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Chiang Mai – He was born on 11
August 1936 in Inn Wa, Zegyo, Pabedan
Ward in central Burma. His real name is
Ko Lay. Matriculating f rom Mandalay
University he served as librarian of the
University Hostels and as Sagaing
Association Mental Strength In-charge. He
also joined Mandalay University Writers’
Club.

His first poem, ‘My native place Shwe
Inn Wa’, was published in the August 1952
issue of the Mandalay Myanmar Lanzin
daily paper. He later won the National
Literary Award for his ‘Lan Thit’ poetry
book. In 1990, along with four other poets,
he published the ‘Nadi 5 Thwe’ (Five
Rivers) book of poetry. He currently lives
in Tadaoo, Burma.

Mizzima reporter Kyaw Kha recently
interviewed poet Ko Lay, asking him about
his views on the role of youth in current
press and literary circles, press freedom,
the definition on journalism under
successive military regimes and the
manipulation and control of media by the
junta.

Q: How do you feel about the
current situation of the literary and
journalistic community? Is it
satisfactory?

A: No, because the new generation
does not know what they should be as they
have no opportunity to learn their
profession and techniques. Moreover, there
are no more editors here. Even in this
situation, this new generation wants to
poke the noses of and insult elders.

We were brought up under the
supervision of great editors. If they
rejected our articles by saying the quality
was poor, we had no objection. Now adays

there are no rejections in the editorial
world. These editors will select the article
written by a young author attacking a 75-
year old author like me. They won’t reject
and object to such an article. They want
to make waves only. Even if someone
writes an article attacking a great writer
like Dagon Tar Yar, they wi ll print i t. No
doubt.

We, though, do not object to being
progressive and modern.

Q: What do you see today in the
youth literary circle?

A: There are many disappointments
in this mat ter. I n our time, we had Saya
(master/mentor) Zaw Gyi, Saya Min Thu
Wun, Uncle Dagon Tar Yar, Ludu Daw Ah
Mar, Lude U Hla and others. And then, at
Mandalay University, we had Saya U San
Tun, Professor U Chan Mya, Saya U Oo
and Maung Maung Swe. But today, I think,
young journalists and writers have no one
to instruct them and no right to speak.

Q: What does this new
generation of young writers and
journalists need to learn from their
role models in literature?

A: In Burmese, the saying goes ‘honor
goes to honor deemed’, as printed at the
heading of papers every day. But they don’ t
follow this saying. Without a right to honor
honorable writers, there will be no chance
to find honor able writers. I n this mat ter,
the State plays the great role. This is the
responsibility of State government to
highlight and portray who should be
honored and respected.

We have no opportunity to work freely
and widely. So, new generation journal ists
and writers become idiots. Everybody
knows who’s responsible for it. This is the

most disappointing matter for me. The
situation in our country is like that.

The people who deserve honor are
marginalized in our country. So the new
generation does not know them now. For
instance, they should provide all
assistances to the funeral of Ludu Daw Ah
Mar (a recently deceased Burmese literary
figure from the same generation as Ko
Lay). But we did not have a chance even
to assemble. This is how democracy is in
our country.

Q: How should the new
generation act? What type of
freedom should they have?

A: This is the superstructure. Without
resolving politics, they cannot be handled.
Only when we properly lay the democracy
foundation will all these superstructures
materialize.

I started writing when I was only 14.
Now I’m 75, so now my writing career is
about 60 years old. So, now this is their
[the new generation’s] turn to say
something. They have attained the age of
speaking for themselves. But they have no
platform from which to speak out.

If they assemble somewhere,
authorities watch them closely and report
their movements. So this situation is a lack
of freedom. Even me, I’m not a politician,
but as I get older my outrage regarding
this situation grows. We can’t do anything
here. In this way, we automatically become
rebels. This is the democracy issue.
Nowadays, there is no room for metaphors,
similes and figurative speech.

I’d like to say these things but we have
no right to express them. There is no
freedom of organization and no freedom
of expression. If we move a little bit, they

[authorities] will certainly think of us as
rebels. They name us and classify us as
rebels, but really we are not.

Q: How effective is the junta’s
infiltration into the literary world of
Burma?

A: They have their own protégés to
conduct their slogans and policy of ‘counter
media with me   innovations, but they are
poor. Some of them are prodigies and
gifted but their talents and creative abilities
cannot be nurtured properly. A teak tree
must have enough space to grow straight.
If they have to grow in a winding and
twisted position, they will be useless.

Q: Do you have any experience
with your work being censored?

A: Oh! There’s a lot. I have had such
an experience hundreds of times. For
instance, I wrote a poem about eloping
with a girl.

   Spears standing and shining
swords lying ahead

Cobra lying on thorny road
Anyway, sworn friends!
 Let’s go and take her

I wrote this poem about a lad eloping,
but the censor board saw my poem in a
different way, in their own w ay. They
disliked the words ‘spears’ and ‘swords’ in
my poem. See, how about the situation
here. I wr ote this poem very simply. The
boy will act no matter what stands in his
way – spears, swords, a cobra or thorns.
It’s very simple. He will certainly elope with
this girl by entering her house at any cost.

In my 60-year long writing career,
many of my works were inked over, torn
out or deleted. I wrote many poetry books.
But I have no intention to republish these
works now. I don’t want to see my works
being broken and deformed. I can’t tolerate
cutting out even a single beautiful word in
my works.

