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Free at lastFree at last

Aung San Suu Kyi is released after 7 years detention

Joseph Ball

Rangoon — Shortly after 5
p-m. on the evening of November
13th the world’s most notorious
political prisoner was freed. After

seven years detention, having
been detained for the better part
of the past two decades in total,
popular Burmese opposition icon
Aung San Suu Kyi is now a free
woman.

The signal was the collapse
of the multi-color umbrella used
as shade for the security
personnel at the checkpoint
leading to her estate on University
Avenue. With the umbrella

dismantled, providing a visual cue
for the entire crowd, the race was
on. Upward to a couple thousand
people streamed through the
barricade and past the “Restricted
Area” designation. Riot police

Free at last  continued on page 7
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USDP sweeps troubled Burmese elections

Ko Wild

Chiang Mai — The Union Election
Commission (UEC) on November 18th
announced the final results of Burma’'s 2010
general election, with the Union Solidarity
and Development Party (USDP) claiming
more than 76 percent of seats.

Meanwhile, the junta warned that
political parties making accusations of
electoral fraud in foreign or domestic media
were “unlawful” and liable to prison terms
and fines, the junta’s mouthpiece, the New
Light of Myanmar, reported.

The Chinese news agency Xinhua
quoted the UEC as saying that the USDP
had won 76.5 percent of the total 1,154
seats that comprise the three legislatures.

As a result, the USDP has an
overwhelming legislative majority. I n the
Upper House it controls seventy-seven
percent of the elected seats and in the
Lower House seventy-nine percent. The
results are exclusive of the twenty-five
percent bloc of legislative seats reserved
for military appointees.

The Chinese report said the National
Unity Party (NUP) came second with 63
seats, Shan Nationals Democratic Party
(SNDP) third with 57 seats, the Rakhine
Nationalities Development Party (RNDP)
next with 35 seats and the National
Democratic Front (NDF) and All Mon
Region Democracy Party (AMRDP) each

taking 16 seats.

In the regional legislatures, the
Burman heartland, the USDP has a
massive majority. It fully controls the

legislatures. As a result, the USDP does

not need the support of the military bloc
for matters requiring a simple majority and
together with the military bloc maintains a
super-majority.

In the ethnic minority state
legislatures, the picture is somewhat
different. While the USDP still has a
sizeable bloc — more than twenty-five
percent—in all of these legislatures it does
not have a majority in any of them except
Kayah.

Nonetheless, in the Shan State
assembly, there will be Burmese, Kachin,
Lisu, Lahu, Inn Tha, Ahkha, Kayan and
Padaung representative seats. In Kachin
State there will be Burmese, Shan, Lisu
and Rwan representatives. There will be
Burmese, Mon and Pa-O in the Karen State
assembly and Karen and Arakanese are to
hold seats in Rangoon and Irrawaddy
Divisions, respectively. Shan and Chin
representatives will sit in the Sagaing
Division assembly and Burmese
representatives will be present in the
Karenni State house. Chin representatives
will be present in the Arakan State and
Magway Division assemblies with Karen
representatives in Tenasserim Division and

Shan representatives in Mandalay Division.

Meanwhile, some parties said
election results are unacceptable because
the polls were neither free nor fair,
demanding fresh elections in disputed
constituencies.

Western countries such as the
United States, Britain, France, Canada

and Australia, along with the
administrations of the European Union
and the United Nations, have joined in
saying the junta’s elections held on
November 7th were neither free nor fair
and failed to meet even the lowest
standards outlined by the international
community for convening a national vote.

State /Division USDP Military NP KPP CPP O\P NDF PSDP SNDP RNDP AMRDP ENDP Others
Irrawaddy Division 67 25 8
Bago Division 68 25 5 2
Magway Division 71 25 4
Mandalay Division 73 25 2 2
Sagaing Division 63 25 8 8
Tanintharyi Division 71 25 4
Rangoon Division 61 25 6 4 5
Chin State 29 25 21 21 4
Kachin State 39 25 22 8 6
Kayah State 75 25
Kayin State 30 25 9 18 9 9
Mon State 46 25 6 23
Rakhine State 30 25 38 7
Shan State 35 25 21 14
CPP — Chin Progressive Party Percentage legislature composition by geographic region.
CNP —Chin National Party
ENDP — Ethnic National Development Party
PSDP — Phalon-Sawaw Democratic Party
KPP —Kayin Peoples Party USDP  Military NUP NDF Ethnic parties Independents
Upper House 57 25 3 2 12 Lessthan 1
Lower House 59 25 3 2 10 Lessthan 1
Combined Legislature 58 25 3 2 11 Lessthan 1
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Junta poised to hold power until parliaments convened

TEEE

November 2010 Vol.8 No. 1

Junta supported party coerces votes in advance

E

Rangoon on October 27, 2010, that the part y already has prospective presidential
candidates in mind. Photo: Mizzima.

Phanida

Chiang Mai — Burma'’s ruling military
junta will hold on to power until the
country’s various parliaments are
convened after the election, Agriculture and
Irrigation Minister Htay Oo told local and
foreign press on October 27th.

The Union Solidarity and Development
Party (USDP) secretary was speaking to
reporters at the party’s first press
conference ahead of the nationwide
parliamentary elections held at its
headquarters in Bahan Township,
Rangoon.

The controversial 2008 constitution
declared that the first regular session of a
term of the People’s Parliament should be

held within 90 days after the
commencement of the general election;
which means the junta may rule until
February 4, 2011.

Htay Oo denied the rumour that an
interim government would be formed
within 90 days after the election. The
minister also told journalists that the USDP
already had prospective presidential
candidates.

Also present, Rangoon Mayor Aung
Thein Lin was reluctant to answer questions
about USDP electoral campaigning in which
it allegedly misused municipal funds to
resurface roads, according to an editor
who attended the gathering.

Approximately 1,200 USDP candidates
contested the election.

Mizzima poll shows NDF and USDP

In tight contest

Chiang Mai— Onthe eve of Burma'’s
first general election since 1990, an on-
the-ground poll of voters across Burma
conducted by Mizzima revealed the
National League for Democracy splinter
group (NLD), the National Democratic
Force (NDF), and the junta-backed Union
Solidarity and Development Party (USDP),
running neck and neck.

But the NDF drew around 90 percent
of its favourable rating from the Rangoon
area, which supplied slightly more than half
of the data for the survey. In contrast,
around 54 percent of the USDP’s support
came from the country’s former capital.

Only a third of the Burmese population
is estimated to reside in urban areas. In
the 1990 general election, the NLD

New Delhi — As
the junta’s
electoral watchdog
collected absentee
votes, members of
the party the
regime backed in
national elections
visited homes in
some Rangoon
townships to
coerce people to
vote for them in
advance, according
toresidents.
Meanwhile, in
the eastern coastal
town of Kawthaung,
fishermen were

Salai Han Thar San

“No party has

An early vote in support of the USDP is
affixed to a voter registration form detailing
the identity of the individual backing the
military-backed party. Photo: Mizzima.

the authority to
collect absentee
votes. This is
contrary to the
law,” he added.
An ethnic Chin
youth from Falam
city in Chin State,
studying at
university in
Rangoon, said the
local election
commission office
had voted for the
USDP on his behalf
when he had
visited to cast his
vote in advance.

forced to vote for

“They told me

either the Union Solidarity and
Development Party (USDP) or the National
Unity Party (NUP) before heading out to
sea.

“They have been using this forcible
method since Wednesday. We are not
allowed to go for fishing without casting
our votes in advance; a fishing boat
owner from Kawthaung said.

A grocer near Kawthaung jetty added,
“There are only two parties, the USDP and
the National Unity Party here. We can
leave here only after voting for either one
of them.”

USDP members made door-to-door
visits to homes in Insein and South Dagon
townships in Rangoon, coercing voters
ahead of time and in breach of the junta’s
own electoral laws, residents and rival
party members told Mizzima.

“They came to our home and tried to
force us to make a tick against their party
logo on a ballot. They were disappointed
and left our home when we refused to do
s0,” alocal resident from Insein Township
told Mizzima.

Aresident in South Dagon Township
added, “The absentee votes were
collected in our ward too. They told us to
tick against the USDP party logo on the
ballot papers. They tried to force us to
do so, but many people refused”

Ye Tun, chairman of the 88 Generation
Students and Youths Party (Union of
Myanmar), said that his party members,
voters and candidates also reported the
forced collection of advance votes.

we weren't allowed to cast our votes
according to our own will in this absentee
vote. The officials replied that this
instruction was given to them by a higher
authority when | demanded to know why
they wouldn’t let me cast the vote of my
choice; he said.

In another incident, a resident of
Shwepyithar said, “My friend asked
election commission officials if he could
vote for neither of these candidates as
he didn't like these two parties, but the
officials replied that he must cast his vote
for either one of them.”

Forced collection of absentee votes
from voters without their consent is a clear
violation of the election laws, explained
lawyer Aung Thein.

“The election law says voters may
cast their absentee votes if they wish and
that they also have the right not to cast
their votes. They [election commission
officials] have no right to force voters to
cast their votes if they do not want to do
s0,” he said.

Pyithu Hluttaw Election Law Chapter
1, section 2 (n) stipulates that voters have
the right to vote and the right to abstain
from voting.

Voters can lodge their complaints
with the township election commission,
Aung Thein said.

At the end of October the Union
Election Commission reportedly instructed
its offices at all levels to take absentee
votes from voters ahead of the polling
date.
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Breakdown of vote by ethnicity group.

Conducted by Mizzima in 13 of the
states or divisions over the two weeks
in the run-up to the November 7
election date, the poll incorporated
data from 4,215 respondents, the
largest such survey conducted by an
independent media organisation.

The results revealed 30 percent
support for the NDF, followed closely
by the USDP with 27 percent
support.

emerged victorious with 60 per cent of the
popular vote, receiving high levels of
support in Burma'’s cities.

However, the NDF ran only 164
candidates, whereas the junta-backed
USDPR benefiting from an assumed huge
campaign war chest, had 1,158 candidates.

Despite pollsters’ difficulty in reaching
remote regions, more than a third of
respondents were from outside the
country’s dominant ethnic group. The

overall ethnic breakdown of those
surveyed revealed Burman leading the way
at 64 percent, shadowing its proportion of
the country’s overall Burman population.

Of ethnic populations where
considerable participation in the survey
was possible, and local opposition parties
permitted to run, there resulted strong
support for ethnic-based government.

In western Burma'’s Arakan (Rakhine)
State, and including Arakanese elsewhere,
65 percent of those polled voiced support
for the Rakhine Nationalities Development
Party (RNDP). Meanwhile, of Mon
respondents there was similar 65 percent
support for the All Mon Region Democratic
Party (AMRDP).

