

Serbia, which | will refer to below.

Consequently, the myths of the past became paheoSerbian memory during the nineteenth centudyvegre
being transformed by the Serbian elites into idgiele for the fulfillment of their political agendasccording to Horowitz,
history can be a weapon and tradition can fuelietbonflict (Horowitz in Diamond,1994,p:118) butig when these two

elements are politicized that people become padraong ethnic lines and are led to a conflict.
ASSOCIATION WITH A HOMELAND

Another main feature of ethnicity is the attachmeith a specific territory. Smith argues that ithe attachments
and associations, rather than residence in or psisgeof the land that matters for ethnic idergificn(Smith,1991,p:23).
Hence, an ethnic may persist, even in the casattisabong divorced from its homeland, throughiatense nostalgia and
spiritual attachment. Thus, the territory is agral aspect of ethnic identity, as it represeémsarigins and the past of the
group living in it or being attached to it, as wed its struggles to conquer it. In this way, itdo@es a holy ground, or a

sacred land of our forefathers, our kings and sd({®mith,1991,p:23).

The case of Kosovo is of particular relevance tatlsisrtheory of symbolic attachment with a giverritery.
Kosovo was for Serbs the cradle of their culturd aation. They called it our Jerusalemi emphasitting their rights on
a territory that, as it was considered, was threateby the existence of another ethnic group, ahalbanians. On the
other hand, Albanians had also developed strongosiimattachments with the land, as they claimestadnical rights
derived from the ancient |lllyrians who populatede thBalkans before the settlement of the South
Slavs(Pavkovic,1997,p:87). Kosovo is case revdaassion and the hatred that ethnicity can figesi manipulated by
ethno nationalist political leaders. In Kosovo, #motional attachment to the land of the two etlyn@mups excluded one
another. Milosevic played an important role in étknic conflict that followed, by appealing to ttheep patriotic feelings
of the Serbian people, by becoming their voice bydueling nationalistic feelings when making staéats like Serbian
nationalism is a serpent deep in the bosom of #rbi&n people (Bokovoy et al, 1997, p: 328). Frbm point on, | am
going to analyze how Milosevic used the historit&mory and the attachment of the Serbian Peoptlecttiomeland of
Kosovo for achieving his vision of a Greater Setlni@er his own political control. Milosevic’s pr@gnme was based on
the nationalist ideology. Bette Denitch referrigthe ideology of nationalism says that it involtbe exploitation of
symbolic processes that mediate the communicat@ween leaders and populace invoking them to tHid, and act
according to its premises. This is the manipulatbsymbols with polarizing emotional context.i5Idievic accordingly,
used the emotional ties of the Serbs with Kosoweristory in order to pursue his dream of a Gre&rbia that would not
only incorporate Kosovo, but also lands where m3esbs lived, such as Eastern Slavonia and Karinlas®&Vic tried to
manipulate peoples patrioticism and fuel natiomalia them by appealing to their traumatic histdriceemories on the
Land. During his 1987 visit in Kosovo is Polje, mobilized aspects of the Serbian ethnicity, suchhassacrifice of
Prince Lazar, so as to strengthen people’s attachmith the land. He urged them in an indirect wiayfight for their
rights in the area and reassured them that Yugasknd Serbia will not give Kosovo awayi6. At Pollilosevic had
cannily identified the instrument necessary for paditical advancementi7, that was the politiciaatiof ethnicity is

attributes, mainly that of historical myths and #ssociation people have with a particular land.
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Milosevic also tried to achieve this purpose anéhsiill his nationalist ideology through the mauligtion of the
mass media. The Croatian government was portraygtidobroadcast media as fascists seeking to eixtatenall Serbs
and Germany and Austria were blamed for suppottireg Croatian fascism. This image of the Croatiath@ities as
Ustade was reinforced by their decision to replde® flag with the traditional Croat shield with cjuered squares
resembling the insignia used by the Ustade duringrlvWar ll(Pavkovic,1997,p:38). Also, the war irrd@tia was
presented as the struggle of the Serbian peoplestdbe processes of genocide by the Upstage i@roparty of Franco
Tudjman. The Serbian media spread the fear All dggoslavia. Ethnic hatreds and the Balkan ghost®woming more
and more to the surface, as the nationalist promgaontinued by the Croatian media, after 1990ttiaHDZ took over
their control. Consequently, the historical mythsl anemories of Yugoslavia is ethnic Groups as agltheir attachments
to particular territories became central devicethaprocess of national emancipation, which resllh the most violent

conflict in the history of the Balkans.
FEATURES OF COMMON CULTURE (RELIGION )

Religion is considered as the most important elérméa common culture. Religious affiliations cdserame a
significant marker of ethnicity (Pavkovic, 1997,): and religious symbols, ritual and institutiomere used to Activate

aggressive nationalistic feelings for the promotiémpolitical agendas.