Another example, I wrote a poem
about my dad not feeling well. The
weather was not suitable for him. Cloudy
skies in winter could take my dad’s life.
The climate change can claim the lives
of elderly people. I worry very much
about them. So, I wrote about my dad.
Patient who’s taking treatment
Please be kind to my dad

Be kind to my dad
Keep him warm by the rays

of the sun
I wrote this poem about my dad. But

the censor board saw my poem in a
different way. Please don’t cleverly write

Indian states and Burma, which occupy a
central geographical position in India’s
Look East Policy.

Unfortunately, there is no people-to-
people contact between the northeastern
states and Burma. People, except for
smugglers and insurgents, do not interact
with each other. Moreover, people in
Northeast India always look at the military
junta with a lot of antagonism and distrust.

But, for New Delhi, Burma is the
gateway to ASEAN as it is the only ASEAN
country to share a border with India. India
and ASEAN signed a Free Trade Agreement
in August 2009 that will cover 11 countries,
including Burma, with a combined gross
domestic product of over US$ 2 trillion.

As New Delhi’s relationship with
Burma is a necessity, people in the
northeastern states of India are worried
that any form of cloud-shrouded nexus
between Burma and North Korea could
have a serious impact in the region. India
and Burma share a 1,700-kilometer border
that is open and porous. Four Indian states
– Mizoram, Manipur, Nagaland and
Arunachal Pradesh – maintain an
international border crossing of hostile
terrain.

Saikia argued that New Delhi has been
spending huge funds for the development
of modern Burma, including the India-
Burma-Thailand Trilateral Highway project
and ports in Burma, but in return the people
of India, and especially in the northeast,
have received nothing.

India is funding a US$ 20 million project
for the establishment of a wire
manufacturing plant and US$ 64 million for
three 230 KV transmission lines in Burma,
“But, in return, the military junta is giving
us tensions and problems,” Saikia alleged.

New Delhi has always miserably failed
in capturing Burma’s gas reserves, as
Chinese and South Korean companies
outsmarted India to shore up energy deals.
Burma has reportedly one of the world’s
biggest gas reserves, estimated at more
than 90 trillion cubic feet. The dream
project of an India-Burma gas pipeline has
also failed.

The northeastern states are already
concerned over the trans-border
movement of separatist insurgent outfits.
ULFA [United Liberation Front of Asom],
NSCN [National Socialist Council of
Nagaland] and Meitei [Manipuri] insurgent
outfits use different areas in Burma’s
Sagaing Division that shares a border with

India for safe sanctuary and training, with
the Burmese regime turning a blind eye.
There are also reports of Burmese military
officials collecting huge amounts of
“protection tax” from insurgent outfits in
return for territorial concessions.

Meanwhile, drug smugglers, in
collaboration with Burmese security
agencies, al legedly bring in large
consignments of heroin, amphetamine and
methamphetamine to the northeastern
states, and the youth are falling prey to
drugs.

“Several thousand Chins from Burma
are illegally staying in Mizoram because
of the atr ocities of the mi litary junta, ”
Rozika Changte, a Mizoram government
official said, adding that New Delhi is not
showing any interest to resolve the
problem. Changte, who worked for a long
time in the border town of Champhai in
Mizoram, said many local Mizos are not
happy with the Chin refugees staying in
their state i llegally.

Burma’s military regime has been
building underground tunnels in various
parts of the country with assistance from
North Korea and has been buying weapons
from countries like Russia and China.
Burma has recently signed a contract to

buy 20 MIG-29 fighter planes from Russia.
The contract is worth close to US$ 570
million, according to media reports in
Russia.

“Why does Burma need to buy arms?
Whom will it fight? China or I ndia? Or, is it
trying to sell some of the small arms to
insurgent outfits in the northeast?” Kabya
Jyoti Bora, a social activist working against
the proliferation of small arms asked,
adding that there are ceasefire
agreements between Burma’s military
leaders and most ethnic rebel groups.

Instead of instability across the India-
Burma border and consequences
stemming from the lack of human rights
in Burma, people in Northeast India want
the general elections in Burma to be held
democratically, to be f ree and inclusive,
and for the military junta to give up the
power that it forcefully captured. Will New
Delhi be able to play a pro-active role in
Burma’s 2010 election process, ensuring
that it be free and fair? Or will the selling
of weapons and providing of arms to the
Burmese junta continue to be
misunderstood in making India’s border
safer and increasing stability? These are
questions that New Delhi will have to
think over.

 Interview with poet continued on page  6
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In 1989 he was sentenced to prison,

without any proof of having committed a
crime. He was released almost 20 years
later, in September 2008, though he does
not see it that w ay himself. He did not want
to be released out of pity for his old age,
but only on the basis of the charges against
him. This is one of the reasons why he still
wears his blue prison shirt. He may be
outside the prison walls, but he still is not
free to do as he wants in his country.

U Win Tin is one of Burma’s most well-
known journalists, an opposition leader and
Daw Aung San Suu Kyi’s right hand man.
Famous both inside and outside of Burma,
many people campaigned for his release.
He is known as Burma’s longest serving
political prisoner, though as he says, “There
are many young people who spend more
than twenty years in jail and who are hardly
known by the people.”

He spent almost twenty years in one
of Burma’s most notorious prisons, Insein
in Rangoon. For long periods of time he
was kept in isolation and even in former
dog cells. He kept himself sane by writing
poetry and solving mathematical problems.
He is now 80 years old and his health is
starting to fail. Because of a lack of medical
care during his incarceration, existing
medical conditions worsened. He suffers
badly from asthma, underwent a heart
operation last August, suffers from
spondylitis of his spine and has failing
eyesight. But from the moment he was
released he resumed his old duties for the
opposition party NLD (National League for
Democracy). In his own words: “I am not
bedridden so I can walk. But anyhow, I work
everyday and I meet people and I talk with
the media. Sometimes I am tired. But I
continue.”