The data reflected the lack of election
infrastructure and information outside of
Burma’s principal urban centres, with
never more than six percent of
respondents in geographical
regions outside of Rangoon and
Mandalay both planning to vote "
and expressing confidence in
their knowledge of the issues.

The corresponding figures for
Rangoon and Mandalay were
56 and 18 percent, respectively.

Despite numerous stories of
voter coercion and forced balloting
in the run-up to election da y, the survey
found 86 percent of respondents

in P

expressing no fear in coming out to vote,
with 60 percent planning to make their way
to polling stations. A further 10 percent
responded that they were undecided as to
whether or not they will cast their votes.

Having determined not to participate
in the election because of perceived unjust
electoral policies and critical of the 2008
constitution, the NLD has been encouraging
a general boycott of the election.

In all, the poll canvassed a total of 77
townships. Eighty-six per cent of those
polled are at least 26 years old,
representing persons employed in
professional business as the highest bloc
at 15 per cent, as well as vendors, taxi
drivers, farmers, the unemployed,
students, dependents and a range of
numerous other occupations.
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Burma protesters confront UN leader

in Bangkok

Thomas Maung Shwe

Chiang Mai— Several dozen refugees
and migrant workers from Burma defied
threats of arrest and deportation to
confront UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon
during his brief visit to the Thai capital on
October 26th.

The Burmese exiles were angered by
what they termed the secretary general’'s
lack of action on Burma and the United
Nations’ perceived lack of interest in
refugees and migrant workers living in
Thailand.

The protesters gathered at the UN'’s
regional complex in Bangkok, demanding
that the UN take steps to solve Burma'’s
political deadlock.

All who demonstrated did so despite
a police ban outlawing such gatherings
during Ban’s visit.

Khin Omar from the campaign group
Burma Partnership told Mizzima that Ban’s
performance on the Burma file was
dreadful, “It is long past time for Ban Ki-
moon to stop expressing concern and
actually do something.”

As predicted, Ban chose to use his
press conference at Government House in
Bangkok to state his concern about the
controversial upcoming national elections
in Burma. Even so, he still sent a positive
message to the regime, telling reporters
“it's not too late, even now, to make this
election more inclusive.”

According to Khin Omar, many people
from Burma are appalled by what they see
as Ban’s deliberate attempts to downplay
the continuing human rights abuses
committed by the military regime and the
fact that any post-election regime was
clearly going to be an undemocratic fiasco.

The long-time women'’s rights activist
pointed to a report Ban delivered to the
UN General Assembly last month on the
subject of human rights in Burma as just
the latest example of Ban’s failure to
understand what was happening in Burma.

She was “particularly concerned” that
the secretary general’s report chose to
ignore the huge number of rights abuses
committed in ethnic areas by the regime
including last year's August-September
offensive in the Kokang region or the
increased violence in eastern Burma’s
Karen state.

Khin Omar also said she was
disappointed but hardly surprised that Ban
had failed in his report to make any
mention of the recommendations made
earlier this year by the UN special envoy

UN envoy meets Aung San Suu Kyi

T

Aung San Suu Kyi and United Nations spe-
cial envoy to Burma, Vijay Nambiar (left),

meet at the former's home, where she

spent the past seven years under house
arrest, in Rangoon on Saturday, Novem-
ber 27, 2010. Photo: Mizzima.
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UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon (left)
speaks to the press alongside Thai Prime
Minister Abhist Vejjajiva during his brief
visit to Bangkok on October 26, 2010.
Burma exiles are angered by the secretary
general’s ‘inaction’ on Burma and the
United Nations’ perceived ambivalence
toward Burmese refugees. Photo: Mizzima.

on the situation of human rights in Burma,
Tomas Ojea Quintana, in which he
suggested that the regime may have
committed crimes against humanity and
the UN should establish a commission of
inquiry to in vestigate this matter.

A statement by the State Enterprise
Workers Relations Confederation (SERC),
the Thai Labour Solidarity Committee
(TLSC) and the Human Rights and
Development Foundation (HRDF) also
called on Ban to personally “intervene to
prevent further abuse” of those deported
from Burma.

Many of those deported to Burma who
later re-entered Thailand speak of being
handed over by the Thai authorities to the
Democratic Karen Buddhist Army (DKBA),
when they were given the chance to pay
for their freedom, or if unable to afford it,
handed over to Burmese military
authorities for severe punishment and an
uncertain fate.

In Mae Sot and other border towns
inThailand, Mizzima has spoken to many
migrants who barely survived deportation
to Burma. Often they speak of vain
attempts to contact the UN High
Commission for Refugees (UNHCR), only
to be told to go away or hung up on by
UNHCR staff claiming they are unable to
do anything for them.

“I've gone to the UNHCR office in Mae
Sot 14 times, always with my documentation
showing that I'm a f ormer political prisoner,
and each time they said they couldn’t help
me. They usually don’t even let me in the
building,” aired Thiha Yarzar, a veteran of
the 1988 pro-democracy movement who
spent nearly 18 years in jail.

Chiang Mai— A United Nations special
envoy paid a visit to Burma over the course
of the final week end in November, during
which he meet recently released opposition
leader Aung San Suu Kyi and Burmese
junta leaders.

Suu Kyi and other senior members of
the NLD met with Vijay Nambiar, UN
Secretary General Ban Ki-moon'’s chief of
staff and special envoy to Burma, for
approximately an hour on Saturday,
November 27",

While appreciative of the visit, Suu Kyi
cautioned that it must be but the firstin a
series of engagements.

“I hope this is the first of many
meetings. | think we may need many and
frequent meetings to sort out all the
problems we are facing,” she said.

Obama calls out India for abandoning Burma

US President Barack Obama (right) addresses the Indian Parliament in New

Delhi on Monday, November 8, 2010. While he backed India for a permanent seat on
the United Nations Security Council, he criticised the world’s largest democracy for its
silence on rights violations in neighboring Burmese. Photo: AFRP

Chiang Mai — On a ten-day tour of
Asian democracies, US President Barack
Obama has chastised Indian legislators for
their lack of support for the democratic
aspirations of their neighbours to the east
in Burma.

Addressing a joint session of the Indian
parliament on November 8th in New Delhi,
the American Head-of-State, while
congratulating India on many of its
democratic traditions, singled out the lack
of support for democratic rights in Burma
as a platform of New Delhi’'s at odds with
the greater interests of flourishing
democratic governance.

“When peaceful democratic
movements are suppressed — as they have
been in Burma, for example — then the
democracies of the world cannot remain
silent,” Obama related to his captured
audience. “It is unacceptable to hold the
aspirations of an entire people hostage to
the greed and paranoia of bankrupt
regimes. It is unacceptable to steal
elections, as the regime in Burma has done
again for all the world to see.”

India last month warmly welcomed
Burma’s authoritarian leaders, inking a
number of memoranda while drawing the
ire of Burmese pro-democracy supporters.

“Faced with such gross violations of
human rights, it is the responsibility of the
international community — especially
leaders like the United States and India —
to condemnit,” continued Obama. “And if
| can be frank, in international fora, India
has often shied away from some of these
issues’

“As the world’s two largest
democracies, we must never forget that
the price of our own freedom is standing
up for the freedom of others,” furthered
the US Nobel laureate. Obama argued that
itis the responsibility of countries such as
the US and India to assist in strengthening
democratic norms abroad, as well as
home.

Meanwhile, in New Delhi, a group of
Burmese activists staged a sit-in-protest

urging Obama and Indian Prime Minister
Dr. Manmohan Singh to reject the results
of the November 7th election and secure
the release of Burmese democracy leader
Aung San Suu Kyi.

Reacting to the speech of Obama, Jaya
Jaitely, a long-time supporter of the
Burmese democracy movement in New
Delhi, says she is glad that Obama spoke
as he did to India’s policymakers.

Nonetheless, despite Obama’s harsh
words reserved for New Delhi’s silence in
the face of gross democratic infractions in
Burma, his address also held considerable
praise for the status of the South Asian
behemoth.

The US President lauded India for its
electoral heritage, independent judiciary,
rule of law and free press, contending that
such an environment allows for all voices
to be heard.

The varied messages from Obama,
however, were only further complicated
with his apparent green light to India to
engage with Burmese leadership, a policy
his administration had championed but has
been unable to fulfill owing to staunch
political opposition and a perceived
unwillingness on the part of Burma'’s
generals to reciprocate.

Encouraging New Delhi to pursue
dialogue with regional security and economic
partners, Obama iterated: “Like your
neighbors in Southeast Asia, we want India
not only to ‘Look East, we want | ndia to
‘engage East’ — because it will increase the
security and prosperity of all our nations.”

The American president, while not
specifically making reference to Burma's
alleged clandestine nuclear weapons
programme, reminded Indian legislators of
their shared responsibility in preventing the
spread of nuclear weapons.

The speech occurred during Obama’s
first trip to India. His current tour will also
take him to Japan, South Korea and
Indonesia. Obama previously entertained
Singh during the first official state visit of his
presidency

The UN has often been criticized for
appearing too lenient with Burma’s military
leadership, with tensions coming to a head
between the Secretary-General’s previous
envoy and Aung San Suu Kyi in August of
2008 when she reportedly refused a visit
by the UN representative.

However, Nambiar told a press
conference that the Burmese military must
address widespread allegations of
corruption surrounding November's polling.

“This is important for laying the
foundation of a credible transition” to
democratic rule, he explained.

The Indian diplomat also met with
Foreign Minister Nyan Win and
representatives of ethnic political parties,
adding that the UN'’s role in promoting
political reconciliation in Burma was well
received by all sides.

“The United Nations looks forward to
continuing this dialogue through direct
engagement with all parties to help
advance national reconciliation and the
establishment of a democratic and civilian
government in a way that contributes to
Myanmar’s [Burma’s] stability and
development,” he said.
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BURMA'S ELLECTION:
WHY SHDULD-TE];__E‘_EOF’LEENGAGE? T

Burma’s ruling military regime, the
State Peace and Development Council
(SPDC), consistently trumpets its
adherence to a “seven-step roadmap to a
flourishing democracy.” However,
detractors believe that this roadmap merely
perpetuates the aim of legitimizing military
rule. Nevertheless, in accord with its self-
imposed obligation, the SPDC has set an
election date of November 7, 2010. This
has ignited a heated debate among
democratic opposition leaders and activists
as well as international and regional
stakeholders over whether or not Burma’'s
people should participate in the election.

Among advocates of democracy there
are those who cautiously support the idea
of an election and those who do not. Those
who oppose the upcoming general election
argue that participating in the election
endorses the 2008 constitution, drafted
over the course of fourteen years by legal
experts handpicked by the military regime.
Most detractors view the constitution as
purely an attempt at perpetuating military
rule. On the other hand, there are those
who cautiously support the general
election, viewing it as one step among
many leading to the eventual restoration
of democracy for Burma. These cautious
supporters acknowledge the failure of the
democratic opposition to impede the
military regime from pursuing its declared
political objectives, including the seven-
step roadmap to democracy. Regardless
of what position one takes, both camps
have a shared interest and a common
destiny: they abhor the military dictatorship
and yearn for democratic reform in Burma.

