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Kya Mya

New Delhi— Burma’s first
general election in two decades
is set to take place on November
7th, amidst continuing opposition
to the validity of the event by both

WWW.Mmizzima.com, wwwmizzima.tv

Junta announces election da

Oppositi_on derides Nov. 7 bal_loting

domestic opposition groups and
members of the international
community.

State-run media delivered
the announcement on the morning
of August 13th, with candidates
wishing to partake in the polling

Than Shwe and deputy quit
military in major reshuffle

Thomas Maung Shwe

Chiang Mai— Burma’s junta
leaders, including Senior General
Than Shwe and his right-hand

man, Deputy Senior General

Maung Aye, resigned their
military posts in a major reshuffle
on August 27th.

Than Shwe continued on page 11

required to submit their names by
the close of August.

The Burmese junta’s choice
of November 7th for elections is
designed to marginalise Aung San
Suu Kyi, contend several Western
governments and international

Mizzima

MoNTHY JOURNAL

rights groups, and denotes a
deliberate attack against Aung
San Suu Kyi and her National
League for Democracy (NLD)

party.

Election continued on page 10

Suu Kyi urges party and public to

monitor polls
Myint Maung
New Delhi— Detained pro-

democracy leader Aung San Suu
Kyi, spearheading her party’s
decision to boycott Burmese
elections on November 7th, is
urging members and the public to
monitor polling fairness, her
lawyer said.

The response came during a
two-hour meeting between the
National League for Democracy
(NLD) party general secretary and
her laywers, Nyan Win, Kyi Win
and Khin Htay Kywe, at her home
in the former Burmese capital of
Rangoon, on the afternoon of
August 24th.

“She agreed with the decision
of the party leaders to boycott the
elections and asserted that the
boycott actually started since the
party’s Central Committee
decided not to stand in the

elections on March 29th,” lawyer
Nyan Win told Mizzima.
Despite the decision, she
said, “The party should not
ignore them [the elections] and
should watch them closely. Even

Suu Kyi continued on page 11
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Political parties face old foes of time
and money

——
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Democratic Party chairman Thu Wai (second from left) speaking at a press confer-
ence on Sunday, August 22, 2010. Photo: Mizzima. He predicted the junta-backed
Union Solidarity and Development Committee (USDP) would win the most seats in the
upcoming election as other political parties face financial problems.

Ko Wai and Khaing Suu

Chiang Mai — With time expired to
submit candidate names to the junta’s
electoral body, lack of funds has driven
many parties to reduce the number of
contestants to enter Burma’s first elections
in 20 years, party leaders said.

The announced election dates,
designated constituencies for parliament
and called for political parties to submit
their candidate lists before August 31st.
The period is too short for political parties
and is causing problems, the leaders said.

“For our party, only the rich can be
candidates because of the short time
period [allowed]. Most of the potential
candidates don't have money. It’s very
difficult to col lect funds,” Democratic Party
(Myanmar) chairman Thu Wai told
Mizzima.

At first, the party had aimed to field
about 200 candidates to stand in the
upcoming polls, but the party needed to
reduce the number of candidates because
every candidate needed to pay 500,000
kyats (about US$500) to the junta’s
electoral commission.

Democratic Party (Myanmar) will
contest in the Irrawaddy, Mandalay,
Rangoon and Tenasserim Divisions and
Mon and Arakan States.

Rakhine Nationals Progressive Party
executive member Tha Hla Aung, who will
contest the Pouktaw constituency of
Arakan State, said, ‘| must ask for 500,000
kyats from my family. And | need to spend
about one million kyats for the electoral
campaign. My party cannot give that
amount of money.”

Similarly, Nyo Min Lwin, the Peace and
Diversity Party (PDP) chairman who lives
in Rangoon but will contest a seat in
Mandalay, said that although he estimated
he would need about 1.5 to 2 million kyats
ahead of the election, he even lacked the
500,000 kyats (about US$500) to register
as a candidate.

In keeping with section 16 of the
junta’s party registration laws, a party
needs to contest in at least three
constituencies for it to survive, so PDP first
vice-chairman Sandar Oo will contest in
Bogalay Township, Irrawaddy Division,
general secretary Nay Myo Wai will stand
in Mingaladon Township, Rangoon, and
joint general secretary Aung Myo Oo will
contest in Kyeemyindaing Township,
Rangoon.
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Further examples of party poverty were
described by 88 Generation Student Youths
(Union of Myanmar) vice-chaiman Than Oo,
who said that most parties were in a state
of chaos because of time constraints and
that his party had also encountered financial
problems. As a result, they were forced to
rethink which of their 100 nominated
candidates should stand.

Some candidates even have to front
their own fees. National Democratic Force
(NDF) candidate Khin Maung Yi, who will
contest in the Ahlone constituency in
Rangoon Division, deposited 500,000 kyats
to the commission with his own money, he
said.

Electoral rules state every party may
withdraw their lists of standing candidates
before September 3rd, and may then
commence campaigning, but this leaves
only two months to conduct campaigns.

Thu Wai, the former chairman of the
dissolved Democracy Party which stood in
the 1990 elections, and a former political
prisoner, noted the period assigned to
conduct electoral campaigns was very
short.

“Inthe 1990 election, we had enough
time...We could conduct campaigning freely
and did not need to rush as we had about
one year to campaign,” he said.

People do not like the junta-backed
Union Solidarity and Development Party
(USDP), so the more time allowed other
parties to conduct electoral campaigns, the
less votes the USDP would win, which is
the reason behind the limited time, Thu Wai
speculated.

PDP chief Nyo Min Lwin, who was born
in Pyinmana, two miles (3.2 kilometres)
east of the capital of Naypyitaw, said his
main rival in his Pyinmana constituency was
from the USDR but that he was
unconcerned because he had siblings and
relatives in the town. He had also
conducted electoral campaigns there in
1990, so he has a lot of experience, adding
that his party had five candidates.

“I'll visit to villages on a motorcycle to
conduct electoral campaigning. I'll circulate
pamphlets about my political philosophies,
biographies and future plans for our
country,” he said. “Moreover, I' ll talk to them
in person. But, | don’t have money to build
stages to preach’”

Only 15 political parties, of some 40
granted permission to form, had by mid-
August submitted lists of party members.

NUP lodges complaint against USDP

Phanida

Chiang Mai— Allegations of violations
of electoral laws continue to be leveled
against the Union Solidarity and
Development Party (USDP), with the
National Union Party (NUP) the latest to cry
foul.

The dispute arose in regard to
campaign tactics in Pegu, where USDP
members chanted slogans such as, ‘USDP
will win’, prompting the NUP to file a
complaint with the Pegu District Election
Commission that electoral laws had been
violated.

“The Township Election Commission
must tell them not to act like that and that
they should act in accordance with the law.
We shall inform them today. Taking action
or not depends on them only. We won’t say
the USDP violated the electoral law. This
must be said by Election Commission; NUP
Pegu Division Secretary Hla Myint told
Mizzima.

In an announcement issued by Union
Election Commission (UEC) dated June 21st,
political parties are forbidden from chanting
slogans, marching in procession and making
noises and disturbances at religious
buildings.

“They chanted slogans of ‘Vote for
USDP’‘'USDP wil win’ and ‘We shall win,
We shall win’,” according to Pegu
residents.

“We will point out the violation of law
by any party. The remaining partis to be
done by the authority concerned. If they
do not tak e action, we will note downit,”
Hla Myint added.

The Pegu Election Commission was
not available for comment when
contacted by Mizzima.

Despite the allegations, some believe
the USDP and NUP are working in alliance
toward the November polling date.

The Burma Socialist Programme
Party (BSPP), established by General Ne
Win, was converted into the NUP in 1988
and contested the 1990 multi-party
general election, winning ten seats. Itis
the third largest party in the 2010 election.

The USDP is led by Prime Minister
Thein Sein and is widely understood to
be the proxy party of the current military
government. Under their plans, ten
Lieutenant Generals will resign from their
military posts this coming Friday, a
Defence Ministry source told Mizzima.

Inits policy statement, the USDP says
it will build an efficient and strong military
comprising over 400,000 troops.

Currently confirmed USDP candidates and their constituencies:

Minister Constituency
Irrigation Minister Htay Ooo Henzada
Planning and Development Minister Soe Thar Twante
Energy Minister Lun Thi Kungyangone
Industry 1 Minister Aung Thaung T anugthar
Communication Minister Thein Zaw Mogaung
Social Welfare Minister Maung Maung Swe Namsan

Junta-backed party boasts it has only

two main rivals

The official seals of the Union Solidarity and
Development Party (top), National Union
Party (bottom left) and National Democratic
Force (bottom right).

Kyaw Kha

Chiang Mai — Only two parties are
considered close contestants by the largest
junta-backed party competing for seats in
Burma’s first polls in 20 years, a senior
leader of the Union Solidarity and
Development Party (USDP) said on August
18th.

The National Unity Party (NUP) and
National Democratic Force (NDF) will be the
party’s main rivals in the Southeast Asian
country’s elections, the USDP senior leader
said on condition of anonymity.

“The NUP is more than 20 years old and
is well established, so we must wait and
see how effective they can be. And also the
NDF is arenegade party of the NLD, so they
may be our rival party too. As for other
ethnic parties, they will be our rivals only in
the States concerned,” the USDP

representative told Mizzima, using NLD to
refer to Aung San Suu Kyi's National
League for Democracy, which rejected
the polls citing unfair and unjust electoral

laws.

