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University Admissions Standardisation (1972–1973)
From 1972 the Sri Lankan Ministry of Education introduced ethnically-asymmetric criteria for university

admission. Tamil-medium candidates were required to score higher than Sinhala-medium candidates for entry

to the same faculty. From 1974 a district-quota system further weighted admission toward districts with lower

educational provision. The combined effect substantially reduced Tamil representation in science,

engineering, and medical faculties at Peradeniya, Colombo, Moratuwa, and Jaffna campuses.

Standardisation is the case-study most often cited in scholarship on the post-1956 escalation from constitutional

federalism to separatist mobilisation, particularly among the post-1960 Tamil youth generation. Where the Sinhala

Only Act closed civil-service careers, standardisation closed the educational pipeline that fed those careers. It is

the policy most commonly identified by scholars (DeVotta; Tambiah; Wilson) as the proximate radicaliser of the

post-1972 Tamil youth cohort.

§1 What it did
From 1972, candidates sitting the University Entrance Examination in Tamil medium were required to score higher

cut-off marks than candidates sitting in Sinhala medium to qualify for the same faculty. From 1974, the

district-quota system allocated a portion of places by district of residence, with weighting favouring districts with

lower educational provision. The Tamil-majority Northern and Eastern Provinces had — under the colonial-era

and early-independence settlement — relatively strong educational infrastructure, particularly in mathematics and

science; the district-quota system reduced their share of university places below their proportional share of

national population.

The net effect in the sciences was substantial. DeVotta (2004) and Wilson (1988) summarise the figures:

Tamil-medium representation in science, engineering, and medical intakes fell from approximately 35–40% in the

early 1960s to approximately 14–20% by the mid-1970s.

§2 Why it radicalised
The post-1972 Tamil youth cohort experienced a closing pipeline at exactly the moment the constitutional pathway

closed (1972 Constitution, narrowing-step 7) and the negotiated-pact pathway had already closed (B-C 1957, D-C

1965 — steps 4 and 6). The combination of constitutional foreclosure, civil-service-career foreclosure, and

educational-pipeline foreclosure within a single decade is the structural pre-condition that scholarship from

DeVotta, Wilson, and Tambiah identifies as the proximate driver of post-1972 Tamil-youth mobilisation.

Partial relaxation of standardisation from 1977 onward did not reverse the cohort effect: the educational losses of

the 1972–1977 cohort were not made up by post-1977 admissions reforms, and the political effect of that period

was already in motion.

§3 Why it sits at narrowing-step 5
Standardisation sits between the Sinhala Only Act (step 3) and the 1972 Constitution (step 7) in the Narrowing

Timeline. It is the administrative companion to the legislative and constitutional steps either side of it: where the

Sinhala Only Act removed Tamil from administrative use, standardisation removed Tamil-medium candidates from

the educational pipeline that fed administration. Together they describe the post-independence closure of Tamil

access to the institutions of the unitary state through ordinary policy rather than through extraordinary measure.
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What this is not
• This article does not name any individual policymaker, civil servant, or university administrator.

• This article does not aggregate admissions figures in TLTE voice. All percentages attributed to DeVotta and

Wilson.

• This article is not a brief against district-quota reasoning as a category of educational policy. Such policies

exist lawfully in many states; the mechanism documented here is the ethnically-asymmetric design and effect

within the Sri Lankan instance.
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