As we pursue our shared goal of
democratizing Burma, whether we are
native Burmese or friends in the
international community, it is imperative
that we come up with workable ideas and
adopt a realistic approach that will
gradually, but surely, lead Burma to full-
fledged democracy. As we have witnessed
over the 20 years following the 1988
people’s uprising, our grand strategy of
pressuring the military regime to
democratize through unilateral sanctions,
isolationism and political statements has
been ineffective. A realistic approach
involves pursuing incremental change by
employing conditional engagement,
applying internal force with the support of
external forces. Knowing that democratic
reform inside Burma must come from
within, we must support the use of multi-

=

pronged pressure, but especially from
inside Burma. Therefore, we believe that
the election is one of many avenues
through which people inside can assert
pressure on the military government.

Prospective elected Members of
Parliament for the State, Division, and
Union legislatures, who embrace our
strategy of gradual change can assert
pressure on the military government to
move toward the advent of democratic
ideals and practices. In the days ahead,
raising objections to the initiatives of the
military regime without providing
alternatives relevant to the changing
political conditions inside Burma would
reduce the efforts of the democratic
opposition to be merely symbolic in nature.
This does not, however, dismiss the fact
that the military regime will of course do
whatever it can to safeguard its own
interests and benefits. The 2008
constitution reflects the military’s
commitment to entrenching and defending
military rule. In each of the four
legislatures, 25 percent of seats are
reserved for the military. Furthermore, the
constitution also stipulates the heads of all
the most powerful governmental
departments will be filled by people with a
military background. And even worse, any
amendment to the constitution has to be
approved by more than 75 percent of
legislators. Thus, in practical terms, any
future constitutional amendment demands
the support of the arm y. The entrenchment
of military rule through the constitution
once again demonstrates that any
constitution reflects the will of dominant
group.

We concede that we cannot stop the
military government from pursuing its
goals. However, we are encouraged by
the fact that the 2008 constitution will be
abrogated once we have a full-fledged
democracy. Our own historical experience
of the abrogation of past constitutions
attests to this: the Government of Burma
Act, 1935; the Union of Burma (1948); and
the Constitution of the Socialist Republic
of the Union of Burma all ceased to exist
with the changing of governments.
Similarly, the 2008 constitution wi ll sooner
or later be retired to the dustbin of history .
Therefore, we urge fellow democratic
forces not to get bogged down in opposing
the 2008 constitution just for the sake of
opposing it, but rather focus on fine tuning
and re-strategizing the role of the
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opposition following the 2010 election.

In formulating a future strategy for our
democratic movement we strongly suggest
that incremental change is the most
workable approach to realistically lead
Burma to full-fledged democracy. Let’s
reflect on reasons why we should adopt
this approach.

Thus far, attempts to isolate the
military regime through sanctions have not
been effective. Sanctions without the
support of regional powers such as China,
India, Japan and ASEAN have only a
symbolic effect on the military government.
In contrast, regarding the experience of
South Africa, UN-imposed sanctions
against the Apartheid Regime were widely
supported by the international communi ty.
Burma’s opposttion, however, has failed
miserably in achieving a common position
at the international level, making
international sanctions against Burma
impossible. Driven by their own national
interests, we can reasonably predict that
regional actors such as China, India and
the ASEAN countries will not join the call
for sanctions along with Western nations.
As such, we support the conditional
engagement policy of the Obama
administration. By calling for conditional
engagement, we believe all the
international players can maximize their
opportunity to pressure the military
government from inside rather than
outside. Ultimately, this gives us a better
chance of achieving the outcome that we
have long sought — the restoration of
democracy.

As noted already, we have to embrace
the concept that real change in Burma will
come from within. That includes a people’s
uprising similar to the kind of movement
that has brought down authoritarian
regimes in many countries. However, we
have twice seen such an uprising in Burma,
with many innocent lives sacrificed in both
1988 and 2007. I n both instances a lack of
competent opposition leadership
contributed to the failure of the
demonstrations. Now, after withessing the
brutality of the military government in
violently cracking down on protesters,
people inside Burma are more frightened
than ever. Itis becoming har der to envision
another nationwide protest within a country
that has one of the largest armies in
Southeast Asia. Further, the massive
military build-up over recent years
demonstrates that overthrowing the

military regime through armed struggle is
out of the question.

External pressure without engagement
and internal pressure is, therefore, no
longer adequate. We need to focus on
changing the political culture inside Burma
by recruiting and maximizing forces
operating inside the country. The goal is
to establish a political platform conducive
to introducing a democratic culture and
practices where the ruling and opposition
parties can start engaging with each other
through non-violent means. Believing that
the middle class can act as a major agent
of change for eventual democratic reform,
we call for ways that will open up the
economy conducive to the rise of the
middle class. Subsequenty, this middle
class will demand not only good and
responsible government, upholding the
supremacy of law, but will also want a right
to have a say in who should govern.

Furthermore, it is advisable for Burma-
watchers to come to terms with the lack
of democratic traditions in the country,
which have been almost non-existentin the
country’s political culture since achieving
independence in 1948. Throughout the
annals of modern Burma, an authoritarian
culture and tradition of tyranny by the
majority has endured, whether under a
democratic government or successive
dictatorial juntas.

Our analysis of the parliamentary
democracy era from 1948 to 1962 has
exhibited that working relations between
the dominant ruling party, the Anti-Fascist
People’s Freedom League (AFPFL), and
opposition parties were characterized by
an atmosphere of non-cooperation, non-
compromise and non-engagement. Almost
all bills introduced during this time by the
ruling party were opposed by the
opposition, and vice-versa. Then, from
1962 to 1988, Burma was ruled by the
military dictator Ne Win, whose
government was eventually buttressed by
the advent of the Burmese Socialist
Programme Party (BSPP) and the
promulgation of the 1974 constitution,
which enshrined single-party rule. Since
1988, the SPDC has held the eins of power.

However, unlike the BSPP constiution
of 1974, the current constitution allows for
limited room to maneuver inside the
legislatures. Though admittedly we do not
know how much opposition members will
be able to advance opposing views and
alter the democratic concept presently
enshrined in the military mindset. But, one
thing is certain. For the first time in 48
years, military representatives and elected
legislators will be sitting together in a bid
to governin the post 2010 Burma.

Itis no secret the military regime has
taken, and will continue to take coercive
actions in regard to the polling. To retain
political domination we understand the
SPDC and the Union Solidarity Develop
Party (USDP) will employ various tactics
to distort the electoral result. Like many of
Burma’s election watchers, we are
concerned over the fact that the military
government has shown no sign of accepting
international election observers. On the
other hand, we also foresee that, given
the high stakes of tarnishing their credibility
and reputation, international observer
teams might be disinclined to monitor
Burma’s election so as to avoid being seen
as endorsing a rigged election.

But in the end it is for the people of
Burma to decide.

In the Kingdom of Thailand there is a
political joke saying, “If you don't vote,
don’t complain for four years” The people
inside Burma should exercise their
democratic right to make an informed
choice, by voting for candidates of their
choosing. Simultaneously, candidates
should prepare to establish a new
democratic political culture that will
promote democratic practices now extinct
in Burma for nearly half a century.
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Dialogue with The Lady, Aung San Suu Kyi

(Thisinterview is translated from Burmese.)

Chiang Mai— Burmese prodemocracy
leader Aung San Suu Kyi was released
from seven year’s house arrest on
November 13. Mizzima’s managing editor
Sein Win spoke to her by phone four days
later to receive her comments on India’s
policy on Burma, using the internet and
social weblogs, ethnic issues, the intrusion
of John Yettaw, youth issues and women’s
rights.

Firstly, I'd like to ask you about
India. What do you think Indian people
can do for Burmese people and the
establishment of democracy in
Burma?

| think Indian citizens should learn
more about Burma. Burma and India
closely co-operated in fighting for
independence. But currently, I think I ndian
citizens don’t know too much about Burma.
Trying to know about B urma would clearly
be the first step.

How can India’s government and
parliament help Burma? What would
you like to say?

This question is related to the previous
one. India is a democratic country, so, as
the citizens of a democratic country, if
Indian people are active in supporting the
establishment of democracy in Burma,
India’s government will not ignore Burma.
So, I want to say that Indian citizens should
clearly learn more about Burma’s
democracy movement as a first step. They
should provide more support.

India says Burmais influenced by
China. Another thing is that some say
Burma should take steps towards
democracy on the basis of a gradual
evolution. What is your opinion
regarding these issues?

This way of thinking merely concerns
the relationship between China and India,
not Burma’s democracy. So, we need to
differentiate between the people who are
thinking about the Sino-Indian relationship
and the people who are seeking to establish
democracy in Burma. Regarding the idea
that Burma should approach democracy on
the basis of gradual evolution, that’s an
issue that must be decided only by us, the
Burmese people.

Itis said that civil war has raged
in Burma for more than 60 years. And
some Western governments also said
Burma’'s movement towards
democracy should be carried out on
the basis of gradual evolution. What
are your thoughts on these stances?

People need to discuss that hypothesis
using concrete facts. They say Burma
should take gradual steps towards
democracy because of continuing ethnic
conflicts. On the other hand, we can say
the reverse ... that the continuing ethnic
conflicts are the result of the lack of
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genuine democracy in Burma. So, it
depends on the person. But, what we
should think is how the current situations

affect the people and what should we do

for the sake of the people.

By the way, how is your health?

I'm healthy but I'm v ery busy. | don’ t
have enough time even to take a breath.

I heard you and your son spoke on the
phone. Did he obtain a visa to enter Burma?

The authorities have not told him
whether they will issue a visa or not. So
all we can do is wait.

As a mother out of contact with
her sons, how do you cope with that
situation?

There are many people whose
situations are worse than ours. For my
sons, they can live in a country that has
human rights. They don’t need to worry
about the cost of living. Some children
don’t have enough food. Some children are
homeless. Their parents cannot help them.
So | don't have the heart to say that my
situation is stressful.

Many people are deeply
concerned for your safety. Do you
think someone may harm you?

In the past | was harmed so there is
no guarantee that they will not harm me.
But | should not be worried sick aboutit. |
should not act under the feeling of
insecurity. Anyway, both y oung people and
old people take care of me. They want to
protect me as much as they can. They are
trying too har d to ensure my safety.

There are many rumours with
regard to John Yettaw’s intrusion.
What do you think about this? Was it
trick of the junta?