A brave man with a vision and a dream
of a free Burma – a comparison with South
Africa’s anti-apartheid hero and former
president Nelson Mandela comes to mind
– U Win Tin’s struggle is purely non-violent.
He believes this is also a part of the
character of the Burmese people. I asked
him whether he thinks that maybe at some
point, violence will be necessary to create
change in Burma.

U Win Tin: I do not think it is necessary
to use violence because people in Burma
are really – because of their religion (90
percent Buddhist) – mild and very docile.
Their will, their desire, is not to use a
violent way. Even to use a violent word is
frowned upon in Burmese society. The
people like to be very polite and very quiet
and they do not express their will in a violent
way.

I think the nonviolent way is possible,
though there might be some violence, or a
violent phase in our struggle. Of course
the ruling power in the country is too big.
There is a very strong army and they have
modernized and spent a lot of money on
the military. They have built up their mi litary
power over the years. One army regiment
is like 1,000 people or something like that.
They are very modernized, live in big
houses, own plantations and inside their
compounds there might even be some
factories. So they are very strong, you see,
among the people. Of course the soldiers
themselves are suffering too. But they are
suffering much less than the ordinary
people. They earn more money and they
have more facilities.

We are nonviolent all the time. We go
out on the streets but we never use
violence. I just think it is not in the Burmese
people’s will to use violence. It is not their
style of expressing their will, political
thinking and opinions. People are very
nonviolent now. But maybe tomorrow, I
don’t know.

He then elaborated on the violent
suppression of the 2007 Saffron Revolution.

U Win Tin:  The military is very strong
and suddenly they will shoot, even the
monks. All the people are giving homage
to the monks, but they shoot them. I n 2007,
monks were shot for no reason. Even in
the time of colonial rule there was political
movement by the monks, polit ical
demonstrations and so on. But nowadays,
say for instance in 2007, the monks are

give support to the monasteries.
But, although it is effective, in order

to have a pronounced change more is
needed. The monks, according to Buddhist
teachings, do not act as politicians.
Burmese monks are always out of politics
because they are the religious people, so
they are not concerned with voting.
Anyhow, they have a very strong tradition
of political activity and leadership, even as
far back as the colonial days.

Although the government promotes
religion so that people will regard them as
the guardians of the religion, they try too
hard. So you see, this pattannikujjana
action happened and they were very
shocked. In a situation like this, the monks
could make a movement if they were a
political party, but they ar e not. They are
not a political party, so they have to wait
and just provide people with information
and tell people that this government really
has no authority and that the monks are
suppressed.

Things have not changed for the better
since the peaceful demonstrations by the
monks were violently stopped in 2007, have
they?

U Win Tin:  Every week we hear news
about monks being arrested and taken
from their monasteries. Even, for instance,
if I want to ask a monk to give some
offering at my house, his monastery will
be asked not to go to my house. The
government’s suppression of religious
people will not go unnoticed, because in
the foreign press and media people are
reporting these incidents. So, although
there is not so much activity by the monks
as a political force, they are still there. The
force is going on everyday and they work
everyday.

Because they have to collect their
meals, they go around and talk to the
people. They are in contact with the
people. In that way they are more political
than us, because we do not go to people’s
houses everyday. They have to go out and
collect their meals early in the morning or
in the daytime. They are in close contact
with the people and can exchange ideas
and opinions. Their influence on the people
is very high, because they are their friends.
And in those talks there might be some
political matters or talk about suffering.

We talk about the United States’
recent policy of dealing with the Burmese
junta: engagement coupled with sanctions.
How does U Win Tin feel about this new
approach? According to him, a lot of the
sanctions are not very effective, but he

nonetheless feels engagement with the
military regime will not be very effective
either.

U Win Tin:  It has been proven that
sanctions are not effective and they know
that. But they will keep them as long as
there is no improvement in the current
situation. Engagement is not effective
either, as it has already been tried by other
countries such as Russia. Nowadays the
U.S. government uses this engagement
and sanctions approach together. They are
attacking with one gun that is not very
effective and now they are using another
gun that is also not very effective. Whether
they have one gun or two guns it does not
matter.

Although I do not think this American
action of engagement and sanctions will
be very effective, we are still hopeful. At
least now there are two weapons and they
are engaging in Burma, so people in
political parties and political forces are
encouraged and we are rather hoping for
something.

He switches to the subject of the
upcoming elections in 2010.

U Win Tin:  Without political dialogue
the upcoming elections will be nothing.
They will be a sham. This election is built
upon the framework of the 2008
constitution, which will be enacted after
this election. This constitution will prolong
military rule for many years. There are no
peoples’ rights, no democratic rights,
nothing at all. For instance, according to
this constitution (article 6), the military is
the leader of politics. I cannot agree with
that.

Another difficulty is that there is no
political will on the part of the junta. They
have no idea of the country’s problems and
are only thinking of their own will, which
is to prolong their rule. They have no plans
at all to make any contact, to make any
dialogue, with political forces or ethnic
nationalities. So, we use this American
initiative as a tool to move and go through
the election. The election is a sham without
the participation of the ethnic nationalities
and opposition parties. We need to have
political dialogue before the election with
nationalities, with ourselves and with
opposition forces. That will be the only way.