The USDPled by 27 Central Executive
Committee members including serving
Prime Minister Thein Sein and members
of the junta’s cabinet, will contest seats
throughout the country in every
legislature. In Rangoon Division alone,
they will stand for 82 seats in all three
legislative bodies.

The divisional branch of the party held
its intra-party meeting on August 17th and
adopted the party’s future plan. In its
organisational work, the mass base will
comprise mainly farmers, workers and
student. But leaders at party headquarters
in the capital of Naypyitaw had yet to
adopt the composition of the part y.

According to party meeting minutes,
signboards of the former Union Solidarity
and Development Association (USDA) will
be removed from all of its offices across
the country, to be r eplaced by new USDP
signs.

The party believes the NUP and NDF
will fail to match its nationwide
campaigning in the run-up the vote, the
leader assessed.

Critics of the USDP say it is misusing
public funds to build roads, repair bridges
and open health clinics as part of their
election campaigns.

It is a charge denied by one USDP
organiser, who claimed, “We can't use
these public funds anymore after our
organisation was converted to a political
party. We will run our part y with our own
party funds.”
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Ko Wild

Chiang Mai— The Communist Party
of Burma (CPB) has given notice of its
desire to hold closed-door meetings with
other organizations in order to formulate
a common agenda for the post-election
period.

In a statement issued on the 18th of
this month, the CPB said it is interested in
formulating a Minimum Common
Programme (MCP) for the country
following the November 7th polling.

The CPB, which does not accept junta
efforts at ensuring victory for its annointed
political debutante, the Union Solidarity and
Development Party (USDP), declared the
objective of the strategy as building up the
base of People Power.

Rival political parties allege the USDP
unfairly benefits from financial and political
patronage offered by the country’s ruling
military.

In the statement, the CPB suggests the
National League for Democracy (NLD) and
Committee Representing People’s
Parliament (CRPP) should establish a
Provisional Government when the people’s
movement breaks out. The NLD emerged
victorious from the country’s last general
election twenty years previously.

“The first thing we should do is to
strive for a great movement supported by
the people. It will fail if not supported by
the people. We must build our forces in
both underground and over-ground forms
and fight against them [the junta] in these
forms,” CPB spolesman Comiade Po Than
Joung said.

However, CRPP Geneal Secretary Aye
Thar Aung cautioned the installation of a
Provisional Government was still
premature, though he reiterated they
would uphold the people’s mandate given
them by virtue of their 1990 electoral
victory.

The CRPP does not recognize the
upcoming election, believing it will not lead

Po Than Joung, spokesperson for the Communist Party of Burma. Photo: Mizzima

to a democratic system for the country and
will fail to bring about national
reconciliation.

Aye Thar Aung added that the CRPP
would, with the guidance of the NLD,
continue its struggle to resolve the
contradictions between Burmese military
authorities, ethnic forces and the
international community.

“In this struggle we will join hands with
the people. The people are facing severe
daily hardships in their livelihood, so they
will not keep silent for long. They will
certainly join the opposition movement,”
Aye Thar Aung said.

The NLD, meanwhile, is continuing field
trips to townships, divisions and states in
order to consolidate its movement with the
general population and other pro-
democracy forces.

The CPB’s MCP claims negotiations and
discussions with Burma’s current military
rulers will be a fruitless effort. Therefore,
reform minded officers among the armed
forces must be targeted and organized as
negotiation partners. However, further
details as to the implementation of the
strategy were not available, said Po Than
Joung.

He also clarified, “This movement has
nothing to do wi th 2010 election.”

Nonetheless, a representative from the
Democratic Party (Myanmar), which will
take part in the election, said they do not
agree with the notion of boycotting the
election and striving for a people’s
movement.

“We must act in our own bel ief. Even
after the election, we will continue our own
movement in the parliament because there
is stillalong, long way to democracy;” party
chairman Thu Wei said.

There are 330 seats to be contested
in the People’s Parliament (Lower House),
168 seats in the National Parliament (Upper
House) and 689 seats for Local Assemblies
in Regions and States — a total of 1,187
seats up for grabs on November 7th.

supportive of election

Kyaw Kha

Chiang Mai — |
National Democratic &
Force (NDF) party
Central Executive
Committee member
Khin Maung Swe
announced on
August 25th thathe |
is withdrawing from
nationwide polls to
be held on
November 7th.

Mizzima spoke
with U Khin Maung
Swe about

personally contest
the upcoming elections, though he remains
supportive of the process.

Q. What prompted your decision not
to contest the elections?

A. The Election Commission chairman
called and told us [four leaders of the party]
that having been imprisoned under penal
codes 122 and 124 [for acts of treason
related to forming a parallel government
following the 1990 general election], we
were prohibited to enter elections for the
rest of our lives. If we want to contest in
the election, he asked us to submit a letter.

| explained to the Election Commission
that we have served the prison sentences
without any deducted days. We are now
ordinary citizens. Those released should
enjoy equal rights as ordinary citizens.

We also asked why the Election
Commission couldn’t make a decision on
this matter at the time of party registration
and why the issue is only being raised now.
If we ar e allowed to form a political party,
it is understood we enjoy the right to
contest in the election.

| am nevertheless still a leader of the
party. | don’t want to discredit the party.
For that reason, | will not raise the issue
again with the Election Commission.

Q. How do you consider the freedom
and fairness of this election?

A. Now you are witnessing the
injustices. | have repeatedly told the facts
since the election laws came out. | have
already spoken many times about the
unfairness.

Only at the time of the election will we
be able to observe whether the polling is
being conducted in a free and fair manner.
Is there any use of threat? Are there any
vote buying attempts? Are polling station
officials treating party representatives
fairly?

Q. If you are withdrawing from the
election, why is your party still contesting?

A.ldidn’tresign from the party.  am
still a party leader and there has been no

his Khin Maung Swe, political committee chief
decision not to forthe National Democratic Force.

decision that all party
leaders must contest
in the election.

Q. Do you
foresee the military
government
imposing further
restrictions?

A. Even if it is
true, | will still
support the election
because | am looking
for the benefit of the
people. Rather than
the party winning in
the election, | stand
for the people and
their ability to make a choice.

| joined the election wanting to work
for the benefit of the people and making
people aware as to whom is actually
working for democracy and which
organizations are standing with them. But
we must traverse a narrow and difficult
path.

| see the election as an opportunity
after 20 years. Shall we stay away and
neglectit because itis a difficult and thorny
path? Shouldn’t the people practice their
voting right that they deserve after 20
years? Can’t we bring any power to the
people, who can rightfully enjoy legislative
power in the new parliament?

Q. What is the position of the other
leaders of the party?

A. | decided not to enter the election
for personal reasons. | support the election.
I should not interfere with the other three
leaders’ affairs. | may lose face if | speak
wrongly of their position. That is the reason
I don’t want to say anything.

Q. How is your readiness for the
election?

A. We have organized more than
1,000 members.

Q. Do you have anything else you
would like to add?

A. For the benefit of the people, we
chose the election no matter how dim the
light. People can say bad words about us,
but we don’t take it seriously. We don’t
care if people call us names. We see that
we need to take the first steps in this time
for democracy and human rights for our
people.

When people need change, we
shouldn’t oppose everything by saying no
voting or no election. For that reason, |
want to convey the following message to
our fellow citizens through Mizzima: Even
if the election is unfree or unfair we must
pass through this time together with the
people, and we should continue to strive
to open the doors of democracy, one after
another.

Junta seizes KIO medicines as armed clashes loom

Phanida

Chiang Mai— Junta military security
and police this morning seized a year’s
supply of medicines from a Kachin rebel
motorboat docked on the Irrawaddy River
in the Kachin State capital of Myitkyina,
the boat’s skipper said.

The seizure comes amid heightened
tensions between the ethnic population of
the northern Burmese state led by the
Kachin Independence Organisation (KIO)
and Burma'’s ruling military junta, which
is raising the ante over the KIO’s continued
rejection to bring its Kachin Independence

Army (KIA) under junta command as part
of a Border Guard Force (BGF).

The KIA has started to prepare for war,
as a majority of participants at an August
27th Kachin congress again rejected
disarming despite a junta threat to end the
ceasefire between the two sides,
spokesmen said.

Analysts said the medicine seizure is
designed to apply more pressure on the
KIO.

Valued at an estimated 1.6 million kyat
(about US$1,600), the drugs were
confiscated by Military Affairs Security
officials and officers from Police Station

No.1 from a boat owned by the Kachin
Independence Organisation (KIO) as it was
moored at Kuthu Pier at about 9 a.m., the
skipper elaborated.

Kachin Independence Army (KIA)
doctor Yaw Han had bought the drugs f rom
the Saunghayman Pharmacy in Myitkyina
for the clinic at Htainnan Village in Putao
District where the KIA’'s 7th Battalion is
based, he said.

“We use to carry rice, cooking olil, salt,
medicine and food. | don’t know why they
confiscated the medicine this time,” the
skipper said on condition of anonymity. “The
authorities also warned us that they would

arrest the boat's owner and skipper next
time, if they f ound medicines were carried.”

Yaw Han told the authori ties he and
the villagers had difficulty getting to
Myitkyina from the village, which was why
he had bought enough medicine for a year.
The Military Affairs Security officers and
police replied that they had confiscated the
medicine in accord with orders from their
superiors, who contend the Kachin are
banned from carrying any medicine or food
ontheriver.

The confiscated medicines are being
held at Myitkyina Police Station No. 1.
Authorities told the KIO that they would
return the medicines only if they received
orders to that effect, sources said.
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Ko Wild

Chiang Mai — The Burmese junta’s
electoral watchdog has warned a National
League for Democracy splinter party that
four members of its Central Executive
Committee may be ineligible to stand in
the forthcoming national elections because
of alleged past acts of treason.