I don’t know. | have no idea. | don’t
want to have any bias ... | don’t think it
was a plan of the junta, but | can’t
guarantee that 100 per cent. All in all, |
don’t suspect junta involvement.

Many young people came to listen
to your speech. What do you want
to tell them and women and what do
you want to do for them?

| want them to utilise that collective
strength effectively. | want them to use
those strengths both for the country and
for their own sake, correctly and
systematically. | w antto help them to k eep
the right balance between promoting their
own welfare and promoting the welfare
of the nation.

Does ‘using strength correctly’
mean they should participate in
politics?

No, I don’t mean that. | just want their
strength not to be wasted. If they use their
strength just for their own sake, it will not
be effective for them in the long run as no
one can enjoy a good life in an unpleasant
environment. And | think social affairs and
politics cannot be separated and every
citizen should have high spirits. When | was
a child, I was taught general maxims.
People can be trained to have high moral
values.

In recent days, fighting between
the junta and ethnic armed groups
broke out. What are your thoughts
over those tensions? How should we
deal with ethnic unrest?

As | said earlier, we don’t have the
custom to solve political problems by
engaging in constructive political dialogue
or by using non-violent methods. | want
our people to develop that custom. That's
why | choose to use the principle of non-
violence. We must create a custom in
which we solve the problems through
political dialogue and non-violence. That's
not easy. It’ll be difficult sometimes. So,
we must try to establish that custom to
end the conflicts.

Today [ Tuesday], we'v e heard you've
proposed a second Panglong Conference
through the use of modern
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Whether in central government
dominated reaches of Kachin State, such
as the state capital of Myitkyina, or in
Kachin Independence Organisation (KIO)
controlled regions such as the town of
Laiza, a three-hour drive to the north,
there is a pervading sense of ominous
hostilities on the horizon between troops
of the Burmese Army and Kachin
Independence Arny.

With the conclusion of the November
general election, which failed to
legitimate the participation of the
Kachin’s most popular politicians,
combined with the KIO’s refusal to
transform its armed wing into a Border
Guard Force operating under the
leadership of the Burmese Army,
relations between Naypyitaw and Kachin
opposition leadership is arguably at its
lowest point since the inking of the 1994
ceasefire pact.

Do you expect war to come to Kachin
State, | asked a Kachin businesswoman
on a recent visit to Myitkyina? “In
Myitkyina, maybe. | don’t know for sure.
But, around Laiza for sure,” she replied.
And what do you think of the Kachin
prospects in any conflict? “We [Kachins]
will lose, but we are happy to fight,” she
answered.

Taken together with recent military
posturing on the part of government
forces and the slow strangulation of vital
economic links servicing KIO
administered regions, war it would
appear is but a fait accompli awaiting
the order to “fir e”.

Throughout the Kachin community
of Myitkyina there is great animosity and
angst felt toward Burma’'s central
government. And even if the KIO as a
set-piece military faction ceases to exist

A call for peace

after hostilities with government forces,

it can be expected that a low-intensity

guerrilla war would prevail throughout

Kachin State, with a distinct possibility
of violence spreading beyond the state’s
porous borders.

For a country which has not
witnessed a year without civil conflict
since achieving independence in 1948,
a return to a ‘hot’ war in yet another
region of the country would be an ill
omen for any hoped for path forward
toward national reconciliation and
development.

Only by recognizing the desires of
the Kachin people as well as the state’s
paramount security interests within a
broader national political framework can
further decades of debilitating armed
confrontation be avoided and the best
interests of institutions and people
realised. But, for this to happen, both
Naypyitaw and the KIO must dispense
with the false appeal of armed conflict
as a productive method of national
unification or expression of political
posturing.

Sixty-two y ears of cyclical acrimony,
greed and violence in Burma’s frontier
regions have greatly contributed to the
deplorable atmosphere of physical,
economic and social security for vast
portions of the country’s population while
simultaneously retarding the state’s own
development as an arbiter of responsible
government both domestically and
internationally.

In short, a drastic change in the
mental culture within the ongoing
Burmese crisis is needed — an embrace
of peace and cooperation allowing the
country and its people to finally achieve
its true potential.

communications technology. You've also
expressed a wish to use Twitter. I'm sure
our readers are very interested when you'll
be online.

I've got an application form to apply
for internet installation. But one of the rules
... to obtain a permit to gain internet access
says | must not be involved in politics.
Nevertheless, I'll apply for the permit, but
P'lifillin the form saying that I'll participate
in politics. | cannot obey that rule. But |
will apply for the permit and fill in the
correctinformation on the form.

If you are denied internet use,
what alternatives will you seek?

We must seek alternatives. That's why
| said we must find alternatives suited to
the 21st Century. | hear d about the second
Panglong Conference on the radio when |
was detained under house arrest. Since
that time, | thought we should apply
modern technology to overcome the
difficulties. Our young technicians will find
ways. You also can offer us advice.

You've said mobile phones are a
novelty for you. How about the
internet?

I have never used the internet but I'm
computer literate ... [it] will not be difficult.

Do you have any immediate plans
to go to ethnic minority areas to meet
them?

No, I don’t have such plans at present
because I still have many things to do in
Rangoon.

What is your attitude to the
political parties that contested in the
recent election, and if they would like
to form an alliance with the NLD?

I've said since the day | was released
that we want the people to create a
democratic network for themselves. So, all
must have many strong allies. Even if we
cannot form alliance with everyone, we will
form an alliance with anyone who has the
same objectives as us. As | said earlier,
we are ready to co-operate with any ... of
the 37 contending political parties that
really have the same objectives and want
to work f or democracy.

What would you like to say to
Mizzima reporters?

The roles of journalists are very
important ... Journalists can influence the
country. So | want journal ists to use that
influence for the welfare of the people.
Some journalists are trying to secure
scoops and get dramatic news. That's
also fine, but they also need to do so for
the welfare of the nation. I think | said
after | was released from house arrest
that I'd found that communications
technology was playing a very important
role in this era. Most people have mobile
phones. So, please don’t forget that
information is very important and
journalists are in powerful positions. |
want to request that all journalists do
good things for the people ... with spiritual
awareness.
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Rangoon — The most common
answer on the streets of Rangoon to the
question of how soon the impact of a free
Aung San Suu Kyi will be felt is
“immediately”. Unfortunately, it is a
response likely grounded in a moment of
hope and rather irrespective of the current
situation inside Burma.

With the euphoria surrounding the
release on November 13th of Burma’s
opposition leader, followed by a gathering
well into the thousands to hear her speak
the following day, speculation among
Rangoon observers at the time was that
the regime had possibly miscalculated in
releasing the Nobel laureate.

However, the initial stages of the
release having passed, the reality of the
situation on the ground has readily
asserted itself. While an extensive media
presence, domestic and international,
captured the events of November 13th and
14th — as the regime expected to happen,
relaying the message of their “goodwill”
to the world — ensuing days saw security
tightened, the media spotlight having
moved on and those still lingering in the
form of Suu Kyi paparazzi placed under
increasing scrutiny.

Moreover, the headquarters of her
National League for Democracy (NLD) party
— officially a non-existent entity — following
the press conference of November 14th has
exuded more the air of a provincial
Nepalese medical post, with visitors of
various origins freely coming and going,
milling around and hoping for at least a
brief visage of “Aunty” and some kind of
remedy to appear from the barren
cupboards.

As with the gross disparity in electoral
resources witnessed by the military-backed
Union Solidarity and Development Party
(USDP), those of the state dominate
resources at the disposal of the NLD; a
single phone line, not always operational,
services the party’s office needs.

Accordingly, though Suu Kyi speaks of
the advent of “true” democracy as
depending “very much on how much
support the people give us,” the elephant
in the room clearly remains the Burmese
security sector.

Views from the streets

Hardly anyone spoken to approves of
the current condition of the country. A
pervading apathy regarding politics, and
elections specifically, is the order of the
day beyond the highly politicised branches
of the NLD, its splinter group, the National
Democratic Force (NDF), and those basing
political allegiance squarely on the dubious
shoulders of identity politics.

Hushed voices, and sometimes the not
so hushed, everywhere greet the visitor as
to the deplorable situation Burma’s
citizenry has been exposed to by the diktats

of the country’s generals. The overtures
can sometimes border on the absurd, such
as a comment on the innate beauty of the
United States flag compared with the ugly
new flag of Burma which one restaurateur
claims “nobody in country like.”

The people, comments one politically
active professional, are not just excited
about Suu Kyi, they are looking to support
anything that offers a deviation from the
country’s present trajectory. The feeling,
he suspects, is a mixture of pro-Suu Kyi
and anti-junta.

A non-voter, out of apathy, and non-
attendee of Suu Kyi's public address offers
a complementing assessment. According
to this businessman, it is not just about
getting democracy for Burma.

The problem, he says, is that Burma’s
government only looks to itself, whereas
other governments, while still looking after
their own interests, also look to the needs
of the people. “We have no health care,
no education, no insurance,” he laments.

“Any government is okay, as long as
they do their best. But right now they do
not,” he added. Asked if he would support
the new parliament as comprised if it
showed it looked to “do its best,” the
answer came quickly: “Yes, of course.”

It is difficult to judge just how deep
such a sentiment lies in the Burmese
political body, but for many it remains
impossible to see past the monumental
personage of Suu Kyi.

An unemployed Muslim who lives near
Rangoon University with his wife and four
children and who was an eager onlooker
during her public address, reflects a view
of the opposition leader bordering on a
sort of civilian messiah.

Why do you like her so much? “Because
she is the daughter of our first king,”
replied the wiry man with betel-stained
teeth, obviously assigning the title of first
king to Suu Kyi's father, post-colonial
independence hero General Aung San.

While Suu Kyi would no doubt cringe
at the thought of her father being
considered the first monarch of a new
Burmese empire, it is not a unique
sentiment and an image, speaking of the
lineage and not the misappropriated royal
title, actively cultivated by ‘The Lady’ and
her party.

In ataxi en route to NLD headquarters,
the driver inquired if | was aware that her
father was a king of Burma. Meanwhile, a
giant billboard depicting a portrait of Suu
Kyi with her late father in military garb
gazed over the crowd assembled outside
NLD headquarters. The inner sanctum of
the office as well is adorned with various
murals depicting both father and daughter.

An infatuation with revisiting past
events, specifically in this case the
inauspicious assassination of Aung San and
colleagues just prior to independence,
continues to weave its way throughout the
posturing of Suu Kyi's party.
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Despite unquestioned charisma and
oratorical skills, the policies of Suu Kyi have
in the past been criticised for being
uncompromising to the point of frustrating
gradual change. The politically active
professional shares the concern, butis yet
hopeful that it will not be allowed to
obstruct future gains.

“l worry about that too. But, she also
says she does not want a Suu Kyi
dictatorship,” he affirmed, stressing that
any movement forward depends both on
Suu Kyi and the military-backed
government.

