TLTE — THE ARCHIVE OF TRUST - THE CASE

Ceylon Citizenship Act No. 18 of 1948 (and Indian and
Pakistani Residents (Citizenship) Act No. 3 of 1949)

Passed in the first session of the post-independence Ceylon Parliament. Together with the 1949 Indian and
Pakistani Residents (Citizenship) Act, disenfranchised approximately 700,000-800,000 Up-country Tamils
(Malaiyaha Tamils) — workers and descendants of workers on the British colonial-era tea estates — whose
families had lived in Ceylon for one or more generations. The first post-independence |egidlative measure that
targeted an ethnically-defined community for mass loss of political status.

The 1948 and 1949 Acts are the structural starting point of the Narrowing Timeline. They establish the legitimacy
template — exclusion of a Tamil-speaking community from the post-independence settlement, through ordinary
legislation, on stated criteria that produce atargeted ethnic effect — that every subsequent step in the Timeline
either repeats or builds on. The Maaiyaha community is therefore the first community in the post-independence
record to which the structural argument applies.

81 What they did

The Ceylon Citizenship Act 1948 set citizenship criteria— descent from Ceylonese citizens, or residence for
specified periods with documentary proof — that were extremely difficult to satisfy for the Up-country Tamil
community, many of whose families lacked the documentary record because British plantation administration had
not kept it. The Indian and Pakistani Residents (Citizenship) Act 1949 set parallel criteriafor those who could not
register under the 1948 Act. The Ceylon (Parliamentary Elections) Amendment Act 1949 then removed those
without citizenship from the electoral roll.

The net effect was the disenfranchisement of approximately 700,000 to 800,000 Up-country Tamils— a
population that had returned seven Members of Parliament in the 1947 general election. After 1949 this
community held no parliamentary representation for nearly thirty years, until partial citizenship was restored under
the Sirimavo-Shastri Pact (1964) and the Indo-Sri Lanka Agreements of 1967, 1974, and 1986.

82 Privy Council and Section 29(2)

In Kodakan Pillai v Mudanayake (1953) the Privy Council upheld the 1948 Act against a Section 29(2) challenge
by reading the Act's criteriaas facially neutral. The decision iswidely cited (Wickramasinghe; DeVotta) as a
missed structural opportunity: the criteria were facially neutral but produced an unambiguously targeted ethnic
effect that the constitutional court did not strike down. Section 29(2) itself was then removed when the 1972
Constitution was adopted (see Narrowing Timeline step 7).

83 Why it sitsat narrowing-step 1

The 1948 and 1949 Acts are the first post-independence | egislative measures that targeted a Tamil-speaking
community for differential political status. They predate the Sinhala Only Act (1956) by eight years and the
Vaddukoddai Resolution (1976) by twenty-eight. Any structural reading of the Narrowing that began later than
1948 would miss the foundational example. Up-country Tamil disenfranchisement also distinguishes the case
structurally from a story about the conflict in the north-east alone — the structural pattern is older and broader
than that.
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What thisis not

» Thisarticle does not name any individual living politician or descendant. Historical political figures appear
only where they are the named parties of record in the primary statutes or pacts.

* Thisarticle does not speak for the Malaiyaha community. Up-country Tamil civic and political structures speak
for themselves; TLTE archives the legidative record only.

» Thisarticle does not aggregate disenfranchisement figuresin TLTE voice. The 700,000-800,000 rangeis
attributed to Kanapathipillai, DeV otta, and Wickramasinghe.
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