Union Election Commission (UEC)
chairman Than Soe named four National
Democratic Force (NDF) top panel
members — Vice-Chairman Tin Aung Aung,
Central Executive Committee member Tha
Saing, political committee chief Khin
Maung Swe and political committee
member Than Soe —as subject to electoral
ban as they were charged with high
treason in 1990, Khin Maung Swe said.

“The UEC told us to submit an appeal
letter to its chairman...so we have
discussed the case with our lawyers but
we’ve not yet fixed a date [to file our
petition],” Khin Maung Swe furthered.

“The electoral commission told us that

-

NDF leaders threatened with ban over treason allegations

Leaders of the National Democratic Force including Khin Maung Sve (leftmost) and Dr.
Than Nyein (fourth from left) attending the signboard installation ceremony at party
headquarters in Rangoon on Sunday, August 1.Photo: Mizzima.

Three opposition parties enter into alliance

UMFNP chairman Aye Lwin

SaliHan Thar San

New Delhi— Attempting to strengthen
their collective position as the November
polling date nears, three Rangoon-based
political parties have formed a political
alliance, according to party sources.

The Union of Myanmar Federation of
National Politics (UMFNP), 88 Generation
Student Youths (Union of Myanmar) and
Myanmar Democracy Congress Party
(MDCP) on August 21 agreed that only one
candidate from the three parties should
contest in each constituency.

“Our three parties formed a political
alliance for the forthcoming election. If one
party of our alliance contests in a
constituency, the other two parties wi Il not
contest in that constituency,” UMFNP
chairman Aye Lwin told Mizzima.

On August 21, the Myanmar
Democracy Congress Party invited 24
Rangoon-based political parties to attend
a meeting to form a political alliance and
to allocate the constituencies for each party
to contest.

However, veteran Shan poitician Shwe
Ohn passed avay on the same day, leaving
only the three parties currently in alliance
to attend the proceedings.

One hundred to 150 candidates from
the political alliance will contest in
constituencies throughout Rangoon, Pegu
(Bago), | rrawaddy, Mandalay, Magway and
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Sagaing Divisions and Chin State, UMFNP

chairman Aye Lwin said. At least 50 of the
150 candidates will be from Aye Lwin’s
UMFENP pary.

“Every political party is warmly
welcomed to join our political alliance, even
if they have different policies. We want to
apportion the constituencies for the parties
in alliance to avoid competing with each
other,” he explained.

Similarly, the Democratic Party
(Myanmar), National Democratic Force
(NDF), Union Democracy Party (UDP),
Rakhine Nationals Development Party
(RNDP) and Shan Nationals Democratic
Party (SNDP) met in Rangoon with the
intention of forming a similar alliance in
early July.

However, although the fiv e parties met,
being busy collecting the required number
of party members (1,000) and preparing
to submit candidate lists within 16 days,
they could not discuss the subject of a
political alliance, according UDP Vice-
Chairman Na (1) Htay.

Unless political parties form an alliance
to apportion constituencies for candidacy,
the junta-backed Union Solidarity and
Development Party (USDP) will gain further
advantages, a veteran journalist in
Rangoon commented.

“If more than one pro-democracy
political party contests in the same
constituency, the USDP will take
advantage. For instance, if both the
Democratic Party (Myanmar) and NDF
contestin the same constituency, the votes
of pro-democracy voters will be scattered
between the two parties. If so, the junta-
backed USDP will win easily in that
constituency. If only one pr o-democracy
party contests a constituency there will be
a greater chance of victory,” he furthered.

NDF leader Khin Maung Swe said that
his party would cooperate with other pro-
democracy parties to avoid contesting in
the same constituencies. He added that his
party would not contest in constituencies
where the UDP will contest.

“If pro-democracy parties clash with
each other in the same constituencies, not
only the parties but also the people will
lose. So, the pro-democracy parties must
negotiate with each other to allot
constituencies,” he said.

Among the 47 political parties that have
applied for registration, the electoral
commission has approved 42, while 26 have
submitted lists of party members, according
to the August 25 issue of the state-run
newspaper New Light of Myanmar.

if we submitted the let ter, the commission
would review it and pass it to a superior
authority,” Khin Maung Swe said. “We
have already served long prison
sentences on [the treason] charges, but
the warning said we were never allowed
to stand in polls.”

The four former National League for
Democracy (NLD) MPs were charged with
acts of high treason against the state for
allegedly attempting to force the current
junta’s precursor, the State Law and
Order Restoration Council (SLORC), to
transfer power by establishing a parallel
government after the NLD emerged
victorious in nationwide elections in 1990.

Having served approximately two
years of his ten-year jail term, Khin
Maung Swe was released under an
amnesty enacted in November 1992.
However, after two y ears he was
rearrested and sentenced to seven years
in prison. His amnesty was also revoked,
requiring him to also serve the remainder
of his previous ten-year prison sentence.
He was eventually detained for an
additional 16 years and six months.

Censor board bans bamboo hat logo

Dr. Than Nyein, chairman of the National Democratic Force, presiding over the opening
ceremony of the party's office in Mandalay on August 19, 2010. Photo: Mizzima

Khaing Suu

New Delhi — Burma’s state censor
board has banned news journals from using
the seal of the party that broke away from
Aung San Suu Kyi's National League for
Democracy (NLD).

The Press Scrutiny and Registration
Division, the Burmese junta’s censor board,
has banned the National Democratic Front's
(NDF) bamboo hat logo from all
publications, according to party leader Khin
Maung Swe.

Sources close to Rangoon journals
confirmed the ban.

“We presented a draft copy of
interviews with the bamboo hat logo, but
the censor deleted both interviews featuring
the NDF and the logo,” an editor with links
to Rangoon journals said.

“We can print the seals and logos of
other parties. As far as we know, they even
turned down a draft copy attached with
clippings of state-run media bearing this
logo,” a source close to Hot News told
Mizzima.

The NDF argues that while censor has
restricted news coverage containing its
logo, the seals and logos of other parties
remain unaffected by any restriction,
adding that the party should be allowed the
same freedoms as other officially registered
parties.

The party contends the logo was
permitted in the media only during the

public dispute between the NDF and NLD
following the former’s decision to break
from Aung San Suu Kyi's faction.

“Why should a logo recognised and
permitted by the [election] commission be
banned? No, the censor board permitted
our journal and other journals to cover
the news and its logo,” Monitor editor-in-
chief Myat Khaing told Mizzima. Last
month’s issue of the journal was allowed
to cover NDF news and use its bamboo
hat seal.

Censor boad section head Yu Yu Win
explained, “We permit these logos if they
are officially recognised by the [electoral]
commission. | can say only this.”

The dispute regarding the logo
apparently arose when the NDF applied
for party registration with the electoral
commission, which permitted use of the
logo. The commission, however, failed to
communicate its approval to the censor
board, a source close to the censor said.

Similarly, Snapshot journal was
barred from running an interview with
NDF party chairman Dr. Than Nyein two
months ago, a source close to the journal
said.

“It seems the authorities are building
more hurdles for our election campaign
as the polling date draws nearer,” Khin
Maung Swe said.

The NDF will field approximately 100
candidates in the election, which is to be
held on November 7th.
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India mulls further investment into
Burmese energy sector

e i
Essar's Hazi

Chiang Mai — Scant weeks after
Burmese head-of-state Senior General Than
Shwe paid an official visit to India, New
Delhi may be on the verge of upping its level
of investment into Burmese natural gas.

ra plént in the west Indian state of Gujarat.

State-owned oil companies Indian Oil
(I0C) and Qil India (OIL) are said to be in

talks with the Mumbai-based Essar Group

to take up joint 20 percent shares in the
shallow-water (A2) gas block.

Mizoram ruling party urges free, fair

elections in Burma

The Indo-Burma border region near the
Indian town of Champhai.

Salai Tun

New Delhi— The ruling party in India’s
northeastern Mizoram State said it would
like Burmese elections planned for
November 7th to be f ree and fair.

The state occupies a vital position in
land-trade links between India and Burma
and employs more than 50,000 Burmese
migrant workers.

The state’s Congress party chief
spokesman, P C. Lalruata, said, “Our party
would welcome [the polls] more if they
[Burma’s ruling generals] hold these
general elections in a democratic way, in
free and fair manner. We have much doubt
over these elections”

“The elections will be free and fair if
the people can participate freely. But they
are not seemingly establishing Burma as
a democratic country,” he said.

Opposition Mizo National Front party
lawmaker Vanlalzawma added, “Political
prisoners should be released before the
elections or at least granted participation
from prison. In India, people behind bars

can participate in elections. It's also not
good to see that elections are to be held
without r eleasing Aung San Suu Kyi.”

They added that the junta should let
the UN monitor the elections to ensure they
are free and fair and that the regime
should not be above its electoral watchdog,
the Union Election Commission.

“The current government needs to be
changed and the UN should be allowed to
move freely in Burma. The UN does not
want military dictatorship. They want only
democracy. | want to see [Burma as] a
democratic country through free elections.
The government must not meddle with the
functions of the election commission,”
Vanlalzavma said.

However, Congress party lawmaker C.
L. Ruala had few illusions about the polls’
fairness.