From the streets, people in the wake
of Suu Kyi's release are yet
looking...hoping, and generally form a far
more politically diversified bloc than might
be expected — any broad unification today
would have to be said to be grounded in
apathy.

By far the most challenging question
posed to those consulted regarded the
amount of patience people would have for
Suu Kyi to demonstrate a tangible gain.
That, it was said by virtually all
approached;depends.”

Looking forward

A major factor in the potential impact
of Suu Kyi on the greater Burmese political
body will be her ability to travel freely
throughout the country. Rangoon, despite
heavily censored media, is largely aware
of proceedings, but speculation is that
large portions of the country remains
largely ignorant

Those canvassed were unanimous in
their expectation that Suu Kyi’'s travel
beyond Rangoon would be tightly
controlled. Even in Rangoon, comments
one student, she is not free to do whatever
she likes or speak wherever she likes.
Freedom, and one look no further than the
motley collection of characters at her
party’s headquarters, is still a much-
qualified term.

Having been largely shut out from her
supporters — domestic and foreign, at
home and abroad — for the last seven
years, it will also be vital for Suu Kyi to
recover her own voice and assert control
and direction over her party and
supporters. A clear and enforced policy
platform regarding contentious issues
would also aid in determining if dialogue
with the country’s generals is possible. The
multitude of voices that have in the past
insinuated to speak on her behalf must be
subsumed within her true aspirations and
interpretations.

As for her personal popularity and
following, a sizable core of supporters, and
not without good reason, can be expected
to remain loyal and follow ‘The Lady’
wherever she may lead.

However, true gains respective of
Burma’s political landscape will likely only
be realised with the advent of visible gains
on the ground and in the lives of the

Free at last  continued from page 1

stood silent and composed on either side.
There was jumping, skipping and
screaming on the part of the people, as
a cloud of dust was kicked up by the
human stampede.

At the gate to her estate there was a
brief moment when it appeared
excitement and emotion may get the
better of the situation. As those up front
were crushed against her yellow gate,
some youth tested the limbs of trees to
their breaking point while others still
attempted to scale the rickety bamboo
barrier to the side of the main gain. The
loud report of the snapping of dead
bamboo rang in the air, her compound
gradually more exposed as the fence
swayed to and fro.

And there she was, a face so familiar
yet for most never actually seen. At
twenty-two past five on the evening of
November 13th ‘The Lady’ herself popped
up over the yellow gate with red trim,
her face glowing and drawing the viewer
to her. She accepted a bouquet of flowers
and duly tucked a single blossom behind
her right ear, completing the iconic image
of millions throughout the world. Random
yelps of support and hope continued to
ring down the street.

Eventually, smiling and not quite
crying, Aung San Suu Kyi addressed
those assembled. She could have said
anything and applause would have
followed. And for most people there,
unable to actually hear any words, she
might as well have said anything. But, that
was not the point on this night. After
seven years of detention the point was
she was free to address the people.

Following the decent of the sun over
the western horizon and a message of
thankfulness and hope, in which she said
she and her supporters have much to talk
about, a tired, sweaty mass of humanity
began to crumble into the Rangoon
streets. However, having heard the news
of her release, throughout the night hours
a steady flow of people continued on the
pilgrimage to 54 University Avenue on the
shores of Inya Lake, almost all of whom
were decked out in some kind of Aung
San Suu Kyi paraphernalia. It was not an
organized march, or at least it did not
appear. No, instead it seemed to
represent a genuine outpouring of support
and desire.

Yet, as the brief str etch of pavement
called University Avenue receded into the
background, Rangoon could be seen
carrying on much as it always does. Young
people watched intently as judges
provided feedback to contestants on
Burma’s version of Pop ldol, while
streetside tea stalls and beer stations
drew a flotilla of viewers for the
Manchester United football game.
Meanwhile, those not lucky enough to be
able to engage in some Saturday night
revelry attempted to make a few final
sales before packing up their wares after
another long day on the city’s cracked
sidewalks.

Yes, she was free. But, the scenes
from the streets were a stark reminder
that her freedom was far from a
revolution, or even the onset of political
evolution. While undeniably interested,
most Burmese in the former capital
preferred to play it safe and wait and see,
veiling their hopefulness for the future in
the adage: “In Burma, you don’t know if
something will happen until it happens.”

Burmese people, who are ready to jump
back on the “Suu Kyi bandwagon” but have
grown weary of a domestic landscape void
of results as epitomised by November’s
much-maligned general election.
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UN commission of inquiry goal
sees fresh setback

Chiang Mai— The realisation of a UN
commission of inquiry into crimes against
humanity in Burma took another hitin the
first week of November, with the public
disclosure of a General Assembly draft
resolution on Burma omitting any reference
to the f ormation of such a body.

Interest in the commission had been
growing during the summer, but with
recent reports of the United States
tempering its enthusiasm in pushing the
issue forward amid strong Chinese
opposition, prospects appeared remote at
best.

The document does, however, use
strong language in denouncing continuing
rights violations in Burma and calling on
the regime to implement without delay an
“impartial and independent investigation
into all reports of human rights violations,
and to bring to justice those responsible

in order to end impunity.”

Despite not explicitly calling for a
commission of inquiry, Benedict Rogers of
Christian Solidarity Worldwide — an aid
organisation that has worked with groups
along Burmese border areas — and an
author on Burmese politics and current
events, welcomed news of the document.

“We welcome the UN General
Assembly resolution, but we urge the
international community to go further and
establish a formal commission of inquiry
to investigate crimes against humanity in
Burma,” Rogers said. “The new
constitution guarantees the military
immunity for past, present and future
crimes, so the onus is on the international
community to act.”

The latest resolution, while
acknowledging the continued failure of the
Burmese government in addressing
concerns expressed in previous resolutions,
reiterates the international community’s
call for genuine dialogue between
competing factions to Burma'’s political
crisis and the release of the its more than
2,000 political prisoners.

The resolution was submitted by the
European Union, with support from 42 co-
sponsors.

Only Argentina, Canada and the
Britain, during the convening of the General
Assembly’s Third Committee, directly
supported the Assembly taking action to
establish a commission of inquiry.

Suu Kyi continued from page 12

who turned out hoping to gain the best
vantage point possible. According to one
NLD senior member as well as a youth
member, they were surprised by how
many turned out to witness the event, with

the size of the crowd catching them
unawares. Those who attended her last
release in 2000 said the outpouring of
interest this time surpassed that year’s.

Following the general speech, Suu Kyi
held a press conference inside party
headquarters. Dozens of foreign
correspondents covered the event
alongside scores of Burmese journalists,
greatly testing the physical capacity of the
venue.

The opposition leader appeared
confident and spoke quickly, in both
Burmese and English, in response to
questions.

She told those gathered, “We [Burma]
had elections in 1990, [and] at that time

we won. And then now they [the ruling
regime] try to make elections again. Why
do they make another election? Elections
are made according to independence and
freedom of choosing as voters like...With
this election, what were they thinking?”

Responding to a question about the
founding principles and orientation of her
movement, Daw Suu expressed: “I didn’t
found the NLD as a party but as an
organisation for change for the people of
Burma. And as long as the people want
change for Burma, this organization will
continue to exist.”

She also lamented the country’s
continuing trend to look to solve differences
via military force, stipulating that it has never
been her opinion that force can provide the
requisite salve for Burma’s wounds.

Prior to greeting the general public, Suu
Kyi held a closed-door meeting incorporating
various members of the international
diplomatic community.

Amartya Sen  continued from page 12

weapons at the disposal of the international
community. Though the conclusion is
arguably consistent with the creation of an
integrated global movement, at the very
best this appears a partially tested (and
failed?) strategy whose fruition can only
be realized in a greatly altered global
environment.

However, the assessment does
challenge ingrained opposition positions,
for if a truly integrated global policy is to
be created, the demonization of China, to
take one example, would surely have to
be replaced with enhanced engagement
and empathy.

A far more readily implementable
suggestion prospered during the address
seeks the advent of substantive debate
regarding post-authoritarian Burma,
inclusive of the fate of those presently at
the helm of the country’s political
machinations.

Sen’s diagnosis of the disease gripping
Burmese society may well be more or less
accurate and his prescription for the global
community a viable means of curing the
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Burmese state. But, it is without question
an assessment begging a long-term lens
through which to analyze the illness and
upon which to graft a successful course of
rehabilitation.

This, however, is not to be confused
as a victory for those who today
proactively abet the regime or are complicit
by virtue of their inaction. T o these
governments and personalities Sen
foretells, “The ghost of today will haunt
the present day collaborators of military
butchers tomorrow.”

Amartya Sen is an unquestioned friend
and ally of those who oppose authoritarian
rule in Burma. But, it would be a mistake to
take his overture as merely an opportunity
for the political opposition and its international
supporters to revel in the righteousness of
their position.

While Sen minces no words in imploring
the opposition to rid itself of defeatist language
and incorporate the language of victory into
its rhetoric, this, itis argued, needs to happen
simultaneous with a critical examination of
the present situation and assessment of what
needs to and can be done to realize and
embrace a changed Burma.

British envoy: junta elections defy all EU

fairness criteria

Dr. Shawn Smith

Bangkok — Officially, the British
government is taking a “wait-and-see”
posture on the outcome of Burmese
elections, but, given the junta’s failure to
even nearly satisfy international norms, the
poll's fairness was most unlikely, Britain’s
envoy to Burma told reporters in Bangkok
on November 4th.

British Ambassador to Burma Andrew
Heyn’s comments came as he shared his
views at the Foreign Correspondent’s Club
of Thailand.

The failure of the Burmese government
to come anywhere near the European
Union’s guidelines for free and fair polls,
Heyn said, left him only able to pass his
personal verdict on the likely outcome: “I
do not believe the elections will be free
and fair; they will not be run freely and
fairly, and they will not be r epresentative.”

The majority of the ambassador’s
presentation focused on a detailed and
compelling argument to back up that claim.

EU guidelines provide seven criteria for
a properly-conducted election campaign:
transparency of the process; existence of
an effective, impartial and independent
electoral commission; equal access for all
candidates and parties to state resources;
equal access to state-run media; an
effective voter-education programme; a
peaceful atmosphere; and, the presence
of outside observers or monitors, he said.

With the dubious possible exception of
a peaceful atmosphere, Heyn
demonstrated point by point the failure of
the Burmese regime to even attempt to
live up to these ideals. Instead, there had
been a steady programme of
disenfranchisement of any party that might
challenge the military’s dominant role in
Burmese politics, he said.

For example, the junta announced in
mid-August that each candidate had a
mere two weeks to post a non-refundable
deposit to qualify to contest the polls, he
said.