Yugoslavia is ethnic groups were differentiatedhair religious beliefs. Serbs, Montenegrins anccétinians
are Eastern Orthodox. Croats and Slovenes are R@atlics, while in Bosnia-Herzegovina there sizeable Muslim
population. (Kupchan, 1995, p: 105). The differatitins in terms of the various religious affiliat®created distinctive
customs, rituals and beliefs which shaped the elegryife of the groups. The separate calendarsarddibr the Eastern
Orthodox and Gregorian for the Roman Catholic- gnibed a separate set of feast days even for themom Christian
celebrations. In particular, Serb Eastern Orthoddeyeloped two distinct cults; that of the mediefeainder of the Serb
Orthodox Church, St Sava, and that of the Kosovayra The celebration of these two cults clearlgrks off the Serb
Orthodox from the Roman Catholic believers (Pav&@d97, p:6). However, these differences in the whjife and
religion, although they differentiated the cultwfeYugoslavia is groups, they could not have shapehtional ideology
capable of leading to an ethnic conflict. It wasiaghe politicization of these religious identitiand the polarization of
the people along ethnic lines that created theitiond for the conflict. An example proving thattiee dramatic rise of the
Muslimism religious identities in Bosnia. Such itides had not been so strong before their poktiton. The Serbs,
Croats and Muslims of the area lived peacefullyrffany years as neighbors, even though there wlezatices in their
religious dogmas. As Huntington mentions, MuslimergvBosnians who did not go to the mosque, Croate Bosnians
who did not go to the cathedral and Serbs were iBosnwho did not go to the Orthodox church’s
(Huntington,1997,p:269). It was when the elitegtethto play upon these differences that religibetiefs became a
marker of ethnic identity and, to quote Huntingtagain, each ethnic group identified itself with fisader cultural

community and defined itself in religious terms(tiogton,1997,p:269).

In 1990, the Muslims of Bosnia voted for the Muskarty of Democratic Action (SDA) led by Alija |Z&tgovic.
He was a devout Muslim, imprisoned for his Islamativism by the communist government. Izetbegouothticedced to
the Muslim society the pan-Islamist version of Maunsinationalism, which regarded Islam as the immigtaiore of
Muslim ethnic and political identity (Pavkovic,19975). In his book The Islamic Declaration: A pragme for the
Islamisation of Muslims and Muslim peoples, he amagthe revival of an authentic Islamic consci@ssnand he argued
for the incompatibility of Islam with non- Islamgystems. There can be neither peace nor coexisbataeen the Islamic

religion and non-Islamic social and political imstions (Huntington,1997,p:269). Thus, as Pavkarigues, Izetbegovic
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affirmed the Islamic religiously-defined ethnic /ity in politics and tried to promote a project ari Islamic society,
where non-Muslims (Serbs and Croats) were secass ditizens with no political civil rights (Pavkod997,p:97). This
resulted in the reaction of the Serbs and Croat#,was viewed as a force towards the politicahoh@nce of the Muslims
in Bosnhia. Soon the conflict took dimensions of @@de, as the Serbs cleansed the Bosnian town aindvof its 40.000
Muslims and the symbols of the opposing religiorcéiee destroying mosques and Croats blowing up @otho
monasteries (Huntington,1997,p:272). Consequemdiigion, as a fundamental aspect of ethnicity,abee a useful

political tool in the hands of the elites for the@motion of their own plans.
CONCLUSIONS

This research leads us to the conclusion that @tiindid play an important role in ethnic conflidtrom the
beginning of the state is creation, ethnicity wasiraportant flaw. The communist regime suppres$éedvarious ethnic
identities of the groups and tried to create a ¥lmo & Srilankan one based on supra-ethnic elemafas the imperial
suppression of these identities proved costly iddéer when they permitted expression they tookpshin ferocious
forms(Davis,1996,p:50). The culpability of the pickl elites for giving expression to these idéesitand for emphasizing
and politicizing their differences for their ownljpical purposes cannot be denied. In Yugoslaviatisic conflict, all the
symbolic power that ethnicity can provide was matdfed in such a way that fanned the flames foaggressive ethno

nationalism to emerge as a force that finally dhaos.

Ethnicity became the most prevalent element ofjtioeip’s identification. The political elites playactentral role
in it. According to Bourdieu, it is political leadewho emphasize the differences, who have the pofvemposing the
vision of divisions, that is the power of makingible and explicit social divisions that is implidi is the power to make

groups, to manipulate the objective structure cfety.
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