“They [The Burmese junta] didn’t
transfer power to the political party that
won a landslide victory in the 1990 general
election. | absolutely don’t think it [freedom
in Burma] will be better after the elections,
which will be held under the rule of the
military regime. The elections won't be free
or fair until they allow free election
campaigns’

As an established and large
democratic country, India should not
support the Burmese elections, but it
remains unlikely New Delhi would extend
its support if the regime held the upcoming
elections under undemocratic conditions,
party leaders in Mizoram State said.

C. L. Ruala said his party would like to
see a better relationship with Burma as
its oil and gas reserves are vital for India
and that New Delhi is trying to tip the
regional balance of power against China,
which also borders Burma.

He added, “India is providing millions
of dollars to Burma to alleviate the
hardships of the Burmese people, building
roads and other communications projects.
China is also targeting Burma’s energy
resources. So, India is trying to do its
utmost [to get hold of Burma’s resources]
lest China gains a firm and total f oothold.”

The Economic Times on August 24th
reported that an Indian oil ministry official
had confirmed recent visits to Essar by both
IOCand OIL.

“They are considering to jointly pick
up 40 percent stake in Essars gas block;
he said.

The field concerned is still said to be
at the exploratory stage, with estimates of
recoverable reserves yet to be determined.

Globaly, Burma'’s confirmed natural
gas reserves are modest. As of 2009, the
CIA listed reserves at 283 billion cubic
meters, placing Burma 41st in the world
and sixth among ASEAN states.

However, given the poor economic
development in other sectors of the
economy, the export of natur al gas to
Thailand alone is estimated to account for
40 percent of all export earnings.

Burma expert Derek Tonkin notes that
it is a figure set to drastically rise once
pipelines to regional giants China and India
become operational.

The Economic Times quotes a figure
of 13 trillion cubic feet of potential reserves
in the (A2) bloc. If anywhere close to
accurate, the figure sighted is well more
than double the converted CIA data of
known reserves.

According to the U.S. Geological
Surwey, 45 percent of the world’s natural
gas reserves are yet to be discovered.

Warmer nights
threaten rice crops
across Asia

Perry Santanachote

Chiang Mai — As if Cyclone Nargis,
ratinfestations and incessant drought were
not enough to wilt rice production in Burma,
farmers must now face the effects of global
warming, according to research published
on August 9th.

Cyclone Nargis had reduced yields by
40 percent in 2008, the UN Food and
Agriculture Organisation reported, but a

Warmer continued on page 9

Mizoram deports scores of Burmese migrants
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Burmese workers at a clothing factory in Aizawl, capital of Mizoram.

Salai Tun

New Delhi— A total of more than 60
Burmese were sent back to Burma at the
close of August from the northeastern
Indian state of Mizoram, amid a random
crackdown on illegal migrants, witnesses
said.

Burmese workers from clothing
factories in the state capital of Aizawl were
arrested on August 28th for violating
immigration laws. The following day the
city’s district court ordered their return and
officials took those detained to the Tio
River, which forms part of the | ndo-
Burmese border.

“In some wards, Burmese women were
arrested. But in ours, women and those
with children were not. They [police]
arrested only men, some of whom had
arrived here only a few months ago,”
Aizawl clothing factory worker Khin Maung
Oo said.

“Some had already been arrested
under the immigration law. The police said
that they were reluctant to arrest the
migrants and that they were acting only
on the orders of their superior officers,’
he said.

A Burmese citizen who observed the
court proceedings told Mizzima that two
leaders and 28 students of the Chin
National Council and members of the Free
Burma Rangers, a Thailand-based group
that rescues victims of junta attacks on
ethnic minority villages, were among those
detained and sent back to Burma.

Other sources, however, said reports
of the Free Burma Rangers’ arrests were
as yet unconfirmed.

The court witness said, “Burmese

migrants were arrested under the
immigration act because they didn't have
documents that permitted their stay.”

Mizzima contacted the Aizawl Police
Station and an officer said to address
inquiries to ward-level police stations. An
officer at Bawngkawn Police Station
subsequently confirmed that some illegal
migrants were arrested for violating
immigration laws but declined to provide
details.

In the past, people detained under
immigration laws were sentenced to jail
for about six months, but employers or
relatives could have them released on bail.
Now regulations are tighter, and illegal
migrants are being refused bail.

Most of the 50,000 Burmese migrant
workers in Mizoram are without visas,
leaving them vulnerable to arrest.

Burmese in the state predicted more
arrests in light of the increasing frequency
of police patrols. Some illegal migrants
have fled to the jungle to hide amid growing
concerns they could face arrest.

“The arrests may be the result of drug-
related and other crimes committed by
Burmese people. In the past, when there
were many crimes committed by Burmese
illegal workers, crackdowns on migrants
were launched,” a Burmese worker told
Mizzima.

According to the Aizawl narcotics squad,
about 60 drug-related crimes have thus far been
committed this year by Burmese citizensinthe
city.

The thousands of Burmese migrants in
Mizoram work in businesses including goldsmith
shops, automobile services, restaurants, clothing

factories and road construction.
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Burma’s ageing autocrat refuses to

leave the stage

The well-documented regime of corruption overseen by Than Shwe as military
head-of-state has apparently reaffirmed the maxim that a corrupt government
has but one option —to r emain in power.

Seventy-seven year old Than Shwe, until the close of August entrusted with
the title of Senior General, appears to be positioning himself to become Burma’s
post-election civilian president.

The resignation of Than Shwe, along with Maung Aye and Thura Shwe Man
— the military’s former No. 2 and 3, follows similar resignations earlier this year
by 27 military officials, many of whom are now government ministers and permitted
to contest the polls under a party backed by the armed forces.

Under Burma’s 2008 constitution, a civilian president is to be chosen by the
upper and lower houses of parliament following the nomination of three people.
The remaining two then share the duties of vice president.

Even as the Burmese military contemplates instituting mandatory retirement
ages for its officers, surely a welcome move, Than Shwe is finding it difficult to
step down from the pinnacle of the country’s political landscape.

Having first risen to the top position in the Burmese military in 1992, the
reportedly ailing strongman seems determined to cling to power to the bitter
end.

Term limits have widely come to be identified as a critical element in the
transition to effective democratic governance, with Indonesia’s armed forces
reaching such a conclusion as early as 1990, though it would take another eight
years for that country’s autocratic ruler to exit the stage.

If Than Shwe does in fact come to occupy the post of president, the November
7t election will undoubtedly be even further discredited, as the overt and thinly
veiled presence of Burma’s security sector will easily dominate the ostensible
transition to democratic governance.

Already, opposition voices are clamoring of the unjustness not only in the
resenvation of 25 per cent of parliamentary seats for sitting members of the mi litary,
but of skewed campaign laws and measures developed to ensure victory for the
junta’s chosen political wing as headed by former military officers.

However, what r emains to be seen is how the public would react to the news
of Than Shwe easing himself into the pr esidency. Only three years ago to the
month, the people demonstrated their distaste for Than Shwe’s rule in military
garb, with depreciating economic conditions, decrepit social services and lack of
opportunity leading tens of thousands to march through the streets of Rangoon.

The sound of ‘President Than Shwe’ would certainly rankle the ears of the
voting population even further, and provide additional evidence as to just how out
of touch Burma'’s strongman has become to the ground reality of the country he’s

reigned over for nearly two decades.

and Kyaw Nyein (in 1958). But we could
not find an actor who looked like U Nu...and
none of these stars could play the role
perfectly. We had similar problems with
Kyaw Nyein and Ba Swe. All of them were
really seasoned politicians with dignified
roles in the past. The stars couldn’t play
these characters.

Q: Was there any censorship of the
film?

A: Yes, some scenes wee censored
but not many. We shot this film in
accordance with true history . For instance,
in the 1958-split story (when Ba Swe also
fell out with U Nu and their Anti-Fascist
People’s Freedom League or AFPFL split
into two factions), Ba Swe told his men:
“In the past, my comrades called me
Kyagyi (Big Tiger) Ba Swe as | performed
my duty very resolutely, with firm
conviction. Now they are calling me Nwagyi
(cattle) Ba Swe as I'm losing this virtue.”
We used this quote, but the censor board
cutit, calling it too harsh.

Q: Some critics say this film was
psychological warfare. How would you
respond?

A: | served in the psychological
warfare department for 20 years as an
officer. If | had to include psy -war elements
in this film, | wouldn’t have made it like
this. This film was done in a forthright

6

manner, but psy-war does not operate like
that. Itr eaches ts point and theme subt y.
| carried out many such operations and
had a lot of experience in it. The plot and

screenplay were not of my choice. | just

followed what they gave me in a manner
they agreed upon.

Q: If you were to make a psy-war film
with your own screenplay, what would it
be?

A: There is one principle in
psychological warfare, which is “never
oppose what people like”. We must please
the general audience in our productions
with at least 80 percent of what they would
like, including humorous parts. The
elements that need to be injected as psy-
war should make up not more than 20
percent. In this film, that proportion was
reversed.

Q: You were a soldier and later
became writer and director. How did you
switch to these new careers?

A: First, | was an infantry soldier. Then
superior officers called me to serve in the
making of the Tatmadaw Sarzin (army
educational and training publications). |
refused, but they forced me to serve in
this department, as they couldn’t find other
appropriate people.

Then | was recalled to the War Office
to make films, but | knew nothing about

Former psy-war officer gives director’s

take on junta film

Kyaw Kha

Chiang Mai —
Amid widespread
criticism of the pro-
government
propaganda film,
Lotus Blooming in the
Dawn, produced by
Burma’s Ministry of
Information, activists
are demanding that
travel bans be
imposed on the 68
high-profile actors and
actresses who took
part. The film aims to
chronicle the Burmese junta’s interpretation
of history from the pre-independence era
to the present.

