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ABSTRACT

The theme of this study is the emergence of an authoritarian tendency of Sinhalese Buddhist ethno-
nationalism as it was reflected in the success of the Jathika Hela Urumaya (JHU) at the parliamentary
general election in 2004, The study argues that this particular political trend can be rationalized as an
ideological manifestation of a newly emerged middle class that which was emerged against the
background of the process of capitalization and commercialization in some urban and semi-urban
social landscapes, especially in Colombo, Kalutara, Gampaha and Kandy districts. The JHU marked
asignificant turning point in the hegemonic Sinhalese Buddhist nationalism by radicalizing ethnic and

religious chauvinism and reinterpreting postcolonial politics in ethnic and religious terms.

The above mentioned phenomenon is analyzed throughout this study by situating it within the problems
of postcolonial state building and nation building in Sri Lanka. One of the main problems in the
process of post-colonial state building in Sri Lanka was the reinforcement of indigenous ethnic,
religious and other communitarian ideologies and practices within the modern institutional and
constitutional formation of the state and restructuring the state itself under the influence of the
hegemonic forms of ethno-nationalism. In the process of postcolonial nation building, the minority
ethnic and religious identities were not democratically integrated into the state nationalism and as a
result, two main ‘imaginary communities’ were emerged around the antagonistic poles of Sinhalese

and Tamil ethno-nationalism (s).



The specific historic and political conjuncture of the emergence of the JHU is analyzed in this study
under few themes, namely the political-economic transformation occurred since the 1980s against
the background of neo-liberal economic reforms, the politico-ideological context in the first decade
of the Twenty first century, and particular strategic choices made by the JHU in responding the
above conditions. The main emphases of the study are the ethnic exclusionist standpoint of nation
building maintained by the JHU, radicalization of Sinhalese-Buddhist ethnic identity politics, and
reinterpreting the relationship between religion and state as consequences of the authoritarian tendency
of hegemonic ethno-nationalism represented by the JHU. The underline argument throughout this
whole analysis is that the JHU is an authoritarian trend of Sinhalese-Buddhist ethno-nationalism
which was possible against the background of certain particular political-economic and politico-

ideological changes that were occurred in the era of neo-liberal globalization.