“The cost of putting up candidates, US$500
per candidate...is notarefundable deposit, it's
afeeyoudon'tgetback,” Heyn said.

While this may not seem an enormous
sum of money, Heyn said this requirement
was coupled with a ban on opposition
parties raising money outside Burma. This
violated several EU guidelines, including
those related to transparency and equal
access, and was directly relevant to the
NLD'’s decision to boycott the elections.

Heyn said the British government
respected the decisions of those in the
democratic opposition who had decided to
boycott the election, and those who had
decided to contest it in the hopes of
working from within the existing or der. He
added that both represented possible
routes towards progress, and that Britain
was averse to pre-judging or undermining
either route.

As to what Britain could do if the
election rubber-stamps the military’s lock
on political power in Burma, Heyn said that
if the unexpected happened and there
were real signs of change, then the United
Kingdom would be willing to rethink its
hard line on Burma.

If the moderately pro-government
National Unity Party (NUP) for example did
as well as, or better than, the Union
Solidarity and Development Party
(effectively a front for the military), and if
the NUP seemed open to genuine change,
then there was something to work with,
he said. If not, sanctions had to remain in
place.

“The United Kingdom has kept Burma
very high on its international agenda,” the
ambassador stated, and indicated two
specific measures that could be taken.

One would be, with international
cooperation, to place Burmain the same kind
of “high priority” status under which Sudan
is currently considered, he said. Another
would be to push for a UN commission of
inquiry into the Burmese regime’s human
rights abuses.

However, Heyn, in response to
questions, acknowledged that Britain and the
West as a whole were limited in what they
could do in this regard, given the cooperation
afforded the Burmese regime by Asian
nations, especially China and Thailand.

Basic needs continued from page 11

about 1,000 buildings were damaged.

Giri also damaged fishery trade centres
and many vessels vital to the area’s fishing
industry.

About 2,000 people took refuge at
monasteries, meditation halls and schools
in the town. Although authorities provided
rice for the victims, the rice was wet,
according to a Mizzima correspondent.

Moreover, some victims in rural areas
were ignored by authorities, a resident
from Zinchaung village told Mizzima.

A UN office in Rangoon reported that
of the 177,000 residents in 71 villages
affected, 10,000 were hit severely.

“The cyclone cut off communications
in the affected regions so we have to
depend on sea routes to reach there,
meaning we've encountered difficulties in
compiling [accurate] information,” a UN
spokesman told Mizzima. “Many paddy
fields and businesses were damaged. It
will take a long time to return the towns
to their pr evious states!”
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Mixed S|gnals for post-vote economy Junta raises new flags throughout the country

A November report predlcts expan5|on in
the energy and petroleum sectors in
post-election Burma, although it foresees
stunted growth in the agricultural sector
due to lack of investment and poor input
of resources. Photo: Mizzima.

Chiang Mai — Burma’s economy,
hampered for years by skewed central
planning, will continue to show sparse signs
of improvement amid a generally
depressed economic landscape, according
to a current report.

Compiled by the Economist Intelligence
Unit (EIU), an in-house think tank spawned
from The Economist magazine, the report
released this month tracks slight
improvements in the forecast for state-
dominated enterprises, while any
economic gains struggle to reach a majority
of the Burmese population.

“The performance of Myanmar’'s
[Burma’s] economy will improve in the
next two years, but this will mainly be
because of investment in the energy and
petroleum sectors. Beyond these sectors,
the domestic economy will remain weak,”
finds the study. “Despite efforts to reduce
tax evasion, the government’s revenue
base remains small, and it will continue to
spend heavily on big projects that benefit
the military regime.”

Projects, such as the construction of
the capital Naypyidaw, had helped to drive
the combined value of outstanding three
and five-year bonds to around US$1 billion
at the end of June, a huge increase from
the US$180 million estimated outstanding
at the end of March 2008. The gap, the
report said, indicates the Burmese
government is running a wide budget
deficit.

Significant approvals of Foreign Direct
Investment (FDI), however, are in line to
bolster the Burmese economy in years to
come. In the first quarter of this fiscal y ear,
almost US$10.5 billion was approved,
according to the EIU, a mammoth jump

from the US$2.2 approved in the previous
four years combined. The figure for the

2010/2011 fiscal year does not even
account for the recent US$8 billion deal
struck between Naypyidaw and a Thai
company regarding development deep-sea
port of the pr oposed Tavoy (Dawei) Special
Economic Zone.

However, the report did caution, in
addition to the rarity of a country realising
the full value of approved FDI, that Burma’s
natural gas production has plateaued, with
further growth unlikely until 2013, when
new fields are expected to come on stream.
The gemindustry is also expected to slump
owing to a projected decline in demand
and the continuation of sanctions.

In contrast to the resource-driven
energy and petroleum sectors, the report
concluded “agriculture will continue to
struggle to grow rapidly because of a lack
of investment and poor access to
important inputs and equipment.” The
majority of the Burmese population relies
on subsistence agriculture for survival.

Also, “the manufacturing sector will
remain troubled, reflecting the difficulties
that it faces in obtaining necessary inputs
and capital for investment, while weak
external demand will compound the
problems experienced by export-oriented
manufacturing firms.”

As for direct impacts on consumers,
the research firm calculated that inflation
for 2011/2012 would increase, averaging
12.4 percent per annum. Meanwhile, in
June this year, consumer price inflation
accelerated to 9.3 percent year on year,
from 7.9 percent in April. This compares
to an average of just 1.5 percent for last
year.

The increased burden for consumers is
largely said to be attributable to food prices,
with the study showing that “after a year of
food price deflation in 2009, food prices rose
by 8.5 percent year on year in June, up from
7.3 percentin May and 5.8 percentin April”.

The researchers warned that political
turmoil could spell more trouble for the
Burmese economy and hardship for its
populace, as the junta’s roadmap to
democracy is deemed to place “manifestly
more emphasis on discipline than on
democracy in any conventional sense’”

Nonetheless, the think tank foresees no
widespread unrest in the near future
resulting from the general election, as it said
the electorate was likely resigned to the
evolving, military-dominated, Burmese
political theatre.

Protesters target Air Bagan for boycott over junta links

Thea Forbes

Chiang Mai— A group of westerners
launched a boycott against Air Bagan in
northern Thailand on October 28th over its
tycoon owner’s close connections to the

MM A
Burmese authorities on July 1 rasied the passenger tax at Rangoon International
Airport for Burmese citizens from 500 kyat to 3,000 kyat (around US$3). Foreigners,
however, must still pay the previous rate of US$10. Photo: Mizzima.

ruling Burmese military junta.

Nine protesters gathered outside of the
office of the largest private airline in Burma
in Chiang Mai, Thailand, to register their
opposition to the carrier 's owner, billionaire

Burma’s new national flag, a central white star set against yellow, green and red
horizontal stripes, flies in front of City Hall, Rangoon, on October 21, 2010. Rangoon
Mayor Aung Thein Lin presided over the flag-raising ceremony as a military band
played the Burmese national anthem. Photo: Mizzima.

Myint Maung

New Delhi — Burma’s new national
flag has been flying at government buildings
and NGO offices across the country since
3 p.m. October 21st.

Rangoon Mayor Aung Thein Lin
presided over the flag-raising ceremony at
the City Hall in Rangoon.

“The ceremony, commencing 30
minutes late, included the military band
playing the national anthem. The mayor
and other officers bowed or saluted to the
new national flag as many people
watched,” a witness told Mizzima.

He added, “l saw the new national flag
in front of Myawaddy Bank, the District
Peace and Development Council Office and
offices in many townships.”

The former national flag was set on
fire at City Hall in a ceremony involving
the Central Fire Department in Rangoon.

“We set the old national flag on fire
after raising the new flag. We did it in
accordance with instructions from our
superior officers,” a Central Fire
Department official said.

The old national flag, adopted in
January 1974 upon the declaration of Burma
as asocialist republic, had ared background
with a small dark-blue rectangular area at
the top-left corner. | n the rectangular area,
14 stars encircled a cog and a rice plant.
The new flag, designated in the
controversial 2008 constitution, has a central
white star set against yellow, green and red
horizontal stripes.

“I think flag-raising ceremonies should
be held in the morning, but they [the junta]
held them at 3 p.m. They told us the old
national flag must be removed by a person
born on a Tuesday and that the new
national flag must be hoisted by someone
born on a Wednesday. | f eel so upset. Our
government seriously believes in astrology.
It’s too bad for our country,” a resident
complained.

In preparation for the change in
national symbol, textile factories have made
one million 6x4 feet flags.

Replacing the national flag without any
clear notice given to the public was not
satisfactory, Dr. Myat Nayn Soe, secretary
of the Rangoon Division electoral campaign
committee of the National Democratic
Force, told Mizzima. “It's disrespectful to
the people. They justignored the people,’
he said.

Democratic Party (Myanmar)
chairman Thu Wai assessed, “The 2008
constitution must be used only after the
parliament approves it in the post-
election period. They should wait until that
time. They did not obey their law. We
want them to take action in accordance
with the law.”

In May 2008, the junta conducted a
constitutional referendum, which
officially received 92.48 percent support.
Observers, however, condemned the
junta for holding the referendum six days
after Cyclone Nargis left 140,000 dead
and more than 1 million homeless.

Tay Za.

“Our boycott against Air Bagan is about
informing travellers to Burma to look for
alternatives to travelling on Air Bagan, and
not allowing them to expand unchecked in
Thailand,” demonstration spokesman
Garret Kostin told Mizzima.

Protesters arrived at the airline’s office
at noon armed with placards, leaflets and
whistles. Employees of Air Bagan quickly
shut the office after the protest
commenced.

The demonstrators then walked
around Loi Kroh Road, Thapae Gate (the
ancient entrance to the old city) and other
tourist areas of Chiang Mai, delivering
leaflets and information in Thai and English
to pedestrians, travel agencies and tour
operators.

Tay Za is a close business associate
of the military regime and a confidant of
junta chief Than Shwe.

The Air Bagan office opened in Chiang
Mai in July and has been running flights

twice a week between Chiang Mai and
Rangoon.

The carrier has had failed attempts to
secure international routes to Bangkok and
Singapore, leaving Chiang Mai as an important
international destination.

Kyi Kyi Aye, a director at the Ministry of
Hotel and Tourism in Burma told the Chiang
Mai Mal in July, “The office marks a new stage
in Myanmar-Thailand tourism cooperation.”

Tay Za has formed another proxy airline
named Asia Wing. It will apparently be
managed through a prominent travel
company in Burma to escape the problems
Air Bagan has faced, which includes heavy
losses from targeted financial sanctions from
the United States and European Union
countries and problems gaining insurance.