Bearing the brunt of the outcry is the
film’s director, Tin Than Oo, a former army
officer who served in the Psychological
Warfare Department for 20 years. Mizzima
spoke to Tin Than Oo about who benefited
from this film and some of the events
behind the scenes.

Q: Did you spend a lot of money on
the many stars that appear in this film?

A: Not much because meals were
served to the entire crew at each location
free of charge by respective divisional
authorities. The Ministry of Information had

to spend only 80
million kyats (US$
= 1,000 kyats).
Moreover, we
didn’t have to pay
stars at their full
rate. The total
cost might have
reached 500
million if we had
to do so.

Q: You must
have had to pay
these stars a lot.
How much was it?

A: We didn't
need to pay them their full rate. They
understood the situation and that the
government would pay them in kind, with
a 50 percent concession on their income
taxes.

They were recruited by the ministry in
consultation with the Motion Picture
Association. The government paid them in
various forms and invited them to dinner,
where they were also given honoraria. |
was given some money in honorarium too,
about 400,000 kyats.

Q: Do you think any distortions were
made by the stars in playing real, historical
characters from Burma'’s past?

A: There was a split between U Nu

A scene from Lotus Blooming in the Dawn.

film-making. | had to study this subjectand
underwent training.

Psychological warfare does not only
feature in writing and film-making. There
is a lot of other work in this trade, including
dropping leaflets from the air.

In the “8888 uprising”, we dropped
leaflets from the air warning the protesters
that the army would attack if they didn’t
stop their demonstrations. Similarly, we
dropped leaflets along the border after
many students had fled to the countryside
after the uprising, asking them to return
home.

Q: Did you ever consider the public
hatred you would bring upon yourself for
making this film?

A: Some people understand our
situation. Those who don't understand will
scold us. Nevertheless, we must take
responsibility when our names are listed
in the credits. | won’t evade this
responsibility by claiming ignorance. | will
never do that. | won’t make a total denial.
| could have evaded this situation on health
grounds and put myself in hospital, but |

didn't...[and] tried my best to f ulfill my duty.

Q: Why did you retire from the army?
Do you have any ambition for politics?

A: I retired from the army as General
Staff Officer Grade | with the rank of
lieutenant colonel. | have no plans to take
partin politics.

Q: Do you have any plans to make a
film about the Union Solidarity and
Development Party (USDP)?

A: Itold them | couldn’t do it. Though
they came to me and said they’d like me
to make such a film, they had no concrete
plans or resources. They just came and
asked me what to do. | replied that doing
nothing was the best idea, but they
continued to talk about the film and ask
for my suggestions. | told them | couldn’t
even do that as my health was so poor at
the time. | had twice undergone heart
surgery and the latest surgical incision had
not yet fully healed when | began to make
this movie. It was started last year and
shooting took 29 days, excluding traveling
time.
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Drugieconomics!in|Burmass

Chiang Mai— In 2003 Burmese army
officer Aung Min was riding high on drug
“taxes” collected from traffickers that
crossed into his command area, but one
day he arrested and executed 15
traffickers, seized their heroin and sold it
on the Chinese black market for 200 million
kyats (US$ 200,000), 20 times more than
he would make in a year of tax collecting.

Military intelligence investigated Aung
Min shortly after the incident when his foot
soldiers were seen suddenly adorned in
gold jewelry and he had made a
considerable transaction to his mother in
the middle of Burma'’s banking crisis. That
red flag landed him 15 years in prison.
However, the crime he committed was not
really the problem; it was the spectacle
that got him in trouble.

“Military officers’ involvement in drug
trafficking is very common, particularly in
Shan State. Ewen the killing,” said an ex-
army captain and friend of Aung Min. “It's
rare that they are arrested. Aung Min was
inexperienced so he didn’t know how to
be low-profile.”

The former officer divulged Aung Min’s
story on condition of anonymity. He left the
army last year after 10 years of service
and now lives across the border in northern
Thailand. He went through three years of
officer intake with Aung Min and said they
were close friends. The last time they saw
each other was on October 7, 2002.

“He was very honest —a simple man,”
he said. “I was surprised when | found out.

I think it was due to the environment
because he was assigned to this area and
this kind of bribing, taking money , dealing
drugs —this might have changed him.”

Many Burmese soldiers survive on
revenues collected from extortion fees
because their salaries are meagre and the
government has cut off their rations.
Today, a private earns about 16,000 kyats
a month, a sergeant earns 35,000 to
40,000 kyats, while a major general earns
800,000 kyats.

He said there were no official orders
to bribe opium farmers or traffickers, but
that it had become a major component of
military culture. Everyone takes bribes.
Officers stress that discretion is key
because of the military’s appearance of
reform. If a soldier’s actions threaten to
expose their role in the drug trade, he will
suffer the same fate as Aung Min.

Appearances deceptive

A favoured tactic of the regime in its
delusive fight against drugs is the highly
publicised heroin eradication programme,
which the ex-officer explained how is set
up.

There would be orders from the
regional command centre to cut off poppy
at a plantation, he said. The authorities
would call the farmers and village leader
before heading out. Upon arrival the
farmers would show the soldiers the
unusable poppy plants, made so by the
plants’ inability to produce the seeds
required to make heroin. The soldiers
would slash these and leave the good ones
intact. Then they would document the
eradication with photographs and bonfires.
Afterwards, the soldiers collect 10 million
kyats from the village head. This process
is reportedly repeated every three months.

The Palaung Women’s Organisation
(PWO), an NGO based in Mae Sot,
Thailand, found in a 2009 report that only
11 percent of poppy fields had been
destroyed the previous season, mostly in
areas visible to the UN'’s satellite monitors.

More “taxes” are collected in the
trafficking process too. The ex-army
captain explained that regional
commanders communicate with ceasefire
group leaders and issue passes to place
on the narcotics cargo trucks so that they
are exempt from searches at checkpoints.
There are 13 regional commanders
throughout the state. About three of them:
the Eastern, the Northeastern and Triangle
commanders are alleged to e active in the
drug trade.

‘Politically correct’ drug trade

“In my 10 years in the army there was
anincrease in drugs, trafficking, bribes and
this kind of in volvement,” said the ex-army
captain. The escalation in drug activities
is partly caused by the growing number of
militia and ceasefire groups.

“Before, the army got an agreement
with the ceasefire groups they fought
against the rebels and weren’tinvolved in
drug trafficking because they were not
friends, they were enemies; said the
former captain. “After the ceasefires they
had to get money from them for
sustainability.”

new. political

Today
there are an
estimated 17
ceasefire agreements with
the country’s ethnic rebel
groups. The number of active militia
groups is unknown, but a junta
document reveals 396 in the Northeastern
command alone. Inthe run up to this year's
election, the military has increased
pressure on ceasefire groups to join its
Border Guard Force. Those that concede
and support the junta’s political ambitions
are awarded with military support in their
drug activities.

“Those who are most influential are
involved in the drug trade, especially the
militia leaders,” said Khun Seng from the
Shan Herald Agency for News (SHAN).
“These people will take advantage of the
situation.”

Khun Seng said that as an extra
incentive, each militia group was now
assigned an operational area where they
could do whatever they want without
disruption.

“If y ou are ‘politically correct’, you can
do anything in Burma,” he said.

PWQ'’s investigation corroborated
SHAN’s accounts that more drugs were
indeed coming out of militia-run areas. It
reported that opium cultivation increased
over 200 percent in Mantong and Namkham
townships in Shan State, both areas
controlled by the government.

Both SHAN and PWO have criticised
United Nations methodology, which relies
on data reported by the junta’s eradication
reports and satellite imagery without
proper verification. The UN has typically
reported a gradually improving
environment regarding poppy eradication.

Seizures mean little

Khun Seng also disputed a statement
in the UN’s World Drug Report that
attributed the increase in
methamphetamine production to ethnic
insurgencies in Shan State readying to fight
the government by selling more drugs to
purchase arms.

“The Kokang and Wa are producing at
the normal rate, no more, no less. The
increase is due to the involvement of the
militia groups, he said. “Now with the Wa
and Kokang, these people can produce but
they can’t transport without the co-
operation of the militia groups. If they do
it by themselves they are caught.”

This explains the number of seized
drugs in Burma. UNODC Regional
Representative Gary Lewis stated at the
release of the 2010 World Drug Reportin
Bangkok, that 23 million methamphetamine
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pills were seized in Burma
last year, up from one
million in 2008. Lewis said
the numbers likely reflect a
surge in production, rather
#2 than crime prevention.

| Khun Seng, however,
while agreeing that more
““Iseizures meant more
2 production, said that was
"8 only part of the picture. The

~dmilitary was particular

came from. That is, when
'the seizures were not
» ) fabricated. Militia-produced
S drugs almost always made
itacross the border, he said.

The Kokang, a ceasefire group well
known for drug production and trafficking
along the Sino-Burmese border, were
recently attacked by the Burmese army for
their refusal to join the Border Guard Force
and all their drugs were seized. The regime
long turned a blind eye to the Kokang'’s drug
operations and even publicised the area
as a “drug-free zone” after its eradication
campaign, but in August last year this all
changed and the regime announced a
massive seizure of drugs in the Kokang
area, while driving more than 37,000
refugees into China.

“Seizures are irrelevant and are made
only when the authorities want to put
pressure on, for instance, the UWSA
(United Wa State Army), for political and
security reasons, noted Burma expert Bertil
Lintner.