One of the demands of the United
States government and also one of the
conditions for the NLD to partake in the
upcoming elections is the release of all
political prisoners. Amnesty International
estimates there are currently more than
2,000 political prisoners languishing in
Burma’s prisons. Many of them were
involved in the 1988 uprising and the 2007
Saffron Revolution. Nearly 200 monks and
nuns are believed imprisoned. U Win Tin
feels the US might have some influence
on the release of these prisoners.

U Win Tin:  If the US shows some
positive thinking and initiative, the military
will know how to react to this. One of these
reactions can be the release of political
prisoners. As a sign of goodwill they might
release some students but they will not
release all political prisoners. They will
keep some as hostages. They want to
show the world that they are not that bad,
by releasing prisoners. When I was
released in September 2008, they released
many prisoners, most of whom were
criminals and not political prisoners.

U Win Tin believes the junta is not
interested in the political process. A person
with ties to a foreign country cannot
participate in the election. This was
invented to prevent Daw Aung San Suu Kyi,
whose husband was British and sons live
abroad, from playing a legitimate role in
politics.

U Win Tin:  The government has no
intention to give her a role to play in
Burmese politics. She is a very good leader.
Daw Aung San Suu Kyi has many activities
and much influence, but still she is
restricted. She can do a lot and she can
assert her experiences on the people. But,
if she is not allowed to go outside of
Rangoon or to meet the press or
something, then it is almost impossible for
her to play a very big role in politics.

nonviolently and nonpolitically rallying
against the government by just reciting the
metta suttra, which is about loving
kindness. And still they were shot. They
are still unsure how many monks were
killed. People believe more than 100 were
killed. People are shocked by this and do
not like it.

When I do get hold of him – I am
referred to a different number a few times,
as he has no permanent place of residence
due to the junta repossessing his house
during his detention and pressure placed
on landlords not to rent to him – I am
surprised by his eloquent and energetic
sounding voice. He is witty and sharp and
talks a lot. He has no fear that
conversations like ours might cause him
danger.

U Win Tin: You see, if you speak like
this in Burma, some action or something
you have done cannot bring danger for you
at the present time, but it might be
dangerous for you at a later time. They
keep a record of your actions, and then
when you are sent for trial these things
will become evidence of you being guilty.

But I do not mind. I am always talking
to the media: VOA, BBC, DVB, I rrawaddy.
I am very outspoken and I have no
restraints about my opinions. Recently, I
was telling everybody that Burma at this
moment is like a jail, like a prison. The
whole country is a prison and people are
suffering. We talk about human rights
violations and about the 2,000 political
prisoners in jail now, but all people are
prisoners. They are prisoners in their own
country, in their own towns and homes.
Whenever I go to my office or to a friend’s
house or even to a funeral, you see, there
are some two or three motorcycles
following me. It is almost impossible to see
a free man in Burma at this moment.

When asked about his opinion on the
recently announced alms boycott and
whether he thinks it is effective, his answer
is long and passionate, it is obvious he
admires the monks and is a devout
Buddhist.

U Win Tin: This pattanikkujjana  (alms
boycott) is very effective. For a Buddhist,
when you are under a pattanikkujjana  you
are no longer a Buddhist. For the
government it is very effective. They are
Buddhist  – nominally of course – and the
pattanikkujjana  has a very bad effect on
them. As Buddhists, they play the religion
card. They assume they are the guardians
of the religion. They are the promoters of
the religion. They put up big pagodas and
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New Delhi –  With Burma nurturing
nuclear ambitions, pro-democracy
activists in Japan held a rally on January
22nd as representatives from Asian
countries including Burma assembled in
Tokyo to at tend a seminar on nuclear
security with off icials from the
International Atomic Energy Association
(IAEA).

A Burmese woman activist in Tokyo
told Mizzima that the protest was aimed
at highlighting the Burmese peoples’
plight under the military dispensation and
to draw attention to the junta’s planned
nuclear project.

“It is our duty to protest and highlight
what is happening in Burma to the world.
Besides, we want the international
community to pay attention to the junta’s
nuclear ambitions,” she said.

According to a Japanese Foreign
Ministry release, the IAEA and the
Japanese Foreign Ministry jointly hosted
the seminar, enti t led ‘Seminar on
Strengthening Nuclear Security in Asia’.

Representatives from 17 Asian
countries – the 10 Association of
Southeast Asian Nations members, plus
China, Japan, the ROK, Kazakhstan,

Rally at nuclear security seminar to
protest Burma’s presence

Mungpi Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, and Uzbekistan
attended the seminar chaired by Mr. Kaoru
Naito, President of the Nuclear Material
Control Center.

The event was a follow-up to a
previous seminar held in 2006. During the
seminar participating countries conducted
a review of measures to strengthen
nuclear security, which wer e
implemented after the 2006 seminar, the
Japanese Foreign Ministry said.

Military-ruled Burma came under the
media spotlight in June 2009 when the
United States Navy detected a North
Korean vessel suspected of carrying illegal
weapons and believed to be heading
towards Burma.

While speculation is rife that Burma
nurtures a nuclear weapons capacity,
evidence to date has failed to reveal any
sign of any Burmese ambitions bearing
fruit.

Russia, a country sharing a good
rapport with the Burmese regime,
announced in 2007 that it was helping
Burma in developing a nuclear research
reactor with a 10-megawatt light water
nuclear reactor and low enriched uranium
consisting of less than 20 percent
uranium-235.