In 2008, British bank and insurer Lloyds
TSB rejected the airline’s insurance policy
renewal and by the end of the year the airline
was supposedly operating without sufficient
cover. It is now bel ieved to be covered by a
Russian insurer.
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Armed ethnic groups form historic alliance

Jai Wan Mai

Chiang Mai— Six major armed ethnic
opposition groups reached a landmark
deal to join forces against the Burmese
Army at a meeting held November 2nd in
the Thai town of Mae Hong Son near the
Burmese border, a source present at the
meeting said.

Members of alliance come from both
ceasefire and non-ceasefire areas, and
mostly from regions that did not participate
in the election. They are: the Karen
National Union (KNU), Karenni National
Progressive Party (KNPP), Chin National
Front (CNF), Kachin Independence
Organisation (KIO), New Mon State Party
(NMSP) and the Shan State Army North
(SSA-N).

A participant, who requested
anonymity, said, “The aim of the al liance
is to assist each other if attacked by the
Burmese Army. We believe the Burmese
Army will attack one of the groups after
the November 7th election.”

According to David Tharckabaw, vice-
president of the KNU, “The Burmese Army
could wage wars against the ethnic armed
groups after the election. Therefore, itis
essential for the ethnic groups to cooperate
and help each other”

He said, however, that the alliance
would still have to continue to rely on
guerrilla warfare against the Burmese
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Army, in apparent admission that despite
the combined strength of the bloc it still
cannot expect to match the firepower of
junta forces.

The relationship between the ceasefire
groups and the Burmese regime has

become increasingly strained after groups

such as the United Wa State Army (UWSA),
National Democratic Alliance Army (NDAA),
KIO, SSA-N and NMSP refused to transform
their forces into a Border Guard Force under

Burmese Army command.

In September, the Burmese Army
launched three small attacks on the 1st
Brigade of the SSA-N. At the same time,
the junta’s daily newspaper branded the
KIO “insurgents”, possibly the first time in
16 years since a ceasefire agreement was
reached that the KIO had been labelled in
such amanner.

Regarding the involvement of the SSA-
N in the formation of the alliance, Sao Pung
Fa, the SSAN representative, commented,
“As far as | know, the ceasefire agreement
between the SSA-N and the MA [Burma
Army] ended on September 1st.”

However, James Lun Dau, a central
committee member of the KIO, gave an
ambiguous answer on KIO participation,
saying, “The KIO might send someone to
participate with them [the alliance
members] but | personally did not
participate in the meeting and was not
aware of the meeting.”

Sao Lao Hseng, spokesperson for the
Restoration Council of Shan State (RCSS),
the political wing of the Shan State Army-
South (SSA-S), remarked, “The RCSS is
not involved and we are not ready to
participate because there are still many
parties inside Shan State. The RCSS
stands behind a state-based
representational policy but not
organisational representation. Therefore,
we will participate only after we can solve
our internal differences’

Karenni troops launch attack on Burmese Army outpost

Py ¥

Karenni Army troops (above) train for battle. An outpost of the 247 Infantry Battalion
of the Burmese Army, based at Daw Tamugyi village, was raided at dawn on October
16 by Karenni troops. Photo: Sai Wan Mai

Sai Wan Mai

Chiang Mai— Karennitroops launched
an armed assault on a Burmese Army
outpost in Loikaw Township, Karenni
State, in the third week of October.
According to a report on a Karenni party
website, four junta troops and one Karenni
were killed.

The outpost of the 247 Infantry
Battalion of the Burmese Army based at
Daw Tamugyi village was raided on October
16th in a surprise dawn attack by Karenni
troops led by Captain Phe Bu. The attack
lasted for about 10 minutes, the Karenni
National Progressive Party (KNPP) website
reported.

A senior KNPP official commented,
“During the attack, four Burmese soldiers
were killed and the other four were
detained by Karenni troops. We lost one
man and three were wounded. Besides,
we managed to seize some weapons from
the Burmese troops.”

“However, our soldiers released the
detainees after the fight calmed down. We
handed them to the abbot of the village
temple,” Phe Bu said.

The captain, though, refused to
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confirm the reason for the attack.

Prior to the assault the Burmese Army
unit had reportedly been oppressing
villagers in the area, demanding that they
perform forced labour.

According to a Karenni Aid worker in
the area, “After the fight, the headman and
the assistant of Daw Tamugyi village were
arrested by the Burmese Army, which sent
them to Loikaw. The reasons behind the
arrests are unknown.”

However, he added, “Villagers always
pay the price for the clashes’”

The KNPP was established in 1957 as
the political wing of the Karenni Army. Itis
the only armed Karenni group that still fights
against the Burmese regime while many
of its Karenni fellow groups, including the
Karenni Nationalities People’s Liberation
Front (KNPLF) and the Karenni National
Defence Army (KNSO), have already
become part of the Border Guard Force.

In the meantime, the KNPP has allied
itself with ethnic armed opposition groups
such as the Shan State Army-South and
Karen National Union, which are also
fighting f or various levels of autonomy. The
ethnic armed groups occupy bases along
the Thai-Burmese border.

Fresh clashes erupt along Thai-Burmese border

Shan State Army - South troops train on a parade ground inside Burma in this
undated picture.

Jai Wan Mai

Chiang Mai — Separate encounters
pitting the Burmese Army against armed
ethnic opposition groups broke out close
to the Thai-Burmese border in Shan State
on October 19th and 20th, according to
villagers and ethnic minority media.

Troops from the Burma Army’s 277th
Light Infantry Brigade (LIB) on October 19th
engaged members of an undetermined
armed group to the south of Mae Ken
village, Mong Tone Township, in the east
of Shan State.

The clash occurred after the Burmese
Army received information from a villager
that members of an armed group were
passing through the area. Thirty soldiers
from the Burmese Army were sent to
intercept the group.

The Burmese Army unit, however, was
ambushed before it could reach its
destination. The ensuing firefight lasted for
20 minutes before the unknown armed
group retreated. One Burmese soldier was
reportedly killed.

According to a Shan Herald Agency for
News (SHAN) report, the clash was
between the Shan State Army-South (SSA-
S) and the Burmese Army.

However, Sao Lao Hseng, a spolesman
for the SSA-S, said, “The SSA-S can't
confirm our involvement in the clash of
October 19th. We are still checking with
our meninthe area”

On the following day, further hostilities
were witnessed to the east of Mae Ken
village between the joint forces of the 65th
LIB of the Burmese Army and a Lahu militia
unitled by Ja Bee Koi, and troops from the
United Wa State Army (UWSA).

The incident happened when patrolling
Burmese and Lahu soldiers ran into a
UWSA detachment. One Lahu soldier and
two UWSA fighters died in the encounter,
with several others on both sides
reportedly wounded.

But, according to a villager of Na
Kawng Mu, Mong Tone Township, “We
heard of shooting between the UWSA and
the Burmese Army. Four soldiers were lost
on the side of the Burmese Army and one
from the UWSA””

Tension between the Burmese Army
and UWSA has run high since the latter
rejected the junta’s demand this year that
the UWSA bring its troops under junta
command within its Border Guard Force.
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Clashes rage between DKBA factlon Junta troops Youth alliance backs second Panglong declaration

Refugees rest near a temporary shelter in Mae Sot, Thailand, after fleeing clashes
between junta troops and a breakaway faction of the DKBA in Myawaddy in Burma on
Monday, November 8, 2010. More than 10,000 Burmese fled to Mae Sot, according to

social organisations as well as the UNHCR.

Chiang Mai— Heavy fighting between
a breakaway faction of the Democratic
Karen Buddhist Army (DKBA) and Burmese
Army troops broke out in Myawaddy, on
the Burmese side of the border with
Thailand, on the morning of November 8th.

Thousands of refugees have fled
across the border to avoid the battles,
according to Thai government sources,
residents of both towns and witnesses.

DKBA 5th Brigade Battalion 902, led by
Lieutenant Colonel Saw Kyaw Thet, was
involved in the clashes and fired heavy
weapons near the Thai-Burmese
Friendship Bridge, a resident in Myawaddy
told Mizzima via telephone.

A Myawaddy resident said at about
1:30 p.m. (Thai time) he saw more than
400 DKBA soldiers in position on the
junction of Kyangin Road and the Asia
Highway, about 100 yards (90 metres) from
the bridge.

Mizzima spoke to a person stranded
at a shop at the junction during the clash,
who said DKBA troops were firing rocket-
propelled grenades and machine guns and
throwing grenades against junta forces that
had taken up a position on the Myawaddy
end of the bridge.

“I had to tak e cover. The rebel forces
are in front of this shop. They fired about
10 RPG shells towards the Myawaddy
bridge. We dare not go out and see, maybe
the bridge has collapsed because of these
explosions. There are a lot of rebel forces
outside,” he said.

Heavy casualties were being taken on
both sides, a DKBA commander told
Mizzima.

Photo: Mizzima.

Another Myawaddy resident also said
the DKBA unit had forcibly taken at least
500 civilians as porters up towards Three
Pagodas Pass, as the Karen force aimed
to cut off Burmese Army reinforcements.

“We daren’t go onto the streets [which
are] deserted now. We're worried about
being killed in crossfire. The power supply
is cutin the area and we can’t do anything.
We can’t go anywhere else;’ the r esidents
said.

Meanwhile, DKBA forces also claimed
control over Three Pagodas Pass, a
strategic border crossing between Burma
and Thailand to the east of Burma's former
capital of Rangoon and opposite Thailand’s
Kanchanburi Province.

DKBA Battalion 906, along with
Battalion 907 launched a major offensive
against Burmese troops stationed at Three
Pagodas Pass at around 11 a.m. on
November 8th, gaining control of their
objective in the afternoon hours.

“We seized the Three Pagodas Pass
just like we seized Myawaddy,” Lieutenant
Saw A One, commanding officer of
Battalion 906, told Mizzima.

Lieutenant Saw A One stipulated, “We
have seized nearly all areas of the city.
We tried to prevent any civilian casualties.
Now, our troops are camped in the
downtown, suburban areas and in the
mountains.”

The DKBAs fifth brigade is the only
DKBA faction to reject the junta’s Border
Guard Force proposal. Tension between
the group and the junta’s army has been
mounting since the group rejected the
plan.

Junta pulls civil servants out of Shan ceasefire area

Jai Wan Mai

Chiang Mai— The Burmese junta has
recalled government workers out of a
ceasefire group’s area of control in
northern Shan State amid rising tensions
between ethnic forces and the Burmese
Army, a source said in late October.

Dozens of doctors and teachers have
left the villages Nam Ma and Mok Bwng
in Mongyai Township, under the contr ol
of the 1st Brigade of the Shan State Army-
North (SSA-N), a source in northern Shan
State said.

Furthermore, the Burmese Army
called on a Border Guard Force (BGF)
group to stand by as reinforcements in
case fighting breaks out with the SSA-N’s
1st Brigade.