The UWSA, armed with 30,000
soldiers, is the largest ceasefire group to
reject the junta’s proposal to become part
of the Border Guard Force and the military
has turned up the heat as the election
approaches. Much of the seized drugs last
year are believed to have come from the
Kokang and Wa — seizures that would never
have happened in the past.

“Proceeds from the drug trade were
always a major source of income for
several rebel armies in Burma, before and
after the ceasefires,” Lintner said. “But the
Burmese government and the UN chose to
turn a blind eye to the traffic as long as
the ceasefire groups were on good terms
with the government. Now, when some of
the ceasefire armies are resisting the
government’s demands that they transform
their respective armies into Border Guard
Forces, they are suddenly being accused
of trading in drugs, which they have always
done’”

The new political order

The new drug economy that the
Burmese authorities have builtin Burma will
only worsen as the regime’s crusade for
power and control intensifies in the run-up
to the election. Lintner anticipates the drug
trade will eclipse what was seen in the 1990s.

“In 1990, only opium was produced, and
the derivative heroin,” he said. “The
production increased dramatically in the
1990s, and now is back to what it was 20
years ago. Plus methamphetamines, which
were unknown in the Burmese sector of the
Golden Triangle 20 years ago”

In 1997, then US Secretary of State
Madeleine Albright knew all too well where
Burma’s drug trade would lead when she
aptly stated, “Drug traffickers who once spent
their days leading mule trains down jungle
tracks are now leading lights in Burma’s new
market economy and leading figures in its
new political order”
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London — Burma’s generals have
finally announced Sunday, November 7th
as the date of their “elections”. The fact
that the elections have generated a lot more
interest from the international community
than from most ordinary people in Burma,
says much about the prospect of the
election bringing significant change to the
country.

This is not going to be an election to
choose a new government. Itis an election
to choose a rubber-stamp parliament
packed with allies of the dictatorship. Real
power is likely to lie in a National Defence
and Security Council, which will be full of
soldiers and ex-soldiers. Burma has been
here before. In 1974, General Ne Win also
brought in a new constitution aimed at
legalising his rule, and giving it a civilian
front. He remained in power for more than
a decade, before a new and even more
brutal dictatorship assumed control.

Burma'’s elections do not signify
democratic change. They are designed to
facilitate the transition from military to
civilian dictatorship, with the hope that a
showcase Parliament and government
officials in longyis and suits instead of
military uniforms will be enough to
persuade the international community to
drop sanctions and diplomatic pressure.

Little has been left to chance, with
opposition figures detained, a new
constitution designed to maintain
dictatorship whoever wins the elections,
and a 25 percent allocation for the military
in parliament making it impossible to
amend that constitution.

Election laws are designed to make it
even harder for those opposed to
dictatorship. They require parties to defend
the constitution; something a party
committed to democracy could not do
without compromising its principles. They
also require parties to expel members
serving a prison term.

This may or may not have meant that
the National League for Democracy would
have had to expelits leader, Aung San Suu
Kyi, who is still under house arrest. It would
definitely have meant the NLD would be
forced to expel more than 400 members
currently jailed for their peaceful activities.

Election laws go further in trying to
exclude democratic opposition. Huge fees
are incurred by any party wanting to take
part. Permission for public meetings has
to be applied for a week in advance to four
different authorities, with numbers given
of who will attend and biographies of who
will speak. Party publications are also
subject to censorship.

Many people in Burma are likely to vote
in the elections, but it is fair to say that
the vast majority do not see hope of them
bringing significant change. Some will vote
because they are afraid not to, some
because they have some small hope and
some will not need to vote because, as in
the referendum, the generals will vote for
them. Even with the NLD boycotting the
polling, a rigged election process and a
constitution designed to maintain
dictatorship, some governments and
foreign observers are desperately trying
to put a positive spin on the elections,
arguing something is better than nothing,
or that more political space will be created.

None of the key indicators that
normally take place from a regime in a
process of reform, seen from South Africa
to the Soviet Union, are happening in
Burma. Military operations are not being
scaled back, attacks against ethnic
minorities continue. Political prisoners are
not being released, their numbers are at
a record high. Media censorship is not
being relaxed, and undercover Burmese
journalists are being increasingly targeted.
Some ethnic political parties taking partin
the election hope that there may be more
space in regional parliaments for ethnic
people to be able to do more to protect
their culture, and use their own language
in schools. This may happen to some small
degree. However, there are no
guarantees.

Excited talk from some foreign
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observers of a generational change as
aging generals retire does not bring hope
to people who remember that so far every

dictator has been replaced by another who
was even more brutal. Even the most
optimistic observer is forced to agree that

even if there is some change, it will be

very small.

Burma Campaign UK believesiitis time
to move on from the focus on the elections,
which are clearly nothing close to a solution
to the country’s problems, and instead get
back to what the international community
has agreed is the way forward. Dialogue.

Everyone agrees this is the way
forward, and the NLD and ethnic groups
have agreed to this dialogue. It is the
dictatorship that refuses to enter into such
dialogue. It is sometimes forgotten, but
calls for targeted economic sanctions came
not as a way to bring down the dictatorship,
but mostly as a way to help force the
dictatorship to enter into dialogue.

However, despite the general
consensus that there should be dialogue,
for the past seven years the UN and many
governments have allowed themselves to
be diverted by the dictatorship’s “road map
to democracy”. Instead of focusing on
getting the generals to sit down at the
negotiating table, the focus has been on
trying to reform the roadmap.

When the National Convention, which
drafted the principles of the constitution,
was set up, the focus was on making it a
more open process with input from the NLD
and others. Every proposal by the UN was
rejected. When the committee was set up
which drafted the actual constitution, the
UN asked for the process to be more
inclusive, they were ignored. When the
referendum was held, the UN asked for it
to be free and fair. It w as not.

For seven years the dictatorship
successfully diverted the UN from focusing
on what it knew to be the proper way
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forward. Its efforts were on trying to reform
the dictatorship’s process rather than
focusing on securing dialogue.

After the regime crushed the 2007
uprising, UN envoy Ibrahim Gambari did
get an agreement from it to meet Suu Kyi,
but only a low-level government official was
sent, and he had no authority to come to
any kind of agreement. Ethnic
representatives did not even get a look-in.

Gambari met some ethnic
representatives on ceasefire with the
dictatorship, and some were picked by the
dictatorship to meet him. But he never met
top leaders from organisations such as the
Karen National Union, Karenni National
Progressiwve Party, or Restoration Council
of the Shan State, for fear of offending
the dictatorship.

In June this year, The Elders, which
was founded by Nelson Mandela and
includes former UN secretary general Kofi
Annan as a member, issued a wake-up call
to the international communi ty. They said
that the elections could not be free and
fair, and called for the international
community to unite behind a UN-led
initiative to secure dialogue. The message
is clear. It’s time to move on.

Atthe end of June, the G8 joined them
in calling for dialogue as a solution to the
problems in Burma, specifically pinning the
blame for lack of dialogue on the
dictatorship. For 20 years, there have been
more than 40 UN envoy visits to Burma
without anything to show for it. What is
needed is high-level diplomatic
engagement backed by effective, well
targeted, and coordinated political and
economic pressure.

UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon
should personally lead the UN effort to
persuade the generals to enter into
dialogue. He has the authority to call world
leaders, East and West, and insist they give
him their backing, for the first time uniting

the international community in their
approach to Burma. It is a big challenge,
and it will not be easy, but it stands a much
greater chance of making progress in
Burma than sitting with fingers crossed
hoping the generals’ fake elections are
going to bring change.

(Published with the permission of Burma
Campaign UK. Portions of the report were
omitted due to space constraints. The full
text can be accessed a
www.burmacampaign.org.uk)

Junta continued from page 12

junta] are not innovators, nor
manufacturers, this is simply rent-
seeking”

There is no new middle class coming
to the fore and demanding their rights and
exercising newfound power as consumers,
he said.

A classic example of what Turnell
described as the “madness” of the
generals was a recent decision to ban
onion exports to combat a domestic
shortage.

“Farmers had entered into contracts,
they had contractual obligations,” he said.
But those obligations would now be
breached because of the generals’ actions
And so a promising industry had been cut
off at the knees, he added.

He compared the current onion ban
with that of beans and pulses a few years
ago. Once the bean and pulse export
industry had been ruined by export bans,
the generals left it alone — in the ensuing
it has been making something of a
comeback.

“There is no path to anything [for
producers] other than mer e survival,” he
said.

Turnell bemoaned the argument that
development would lead to greater rights
for the people of Burma and a more
equitable system would bloom with time.
“If it was genuinely developing then you
would have to say ‘well, that's better than
nothing, butit's just not happening,” he said.
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Ivanhoe mine evades sanctions via Singaporean bank

A Myanmar lvanhoe Copper commercial plant. Photo: MICCL website.

Thomas Maung Shwe

Chiang Mai — Myanmar Ivanhoe
Copper the blacklisted joint v enture that
runs Burma’s largest mine, uses
Singaporean banks to evade Western
sanctions against Burma when it receives
payments for copper from its controversial
Monywa mine, a copy of a copper sales
contract reveals.

Monywa, a city in Burma’s
northwestern division of Sagaing, is about
140 kilometres from Mandalay on the
eastern bank of the Chindwin River.

An April 2010 contract for the sale of
copper produced at the Monywa copper
mine obtained by Mizzima shows that
Myanmar Ivanhoe Copper Company
Limited (MICCL), which runs Burma’s
largest mine, uses a Singaporean bank
account to circumvent Western sanctions
against Burma when it receives overseas
funds used to purchase copper produced
at the controversial mine.