New Delhi – The inconsistent foreign
policy of the United States towards Asian
countries has gifted an opportunity to China
to enhance its influence over regional
countries including military-ruled Burma,
said Senator Jim Webb during a hearing
of which he recently chaired.

Webb, in his remarks at the Senate’s
Foreign Relations Subcommittee Hearing
on Washington’s engagement in Asia, said,
“American sanctions and other policy
restrictions have not only increased
Chinese political and economic influence
in Southeast Asia, they ironically serve as
a double reward for China because all the
while American interaction in East Asia has
been declining.”

Webb said in recent years China has
become the only country in the world to
which the United States is vulnerable,
strategically and economically.

“And nowhere is this more obvious
than in Burma, where Chinese influence

has grown steadily at a time when the
United States has cut off virtually all
economic and diplomatic relations. Since
then, Chinese arms sales and other military
aid has exceeded $3 billion,” added the
Virginian Senator.

Webb, who in August 2009 travelled
to Burma and met with high-ranking junta
officials, including Senior General Than
Shwe, as well as detained opposition leader
Aung San Suu Kyi, is a strong advocate of
engagement with the Burmese junta, in
power since 1988.

Webb said in the absence of United
States engagement with the junta, China
has taken over and greatly influenced the
Burmese regime to the extent of creating
“an intrinsic suspicion of U.S. motives in
the region.”

“And as only one example of China’s
enormous investment reach,” he added, in
reference to a future pipeline to run
through Burma, “within the next decade
or sooner, Beijing is on tr ack to exclusively
transfer to its waiting refineries both
incoming oil and locally tapped natural gas
via a 2,380-kilometer pipeline, a $30 billion
deal.”

The Senator said Washington should
maintain consistency in its foreign policy
towards Asia, as “inconsistencies inherent
in our policies toward different
governments tend to create confusion,
cynicism, and allegations of situational
ethics.”

The hearing also took the testimony
of Assistant Secretary of State Kurt
Campbell, Dr. Robert Sutter of Georgetown
University and Dr. Robert Herman of
Freedom House.

U.S. policy grants China greater
influence in Burma

Mungpi

United States Senator Jim Webb, an
outspoken critic of Burma sanctions

David Albright, Paul Brannan, Robert
Kelley and Andrea Scheel Stricker, well-
known experts on the proliferation of
nuclear weapons, argue in their report that
the Burmese regime’s suspicious links to
North Korea along with Russia’s
agreement to sell a nuclear reactor to
Burma in 2001 has led to suspicion of the
junta’s nuclear intentions.

The report, published by the Institute
for Science and International Security
(ISIS) on January 28th, 2010, says,
“Although evidence does not exist to make
a compelling case that Burma is building
secret nuclear reactors or fuel cycle
facilities, as has been reported, the
information does warrant governments
and companies adopting extreme caution
in any dealings with Burma.”

The authors of the report contend
suspicions about Burma’s nuclear
intentions came after the junta reached an
agreement with Russia to sell a research
reactor in 2001 and as the resumption of
a formal military relationship between
North Korea and Burma in 2007 intensified.

Though information available is
incomplete, U.S. officials are concerned
that the Burmese regime’s relationship with
North Korea could possibly extend to
nuclear cooperation, with Secretary of
State Hillary Clinton voicing in July 2009,
“We know there are also growing concerns
about military cooperation between North
Korea and Burma, which we take
seriously.”

Philip J. Crowley, Assistant Secretary
of State for Public Affairs, told reporters
in Washington on January 28th, “We – in
our discussions with Burma, do have

concerns about certain activity and the
potential – that create risks to the global
non-proliferation agenda.”

The report, entitled ‘Burma: A Nuclear
Wannabe; Suspicious Links to North Korea;
High-Tech Procurements and Enigmatic
Facilities’, says certain equipment which
could be used in a nuclear or missile
program was delivered to isolated
Burmese manufacturing compounds of
unknown purpose.

Evidence on Burma and North Korea’s
relationship supports that the two countries
have discussed nuclear cooperation, “but
is not sufficient to establish that North
Korea is building nuclear facilities for
Burma’s military junta, despite recent
reports to the contr ary,” the r eport adds.

“Nonetheless, no one can ignore the
possibility of significant North Korean
nuclear assistance to this enigmatic,
military regime,” say the authors, giving
the example of North Korea’s secret sales
of a reactor to Syria, which went unnoticed
even by the world’s best intelligence
agencies until late in the reactor’s
construction.

The authors also urge governments
and companies to be vigilant in examining
Burma’s enquiries or requests for
equipment, whether via Burmese
governmental entities, Burmese trading
companies or other foreign trading
companies, because Burma is buying a
wide variety of suspicious dual-use goods
internationally.

“Companies should treat enquiries
from Burma no differently than those from
Ir an, Pakistan, or Syria,” the r eport
cautions.

Other evidence leading to suspicion of

Burma’s nuclear ambition is the reported
presence of officials from Namchongang
Trading (NCG), a North Korean trading
company that has sanctions imposed on it
by the United Nations Security Council
(UNSC), argue the authors.

While the nature of cooperation
between Burma and NCG, which also
reportedly assisted Syria’s reactor project,
remains largely unknown, NCG is said to
have sold equipment to Burma or provided
some type of technical assistance.

Though there is no concrete evidence
of North Korea supplying Burma a reactor,
the report states, “Any involvement by NCG
in Burma is bound to increase suspicions
about such a sale.”