The former 3rd Brigade of the SSA-
N, now transformed into a BGF was told

it would be reinforced with Burmese Army
troops.

However, Sao Hla Myint, the BGF
group’s leader, cautioned that the whole
unit might instead desert to rejoin the 1st
Brigade, as they have been sworn
brothers in arms for decades.

Concurrently, the SSA-N's 1st
Brigade, led by Major General Sao Pangfa,
warned Burmese troops that anybody
attempting to cross the Nam Ma River to
the east would be shot.

A government newspaper recently
labelled the ceasefire group as criminals.

A Shan source, requesting anonymity,
confirmed, “The Burmese Army no longer
recognizes them as a ceasefire group but
as an outlaw association”

In September, three clashes took
place between the 1st Brigade of the SSA-
N and Burmese troops.

L

Phanida

Chiang Mai — Burmese pro-
democracy students and other youth have
lent their support to calls by the Zomi
National Congress (ZNC) for convening a
second Panglong conference.

The ZNC held its 22nd founding day
ceremony on October 24th in Kalaymyo,
Sagaing Division, and issued its Kalay
Declaration calling for the convening of a
second Panglong conference for national
reconciliation and the establishment of an
inclusive federal union.

Burma Democratic Front secretary Pan
Thu San, representing an alliance of seven
student and youth organisations, explained
the front’s reasons for its declaration of
support.

“After the 2010 general election the
entire country will be enslaved by the
military forever. So, it's time [for the
people] to show the military regime their
unity by joining with all ethnic
communities,” Pan Thu San told Mizzima.
“We're extending our support to this
statement [Kalay Declaration] as we think
it can be an outlet and solution to the
current political stalemate if we can adopt
a common platform.”

The Panglong Agreement was a deal
reached between the Burmese
government under Aung San and the Shan,

Kachin and Chin peoples on February 12,
1947, accepting in principle “f ull autonomy
in internal administration for the Frontier
Areas” and envisioning the creation of a
Kachin State by the Constituent Assembly
(Burma’s first post-independence
parliament).

“The Panglong conference gave its
priority to equality. This second Panglong
conference will be our lifeline, as the
current activities of the military regime do
not include ethnic rights. So, we extend
our support to this statement, ” Pan Thu San
said.

The declaration calling for a fresh
Panglong conference has been signed by
National League for Democracy (NLD)
leaders Tin Oo and Win Tin, Committee
Representing the People’s Parliament
(CRPP) secretary Aye Thar Aung, Mon
national leaders Nai Ngwe Thein and Nai
Tun Thein, veteran politicians Thakin Thein
Maung, Ohn Maung and Nyunt Thein and
more than 50 student and youth leaders.

“We're prepared to get signatures of
top leaders. This is preliminary
groundwork for convening the second
Panglong conference. This is not a
signature campaign but a plea for a
decision on a common posiion of unity,
dialogue and union affairs,” 88 Generation
Students leader Phyo Min Thein told
Mizzima.

More political leaders from the states
and divisions will reportedly also sign the
declaration.

Dr. Aye Maung, chairman of the
Rakhine National Democratic Party (RNDP),
which contested the election, supported the
call for convening a second Panglong
conference and said that ethnic unity is
long overdue.

Basic needs missing in GirI's wake

BURMA: Tropical Cyclone Giri

177,000 affected
in 71 villages
along storm's path

=

Khaing Suu

New Delhi — Food and water
shortages, power cuts and severed phone
lines affected thousands of homes and
businesses in Kyaukphyu Township, Arakan
State, in the wake of Cyclone Giri, which
hit Burma’s west coast in the third week
of October.

“Atleast 71,000 people lost their homes
and an estimated 177,000 were affected
by the cyclone that hit late on Friday
[October 22nd], leaving survivors in urgent
need of food and water,” Reuters AlertNet
service reported, citing aid agencies.

The storm made landfall near
Kyaukphyu on Burma’s western coast,
bearing winds of 100 to 120 miles per hour
(160 to 190 kilometres per hour),
according to a Red Cross report, and killing
atleast 27 in the town.

Alocal politician said 11 had also died
in the township of Pauktaw and 64 in
Myebon.

Many roads, bridges, power lines and

telecommunication equipment sustained
major damage, and tens of thousands of
homes have been partly or completely
wrecked, furthered the report.

Ba Shin, a Rakhine National
Development Party (RNDP) candidate for
Kyaukphyu, told Mizzima, “Power cuts still
affect homes in Kyaukphyu. I don’t know
when we can use electricity again but |
think repairs will take a long time. We have
to use candles every night.”

“Landline phones are also not working,
so we have to use mobiles phones. But
the power cuts mean that when the
batteries run down, we won't be able to
use mobiles either,” Ba Shin elaborated.

However, Kyaukphyu residents are no
strangers to power shortfalls. Before the
storm the town'’s electricity supply ran only
from 6 p.m. to 11 p.m, a source said.

A state-run newspaper, The Mirror,
said that 40 office buildings in Kyaukphyu
Township, two schools and the roofs of

Basic needs continued on page 8
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Amartya Sen speaks to complexities of change in Burma g Kyi salutes thousands

Joseph Ball

In a quip-laden keynote
address, Indian award-winning
economist Amartya Sen recently
put forth his analysis of the
present state of Burmese society
and the means by which change
can come to the blighted
Southeast Asian country.

The Harvard Professor of
Indian origin who spent the early
years of his childhood in Burma
was speaking on October 20th in
Washington D.C. at a conference
entitled, “A Return to Civilian
Rule? The Prospects for
Democracy and Rights in Burma
After the Election.”

With Sen’s prominent use of
verbiage such as “the new
Myanmar is actually the hell-hole
version of the old Burma” and
“Over the last couple of decades
[in Burma] there has been nothing
other than downs and downs,” it
would be easy to conclude that
the address was little more than
a colourful regurgitation of the
associated evils of the existing
government.

However, while clearly a call
for the realization of a more
democratic system of governance
in Burma, the speech also offered
a challenging insight into the
complexities facing current
strategies aimed at facilitating
meaningful change.

One area, though, from
which the Nobel laureate clearly
does not anticipate any change to
emerge is in the convening of
elections. Of the November polls,
Sen remarked, “Expectations that
things will change after the

election are completely contrary
to reasoned analysis”

The elections, according to
Sen, are purely to entertain the
global community, as the regime
has never shown any inclination
toward prioritizing the interests of
its own citizens and faces no
serious threat from those inside
Burma.

Yet, he also cautions, “It
would be a great mistake not
tosee from the perspective of
the[Burmese] government what
it sees as the well-being of the
people from its own
perspective...they [Burma’s junta]
are not unreasoned thinkers.”

As such, there appears to be
agap in understanding on the part
of the global community in
appreciating the mentality of
Burma’s rulers, who are said to
offer a countervailing assessment
regarding the needs of the
Burmese populace.

For this reason, it is
interesting that Sen laments the
lack of willingness on the part of
India to take a vocal position on
the moral imperatives of change
in Burma, as morality seldom
offers ground for compromise or
varying interpretations. Of even
greater interest, however, is
attention paid to the fact that
India did speak of political morality
when it lacked power, while it fails
to do so now that it has achieved
a modicum of international
influence.

Yet, governments such as the
United States and United Kingdom
are seldom at a loss to take up
the moral dais when confronting

Amartya Sen

Burma, though embodying far
greater international clout than

that of India. What this seems to

indicate is that morality is a poor

substitute for a policy of national

interest. The question, as Sen
seems to indicate, thus becomes
one of marrying the moral

discourse to that of more tangible

national interest.

New Delhi’s present policy
vis-a-vis Burma “breaks my
heart”, in the wor ds of the Sen,
who sees in the calculations of
Indian policymakers an absence
of a need to respond to critical
domestic voices, instead opting to
“partially reinvent [India] in
imitation of China.”

Nonetheless, while critical of
Chinese policy regarding Burma,
in addition to the policies of India
and other regional states, Sen
singles out China for Beijing’s
dedicated concern in uplifting the
welfare and livelihood of the
Chinese ctizenry. The conclusion
is eerily reminiscent of former
Singaporean leader Lee Kuan
Yew’s assessment that the
Burmese generals are basically
incompetent for running such a
resource-rich country into the
ground. However, the message is
also clear that electoral politics is
but one component in governance
and legitimization.

Much of the Nobel laureate’s
speech was devoted to an
assessment of international
strategy toward fomenting
change in Burma. To this end, Sen
offered little optimism in the
issuance of public statements
denigrating conditions inside
Burma or offering muted hopes
of naturally occurring post-
election change, instead
postulating that Burma’s “military
rulers are happy to have their
ears full, as long as their hands
are free”

What is needed, challenges
Sen, is the creation of an
integrated movement and
increased awareness across the
international theatre, affecting
the actions of all agents.

Sanctions targeting arms,
financial resources and travel
bans were singled out as

continued on page 8
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meets press

Aung San Suu Kyi at a press conference inside party headquarters
in Rangoon on November 14, 2010. Dozens of foreign correspon-
dents covered the event alongside scores of Burmese journalists,
greatly testing the physical capacity of the venue. Photo: Mizzima.

Joseph Ball

Rangoon — Her release
from house arrest confirmed,
Burma’s Aung San Suu Kyi on
November 14th delivered her first
public address at National
League for Democracy (NLD)
headquarters in Bahan
Township, Rangoon.

Thousands weathered the
Burmese sun and congested
roads to gather in front of the
opposition party’s office, with not
an open space of pavement or
dirt to be found anywhere in the
vicinity.

The visible outpouring of
support caused one Burmese in
attendance to remark that the
country’s generals miscalculated
in releasing Suu Kyi so close to
the election date, which was
marred by transgressions and
assessed to have merely
provided fresh evidence to the
Burmese electorate of the
impending need for change.

Appearing slightly past 11
a.m., Daw Suu, as millions
affectionately know her,
addressed the enthusiastic
crowd in a green shirt adorned
with an off-yellow garland below
a portrait depicting her alongside

her assassinated father, General
Aung San. She voiced her
support for the Burmese people
and thanked them in return for
their support.

Towards the close of the
gathering she displayed a placard
reading: “Aung San Suu Kyiloves
the Burmese people” Next to the
text was a check mark, a clear
slight to Burma’s military and
their stage-managed general
election held on November 7th.

She would later inform a
press conference, “l don’t believe
in one party or one person
dominating the government.
That is not democracy.” The
junta-backed Union Solidarity
and Development Party (USDP)
has been announced to have
captured well over 80 per cent
of available seats, benefiting
from enormous structural
advantages throughout the
electoral process.

While the front and centre
portions of those gathered
remained relatively calm
throughout Suu Kyi's public
address, the outlying viewing
areas were the scene of a
constant battle between those

Suu Kyi continued on page 8
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