The document reveals that funds for
purchases are to be sent to “the account
of Myanma Investment and Commercial
Bank (MICB) with Overseas Chinese
Banking Corporation (OCBC), Singapore,
a beneficiary MICCL acount at MICB.” Like
MICCL, MICB is also on the US
government’s list of entities blacklisted for
their links to the Burmese ruling junta.

Critics have accused the Singapore-
based OCBC of assisting the Burmese
regime in hiding the tremendous wealth it
receives from natural gas sales.

Citing confidential sources, the legal
rights NGO Earth Rights International (ERI)
first reported last year that OCBC is one of
two Singaporean banks with which the
Burmese regime deposits the billions of
dollars it receives from the lucrative Yadana
natural gas project involving France’s Total,
American giant Chevron and Thailand’s
state-owned oil firm PTTER

Sean Turnell, an economist at Sydney’s
Macquarie University and editor of Burma
Economic Watch, told Mizzima his research
had found that as with natural gas
revenues, revenues from state-owned or
co-owned mining projects were
inaccurately recorded in Burma’s national
budget using a deliberately flawed
exchange rate.

Turnell remarked, “All foreign-
exchange revenues accruing to state-
owned entities in Burma are recorded at
the country’s grossly overvalued exchange
rate. This has the effect of hiding the vast
part of these revenues [more than 90
percent] from Burma’s public accounts, and

allows foreign exchange to be secreted
away offshore for the regime’s private use,
and at the expense of the people they
exploit and misrule.”

Canadian Friends of Burma (CFOB)
executive director Tin Maung Htoo, along-
time critic of lvanhoe’s activities in Burma,
agreed with Turnell's assessment. The
exiled activist told Mizzima he was not
surprised to see definitive evidence of
what he had long suspected.

“Now we have absolute proof that
Ivanhoe’s Burmese operations have
resulted in millions of dollars going to a
secret offshore junta-controlled hard-
currency fund,” Tin Maung Htoo said.
“We're certain that this money is not being
used for badly needed social services but
instead going for the Burmese generals’
personal use, military weapons buying
sprees and clandestine missile and nuclear
programmes’”

Tin Maung Htoo said the documented
evidence of MICCLs using a Singaporean
bank to skirt Western sanctions was yet
one more reason why the Canadian
Government of Stephen Harper should
investigate lvanhoe Mines’ Burmese
operations and their controversial exit from
Burma. He explained, “lvanhoe Mines has
conducted themselves in a thoroughly
disgraceful manner for many years.
lvanhoe’s senior executives, several of
whom were on the board of MICCL, were
clearly in a position to be aware that their
joint venture was deliberately evading
sanctions”

Ivanhoe Mines is accused of secretly
selling its 50 percent stake in MICCL, the
joint venture that operated Burma’s
Monywa copper mine, to cronies of the
Burmese regime linked to Chinese
weapon’s firm Norinco and mining giant
Chinalco. A trusted source with inside
knowledge of Burma’s recent wave of
privatisations confirmed to Mizzima that
this was indeed what happened late last
year.

If lvanhoe’s 50 percent stake in MICCL
was sold or given to cronies of the junta,
it is a violation of Canadian sanctions
against Burma.

In February 2007, | vanhoe placed its
50 percent stake in MICCL under the
direction of an ostensibly “independent
trust”, which was given the task of selling
Ilvanhoe’s Burmese assets. Howe\er,
despite repeated requests from media and
human rights groups, lvanhoe has so far
refused to disclose the individuals or firms
that operate or oversee the trust.

US supports UN commission of inquiry

Thomas Maung Shwe

Chiang Mai— The US government has
pledged its support to calls for a UN
commission of inquiry to investigate human
rights abuses committed by the Burmese
regime. Britain, Australia, the Czech
Republic and Slovakia have already
indicated they support the launch of such
an investigation.

In March, the UN special rapporteur
on human rights in Burma, Tomas Ojea
Quintana, issued a report to the UN Human
Rights Council which called for the UN to
further investigate rights abuses committed
by the Burmese regime and consider
launching a commission of inquiry with a
specific fact-finding mandate to address
the question of international crimes.

According to Quintana’s March report,
“in Burmathere is evidence of ‘gross and
systematic’ human rights abuses which
suggest the abuses are a state policy that
involves authorities in the executive,
military and judiciary at all levels” His
report also stated that in Burma the
“possibility exists that some of these
human rights violations may entail
categories of crimes against humanity or
war crimes under the terms of the Statute
of the I nternational Criminal Court.”

The Washington Post reports sources
in the US government say the Obama
administration is also considering
strengthening existing financial sanctions
that target the Burmese regime.

Tin Maung Htoo, Executive Director of
the Canadian Friends of Burma (CFOB),
told Mizzima, “Quintana’s thorough report
strongly suggests that the UN further
investigate the systematic human rights
violations in Burma. His report shouldn’t
just be ignored; member states of the UN
including Canada must push the UN to
follow through on Quintana’s
recommendations and further investigate
the human rights violations which have

il
Tomas Ojea Quintana

occurred.”

Win Tin, a co-founder of Burma’s
National League for Democracy, in an
August interview called on the government
of Canada and other nations to support the
appeal for a UN commission of inquiry into
human rights abuses committed by the
Burmese regime.

Win Tin told Mizzima, “In Burma
human rights violations are very severe
and this is why we need such an
investigation to document what has
happened” The close ally of Aung San
Suu Kyi said the military regime’s violence
had also “taken a sharp toll on the country’s
ethnic people”

Noting that 63 elected Canadian
members of Parliament and 12 Senators
had signed a petition urging the Canadian
government to push the UN for such an
inquiry, Win Tin appealed, “| hope Canada
takes this opportunity to advocate for a UN
commission of inquiry because this is what
Burma needs”

Warmer continued from page 5
study published in the US peer-reviewed
scientific journal, Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences, states that
global warming has cut rice yields in parts
of Asia between 10 and 20 percent in the
past 25 years.

Even small rises in global temperatures
will drive down rice production in the
region, the biggest grower of the grain that
millions of world’s poor depend on as a
staple food, the study warned.

The findings, by a research team
headed by economist Jarrod Welch of the
University of California in San Diego,
showed that crops were affected by
warmer nights, which require rice plants
to respire more, thus leaving them without
enough energy left to photosynthesise in
the daytime.

The study included locations in
Thailand, Vietham and the Philippines —not
Burma, but its climate is similar enough to
have the same effect. Six years of data
from 227 irrigated rice farms in six major
rice-growing countries in Asia, which
produces more than 90 per cent of the
world’s rice.

“The findings on changing night-time
temperature and the impact on rice yields
from these nearby countries are relevant
to Burma,” Dr. Roland Buresh, principal
scientist at the International Rice Research
Institute (IRRI) in the Philippines, said. “The
climate would be comparable.”

Moreover, the Contribution of working
group Il (impacts, adaptation and
vulnerability) impacts to the Fourth
Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change in 2007, concluded that
temperature increases of more than three

degrees Celsius were stressful to all crops
in all regions.

A further study published in 2004 by
Dr. Peng Shaobing of the IRRI initially
investigated the increase in night
temperatures and its effect on rice
cultivation. Peng’s team found that grain
yield declined 10 percent for each rise of
one degree Celsius during the dry season.

Yet, although climate change is
significant, Buresh said rice yields in Burma
have bigger factors affecting crops because
Burma's rice fields are rain-fed versus the
irrigated, intensive farming techniques
seen in other Asian countries.

“The main factor affecting production
in Burmais rain and inputs,” he said.

Inputs refer to fertilisers, chemicals and
equipment used in farming.

Farmers are often strapped for money
to purchase these inputs. The Post-Nargis
Periodic Review Il T ripartite Core Group
made up of the UN, ASEAN and the Burmese
military government reported that the
provision of agricultural inputs remained
limited and that farm yields were smaller
than those before Nargis.

A rice farmer in the Irrawaddy Delta
said he noticed a drastic rise in temperature
last month.

“July became too hotto plant my seeds
so I've had to wait,” he said.

Although he said he was unaware of a
large drop in his crop yields over the years,
factors such as the drought, especially post-
Nargis, certainly made his job more difficult.

Even so, the government may be
preparing for rice shortages. Mizzima
reported in early August that authorities
from the Rangoon Division Peace and
Development Council banned all rice
shipments to Arakan State and Tenasserim
Division without explanation.
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Chiang Mai— Burmese Senior General
Than Shwe’s recent state visit to India was
depicted by many Burma observers and
those committed to the restoration of
democracy in Burma as further evidence
of New Delhi shamefully reaching out to a
brutal military dictatorship and ignoring
India’s own storied democratic tradition.

As far as New Delhi is concerned,
however, since the mid-1990s the country’s
best interests ha been served in pursuit of
its “Look East’ policy, which seeks to benefit
from Burma’s location and natural and
human resources, while countering the
growing influence of Beijing in the region.
The policy has essentially placed promotion
of democracy in Burma on the back-burner.

What happened? How has the world’s
largest democracy become divorced from
the 20-year struggle for democracy
spearheaded by Aung San Suu Kyi?

While for Burma’s primary political
opposition, the National League for
Democracy (NLD), the question for Burma
is very much one of democracy, it has
never been the same for the Indian
leadership. For New Delhi, it has always
been a matter of power projection.

With the fall of the Berlin Wall in late
1989, a wave of democracy began to
sweep across many parts of the world, if
not in quality at least in quantity. According
to rights think tank Freedom House, only
69 countries, or 41 percent of all state
governments, were democratic in nature
in 1989. By 1995, this figure had
skyrocketed to 115 countries, or 60 percent
of all governments.