The report also analyses the
possibilities of Burma using North Korean
trading entities overseas to acquire
sensitive nuclear and nuclear dual use
goods.

“Its military cooperation with North
Korea has increased over the last several
years, fuelling concerns about nuclear
cooperation. North Korea could also
supplement Burma’s own foreign
procurement networks, and it could sell
nuclear goods made in North Korea,”

continues the report.
The authors say given the evidence

there remains sound reason to suspect that
the military regime in Burma might be
pursuing a long-term strategy to develop
nuclear weapons. However, contrary to
public reports, the military junta does not
appear to be close to establishing a
significant nuclear capability.

“Information suggesting the
construction of major nuclear facilities
appears unreliable or inconclusive,” the
report finds. “Nonetheless, the evidence
supports that the regime wants to develop
a nuclear capability of some type, but
whether its ultimate purpose is peaceful
or military remains a mystery.”

In concluding, the authors suggest that
outstanding questions about the regime’s
activities requires there be more scrutiny
of Burma to ascertain if there is an
underlying secret nuclear program.

“A priority is to establish greater
transparency over Burma’s and North
Korea’s activities and inhibit any nuclear
or nuclear dual-use transfers to Burma. A
related problem is ensuring that Burma is
not helping North Korea acquire nuclear
and other mi litary goods illegally,” the
report advises.

Burma’s nukes continued from page 1
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New Delhi –  Burma’s military
government notified private businessmen
on January 19th of their plan to privatize
Burma’s oil industry.

Sources in Rangoon’s business circle
said several leading private businessmen
and companies currently importing petrol
and diesel were summoned for a meeting
in the administrative capital of Naypyitaw
and informed of the government’s plan to
privatize the oil business by January 31st.

“We were informed of the plan to
privatize the oil business. It is just the
beginning and we are to form a fuel
businessmen association soon. Naypyitaw
instructed us to f orm an association,” a
businessman, who attended the meeting,
told Mizzima.

He said the association would be
chaired by a close business associate of
the junta, Tay Za, and could be vice-chaired
by one of the sons of General Thura Shwe

Mann, third in-line in the hierarchy of the
Burmese junta.

With regards to the privatization of the
oil business, the Union of Myanmar
Federation of Chambers of Commerce and
Industries (UMFCCI) from January 22nd to
23rd held a meeting to brief members on
the government’s scheme.

But an officer at the Myanmar
Petroleum Products Enterprise (MPPE)
office in Naypyitaw, when contacted by
Mizzima, denied any knowledge of the
plans, saying, “We don’t anything. We can
only make things public when the official
announcement is made.”

MPPE, the Burmese junta’s business
department dealing with the import and
domestic sales of petrol and diesel, had
maintained a monopoly over the fuel
business since May 2008, when devastating
Cyclone Nargis caused a sharp rise in the
demand for fuel by business enterprises.

But as MPPE failed to provide the

Khaing Suu

Junta to privatize oil industry
necessary fuel, the government allowed
selective businesses with a close
connection to the military government, to
import f uel. Later, in October 2009, the
government allowed all businesses with
export earnings to import fuel for their use.

A businessman who deals in importing
fuel said during the 2008-2009 fiscal year,
Burmese businessmen close to the ruling
generals, including Htoo Trading Company
owner Tay Za and Thein Win Zaw, owner
of Ngwe Biang Phyu, a company dealing in
mines, were able to import huge amounts
of oil.

Though MPPE is the sole official
distributor of oil, with limited quotas, most
automobile users, factories and industries
using petrol and diesel rely on the black
market, even though prices on the black
market may be substantially higher.

Before August 2007, the of ficial
subsidized price for petrol was about 150
kyats (approximately 15 cents) per gallon

(approximately four liters), with the black
market rate approaching 10 times the
figure.

But, in August 2007 the junta reduced
subsidies on oil, petrol and diesel, causing
a sharp rise in the official price of oil to
over 3,000 kyats (approximately 3 USD),
negatively impacting thousands of
consumers.

Following the May 2008 decision to
allow a few private businesses to play a
role in the oil business, the price of oil on
the black market has dropped to a level
relatively lower than official MPPE rates.

Currently, the of ficial rate for a gallon
of petrol is about 3,000 kyats, while on
the black market the cost is about 2,500
kyats.

According to the CIA World Factbook’s
January 2008 estimates, Burma consumes
43,140 barrels of oil per day, producing
21,900.

Burma is estimated to have over 50
million barrels of oil in reserve.

Rangoon –  In order to tackle poverty
among farmers, it is of the utmost
importance for Burma’s rice industry to
again become a major exporter
worldwide, according to an economist in
Rangoon.

During a press conference held
January 9th in Rangoon on the heels of
December’s meeting between junta
officials and Nobel Laureate economist
Joseph Stiglitz in Naypyitaw, Dr. U Myint
quoted Stiglitz as affirming Burma needs
to make reforms in the agricultural sector
to keep rural areas free of poverty.

“Rice is the mainstay of the agricultural
economy and provides livelihood for the
majority of f arm families,” Dr. U Myint, a
reputable economist, expanded.

With a total area of 676,500 square
kilometers, Burma had been the world’s
largest exporter of rice as recently as the
1930s, but rice exports fell by two thirds
in the 1940s, with the country never again
reclaiming its dominant status in the
international rice trade. Thailand and
Vietnam now lead the world in rice
exports.

For fiscal year 1938/39, rice accounted
for nearly 47 percent of Burma’s export
receipts. However, by 2007/08 the
corresponding figure had sunk to less than
two percent, with earnings totaling a mere
1.2 percent of the global sum.
Furthermore, the value of Burmese rice
exports is even lower in comparison with
competing states, as Burma tends to
export a low quality of rice.

Meanwhile, though annual paddy
production in Burma and neighboring
Thailand, according to official statistics, is
statistically level at approximately 35
million metric tons, the latter is able to
export between an estimated eight to ten
times more than Burma.

The discrepancy is at least thought to
partially stem from the difference in
average household economies. Whereas
an average Burmese household can be
expected to spend 72 percent of its total
consumption expenditure on food,
according to the Central Statistical
Organization of the Ministry of National
Planning and Economic Development, the
same figure drops to 32 percent for
Thailand. Even other Least Developed
Countries see corresponding food
consumption numbers less than that of
Burma, with Bangladesh recording a figure
of 52 percent, Cambodia 57 percent and

Laos 61 percent. The United States, as a
developed country, sees on average only
14 percent of household consumption
expenditure directed toward daily
foodstuffs.

Dr. U Myint, accordingly, said the
reintegration of Burma’s rice industry into
the world market would provide incentives
to increase both the quantity and quality
of rice and thereby lead to higher incomes
and employment opportunities for the rural
population, who constitute 65 percent of
the population of 58 million. An estimated
31 million acres of land is cultivated in
Burma, of which more than 16 million acres
are devoted to rice.

During the meeting with Burmese
authorities, the visiting scholar highlighted
restoring Burma as a major world rice
exporter, a view subsequently accorded
high priority and support from Burmese
officials.

U Myint acknowledged that liberalizing
the rice industry and reintegrating Burma’s
rice industry into the world market would
result in increasing international
competition for local participants in the
industry.

However, he said experienced rice
dealers would survive while those enjoying
special privileges will suffer, as liberalizing
the market will level the playing field in
the industry.

Presently, Burma produces some 18
million tons of rice a year, with about one
fifth being exported, according to a local
rice exporter.

“Higher productivity, output, incomes
and employment in the rice farming sector
will contribute to alleviating rural poverty
and providing greater food security at home
as well,” said U Myint, adding that the rice
industry is unlike the oil and gas industry,
the revenue from which mainly goes to the
military government.

He further encouraged the fighting of
corruption and unnecessary procedures
that encourage bribery and diminish
transparency. Transitional costs, he argued,
due to red tape and corruption are said to
mean farmers earn less than they should,
keeping the rural population in a vicious
circle of poverty.

Meanwhile, he lashed out at criticism
that Stiglitz’s visit would fail to bring any
fruit and result in no new ideas for the
country.

“This [the meeting and visit] seems to

Moe Thu

Burma looks to increased rice
exports to combat poverty

U Myint at a press briefing on the meeting of Nobel Prize winning economist
 Joseph Stiglitz

bother some people. It does not bother
me, because I believe that we should have
no difficulty or reservation in repeating a
useful idea that is good for the country
regardless of who may have said it before,”
U Myint countered. “It has to do with
inadequacies in our society regarding
conflict resolution and our inability to
satisfactorily deal with those who hold
views and ideas and recommend courses
of action that we disagr ee with.”

Reflecting the controversial standing
of the current military leadership, U Myint
said there are two groups in the military,
hardliners and softliners, and that it is not
an easy job to bring about change in the
mindset of the leaders.

“But I can assure you that there are
many in the establishment, including some
holding responsible positions, that share
our concern to focus on the betterment of
the country,” he expounded.
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The face of Burma’s non-violent resistance pro-democracy activists from
inside Burma are being trained in
non-violent resistance methods by
veteran political activists. They
were also shown how exile media
organizations such as the
Democratic Voice of Burma
document the situation inside the
country, including the 2007
Saffron Revolution. The work of
the AAPP in publicizing the plight
of Burmese imprisoned for
political offenses and in assisting
recently released polit ical
prisoners is also profiled.

Across the border, Pierre and
Hélène were able to witness the
results of military-led policies in
ethnic areas. Accompanying
medical workers and escorted by
soldiers of the Karen National
Liberation Army they travelled to
hiding sites for internally
displaced villagers and collected
testimony from people displaced
by military operations and human
rights abuses.

That trip was made shortly

A new documentary by two
Canadian filmmakers highlights
the continuing, non-violent
resistance to Burma’s dictatorial
regime by polit ical and
humanitarian activists who do so
at great risk.

The f i lm, Breaking the
Silence: Burma’s Resistance, was
shown for the first time to an
English-speaking audience at the
Foreign Correspondents Club of
Thailand (FCCT) in Bangkok on
January 22nd. The 75-minute
film had previously been screened
in a French language version late
last year in Canada.

Filmmakers Pierre Mignault
and Hélène Magny had previously
filmed in Burma in 1999 while
producing a documentary on
Buddhism in the country. The trip
allowed them to see first-hand
the situation within the country
and the plight of its people.

Last year they returned, this
time travelling to the Thai town
of Mae Sot on the Thai-Burma
border and later crossing
clandestinely into the Karen area
of eastern Burma. Instead of
concentrating on the suffering of
victims of the regime or only the
democracy movement or ethnic
struggle, Pierre and Hélène
intended to show how ordinary
Burmese had organized to resist
the regime. About his film, Pierre
said at the FCCT, “The f ocus of
this film is the resistance rather
than only democracy.”

Its release follows that of the
critically acclaimed Burma VJ,

which was released last year and
documented the efforts of
Burmese journalists to expose the
regime’s crackdown on monk-led
protests in 2007. Breaking the
Silence, however, aims to look at
the resistance in a much broader
context. Nonetheless, the
Democratic Voice of Burma’s
journalists, some of whom
provided the footage seen in
Burma VJ, are featured in this
documentary as well.

During the eleven months it

took to research and get the
footage they wanted, they
interviewed members of the pro-
democracy movement, ethnic
Karen “backpack medics”, exile
journalists and former political
prisoners. Individual interviews
featured in the fi lm include Dr.
Naing Aung and Khin Omar of the
Forum for Democracy in Burma
and Bo Gyi of the Assistance
Association for Political Prisoners
(AAPP).

In Mae Sot they were taken
to safe houses to see how future
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before a combined Burmese Army
and Democratic Karen Buddhist
Army offensive in the area in June
sent many of the same villagers
fleeing again and destroyed at
least one of the sites they visited.

At the heart of the film is an
effort to show that despite the
brutality of the military regime in
Burma, there are people willing
to stand up to it. In the face of
enormous risks that ordinary
Burmese take in resisting the
regime, they find the courage
need to face an Army with only
one’s convictions and possibly a
pen or a video camera.

Breaking the Silence provides
a broad picture of the resistance
movement wherein political
activists, medical aid workers and
journalists do their own parts to
work toward a better future for
Burma. In doing so, it provides an
alternative to an often widely
perceived view of Burmese as
victims passively resigned to their
situation.

Jyoti Basu died on the
morning of January 17th at the
age of 95, passing into the
annals of history. The Marxist
icon who led the communist
movement in India, died of
multiple organ failure after
previously being admitted to
hospital with pneumonia on
January 1st. A son, Chandan,
his daughter-in-law and three
grandchildren survive him. His
wife Kamal predeceased him
by four years.

He was among the
founders of the Communist
Party of India (Marxist) in 1964
following the split within the
Communist Party of India
(CPI). In a political career
spanning six decades, the
longest serving chief minister
of the country and communist
leader towered over the rest
of the Marxists, living and
dying as the patriarch of the
CPI(M).

Basu’s body, draped in the
red party flag, was moved to
the Peace Haven funeral parlor
following his passing, with the
state declaring two days of
mourning. On January 19th
the body was taken to the
Writers Buildings, state
secretariat and state assembly
for well-wishers to pay their
respects. Basu, who donated
his body for medical research,
earlier had his eyes removed
as donation.

Basu was twice the Deputy
Chief Minister in the United Front
Governments of West Bengal, in
1967 and 1970. He was first
elected MLA in 1952 and then
consecutively for 10 terms till
1996. He was the last surviving
member of the ‘Navratnas’, the
nine members of the f irst
Politbureau of the CPI(M).

He was also the communist
leader who came closest to
capturing the position of Prime
Minister, nearly rising to the ti tle
in 1996. However, his hopes were
dashed due the obduracy of the
party. On a rare occasion, he let
his feelings be known of the
missed opportunity, calling it a
“historical blunder”.

Born into a wel l to do f amily,

Shyamal Sarkar

his father being a U.S.-trained
doctor, Basu was educated in elite
institutions such as St Xavier’s
School and Presidency College in
Calcutta. Given his background,
few expected him to become a
front ranking communist leader.
However, he was exposed to the
ideology while in the UK studying
to become a barrister. There, he
started attending study circles
and was initiated into Marxism by
communist leaders such as
Rajani Palme Dutt. He returned
to India in 1940 as a Communist
Party of I ndia cardholder.

An outstanding
parliamentarian, political leader
and charismatic personality, Basu
was all for democracy. Mizzima
fondly recalls the contribution he

made to the cause of democracy
in Burma. Mizzima’s Editor-in-
Chief, Soe Myint, related in his
book “Burma File: A Question of
Democracy”, his gratitude for
Basu’s support for the democracy
movement in Burma starting with
his own release from prison in
Calcutta in 1990. As a communist,
Basu saw reason in the
movement for democracy in
Burma and supported it whole-
heartedly.

“The democracy movement
of Burmese in exile would not
have been possible without the
help and sympathy of the people
of West Bengal, the Government
of West Bengal and India,” Soe
Myint wrote in his book.

Basu continued to support

the Burmese in India, even in
the present instance of 34
Burmese confined in
Presidency Jail.

“Like Jyoti Basu, another
stalwart from opposite poles of
politics in India who helped me
and the democracy movement
of Burma is Mr. George
Fernandes, former Defense
Minister of India. George
Fernandes is battling for his life
in a New Delhi hospital now, just
as Basu lost his, at 95 on
Sunday,” added Soe Myint.

Without the former Chief
Minister of West Bengal’s
political support “I would still be
in prison,” Mizzima’s Editor-in
Chief added, recalling the
towering personality’s
immense contribution to his life
as a Burmese democracy
activist in India who helped
found the Mizzima News
Agency operating in exile with
dedicated colleagues bringing
to the world the true picture of
what is happening behind the
bamboo curtain in military-
ruled Burma.

“As I grow in I ndia, I f eel
that slowly many people who
had helped and supported us
are leaving us one by one, and
I fervently hope there is a new
and younger generation in India
that will continue this tradition
of people to people support
and friendship between India
and Burma,” expressed Soe
Myint.

A political colossus and lifelong friend of Burma falls
Jyoti Basu (1914-2010)
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