Looking to further Indian national
interests in cultivating relationships with
Burma’s prospective power brokers, New
Delhi extended a supportive hand to
Burma’s embattled pro-democracy
opposition, which in 1990 had emerged
victorious in general elections.

However, tellingly, from 1995 to 2009 the
percentage of democracies in the world
remained unchanged. During the same
period of time, New Delhi, as evidenced in
the warm reception allotted the Burmese
delegation during the course of their five-
day visit last month, has consistently
refrained from entering into political
discourse in its relations with Naypyitaw.

Meanwhile, as part of a growing cultural
exchange programme between India and
Burma, New Delhi continues to expand
assistance in educational opportunities for
junta-supported Burmese to study at Indian
institutions — with a hopeful eye to

India, the NLD and realpolitik
Joseph Ball

grooming the future leadership of the
country. Acceptance of more Burmese
scholars to study at Indian universities was
agreed upon during last month’s exchange
between Than Shwe and Indian Prime
Minister Dr. Manmohan Singh.

The harsh lesson to be drawn is that
Burma’s pro-democracy opposition, as
epitomised by the NLD, failed to capitalise
on its political prospects in an acceptable
period of time. New Delhi, accordingly,
reoriented itself away from a losing bet.

Oppostion voices, howewer, are quick to
point out that even with a reoriented
foreign policy New Delhi consistently
appears to lose out to Beijing in battles to
secure investment inside Burma.
Therefore, support for the country’s
political opposition would enhance India’s
status in future bilateral relations
conducted between democratic
neighbours.

But, the logic is f aulty. | ndia loses out to
Chinese interests (and not always by any
count, with annual trade approaching the
US$1 billion mark) because of advantages
inherent in the Sino-Burmese partnership.
Such links include Burma’s north-south
geographic orientation and deeper
historical and cultural legacies lending
themselves to less unfavourable social
barriers.

Nonetheless, no matter the political
orientation of Burma, if it is to benefit in
development from its giant neighbours, it
will necessarily have to remain significantly
engaged with both New Delhi and Beijing.
The former understands this, and knows
that if need be it can always play the
democracy card at a belated hour,
confident that India will be broadly
supported by North American and
European leadership.

For Beijing, the de facto realisation of
Burmese and Chinese shared interests is
feared jeopardised by the effort expended
by Burmese pro-democracy opposition
elements in vilifying the present role of
communist China in Burma. Even though
the closing, in the most extreme case, of
the north-south corridor linking China and
Burma would retard pursuit of Burmese
national interests, concern remains that a
new Burmese leadership would opt to
shame Beijing, resulting in a loss of
existing and future Chinese investmentin
the Southeast Asian country.

New Delhi and Beijing, in short, are
focused on Indian and Chinese interests,
respectively. As such, both countries are
willing to court whoever the power brokers
are in Burma. The NLD, holding no political
clout inside the country and now having
opted to boycott elections at the close of

the year, at present offers precious little
incentive for major investors in Burma to
court—especially for New Delhi, who need
not fear a sudden democratic overhaul.

India’s Burma policy, though, is also
wrongly envisioned. But it does not stumble
on a question of democracy, at least not
with respect to Burma. If New Delhi is to
maximise its relationship with Naypyitaw,
security and general conditions must
improve in India’s northeast; and this is
first and foremost an issue for Indian
leadership to address. It is also a policy
issue in which there are inherent
contradictions, as development of the
region could also pave the road of further
Chinese encroachment.

India’s foreign policy agenda regarding
Burma, while flawed, is not anti-
democratic. Neither was it ever premised
on pro-democratic leanings. The
promotion of systems of government were
and are instead tools to be used when
convenient to further what is a pro-India
agenda — or, possibly more accurately, a
pro-New Delhi agenda.

In the period from the late 1980s to mid-
1990s it was deemed appropriate to
incorporate pro-democracy sentiments into
India’s rhetoric of Burma policy with an aim
to enhancing bilateral relations with the
country’s prospective leadership. By the
mid to late 1990s, however, the rhetoric
changed with the realisation that the NLD
was not an integral component of Burma’s
power matrix —a point driven home by the
party’s decision in late 1995 to withdraw
from the (constitution-drafting) National
Convention process.

What then could be done to bridge the
rift between India and the NLD?

New Delhi would welcome a democratic
transition in Burma, not least because it could
potentially assist in countering China’s
influence. However, India is only going to
support players sitting at the table and active
intangible policy debate. The onus, thus, rests
onthe NLD to once again make itself politically
relevant, beyond an ideological platform, to
the overriding non-political interests of Indian
leadership. And the present, negative agenda
of relying on discredited elections looks to be
a losing proposition, as New Delhi — in the
absence of any viable alternative — would
surely continue its present course.

Election continued from page 1

Those in opposition to the polling are
calling on the United Nations and the
Association for Southeast Asian Nations
(ASEAN) to use the poll's established date
to exert greater scrutiny on a deeply flawed
electoral process and press for the release
of more than 2,100 political prisoners.

The UN and ASEAN are often viewed
as being too conciliatory with regard to
Burma policy.

“The national elections announced by
Burma’s military government are designed
to further entrench military rule with a
civilian facade; postured Human Rights
Watch in a statement issued following the
election date. Another rights group said the
UN’s focus on the polls in Burma was
misdirected.

The United States, the European Union,
Canada, Australia and many Burmese and
international rights groups have called the
polls a sham if the junta continues to shut
out thousands of imprisoned political
opponents, including Nobel Peace Prize-
winner Aung San Suu Kyi, who is expected
to be freed six days after the polls, having
spent 15 of the past 21 years in some form
of detention.

“They [Burma’s ruling generals] are
going to hold the election before the release
of Aung San Suu Kyi because they want to
marginalise her from any activities,” NLD
vice-chairman Tin Oo told Mizzima. “They
don’t want any appearance by her during
the run-up to the election because the
military junta is worried that most Burmese
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nationals would come out to follow her
speeches’

The election will be the first since
1990, when the NLD won a landslide
victory, a result the junta r ejected as it
clung to power and placed her under
detention, while also arresting hundreds
of her colleagues.

“It is a deliberate attack against
opposition groups, as the election laws
effectively bar Aung San Suu Kyi and all
political prisoners,” Dr. Myint Cho, a
spokesman for Burma Campaign Australia
said.

The electoral laws promulgated in early
March banned anyone who is serving or
has served a prison term from taking part
in the upcoming elections. Soon after, the
NLD announced a boycott of the polls,
declaring the laws undemocratic and unfair.

Burma has changed its constitution
several times since gaining independence
from British rule. The third and current
statute was promulgated in 2008 after a
widely condemned referendum was held
days after Cyclone Nargis tore through the
Irrawaddy Delta, killing 140,000 people and
leaving more than two million affected or
homeless. It reserves 25 percent of seats
in all three legislatures for the military.

Reaction from rights advocates came
the day after UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-
moon said in New York he had “tak en note”
of the announcement while reiterating calls
for the junta “to honour their publicly stated
commitments to hold inclusive, free and
fair elections”

However, Mark Farmaner, director of

Burma Campaign UK, cautioned the UN’s
use of the elections as a focal point was
misdirected.

“The new constitution in Burma means
that even if the election in Burma is free
and fair, the dictatorship r emains, so we
think it's time to stop focusing on the
process of the election, and start focusing
on what the UN should be doing, which is
negotiating for tripartite dialogue among
the dictatorship, Aung San Suu Kyi's
National League for Democracy and
genuine ethnic representatives,’ stipulated
Farmaner.

“Even if Aung San Suu Kyiwas allowed
to take part it would not be significant
because the constitution keeps the
dictatorship in power, because that is what
the constitution is designed to do, so you
would have to have the constitution
rewritten,” Farmaner furthered.

Western governments also weighed in
on the election and conditions under which
itis being organised.

US Senate Republican leader Mitch
McConnell dismissed Burma’'s
announcement as a “charade” and a
“mockery of the democratic process’

Meanwhile, Australia expressed “grave
reservations” about Burma'’s plan to hold
its first elections in 20 years and Foreign
Minister Stephen Smith was also
concerned about the elections’ legitimacy,
the Australian Associated Press reported.

“We have grave reservations about the
election process and the country’s highly
restrictive political environment,” he told
the news agency.

Smith said Australia had repeatedly
urged Burma to allow freedom of speech
and assembly and to work with the UN to
make the election transparent.

Britain was even less reserved in its
response, writing the polls off as a long-
awaited but lost chance. Foreign Office
Minister Jeremy Browne said, “These
elections are set to be held under deeply
oppressive conditions designed to
perpetuate military rule.”

“The Burmese people should have areal
chance to vote for change. Instead, the first
opportunity in 20 years for Burma’s people
to have a more open, stable and prosperous
society has been missed; Browne said.

In April, Prime Minister Thein Sein and
more than 20 other senior generals with
ministerial portfolios resigned from the
military and registered with the new pro-
government Union Solidarity and
Development Party to contest the elections.

“No one should be fooled. The generals
may be exchanging their khakis for civilian
clothes, but these polls are still a carefully
arranged plan to keep power in the hands
of the military junta,” Elaine Pearson, acting
chief of Human Rights Watch Asia Division,
said.

The group said it also had concerns that
intimidation of people and political parties
would intensify.

Burma is subject to arms, trade,
financial and travel sanctions, mostly
imposed by Western countries, due to the
junta’s human rights violations and violent
suppression of opposition and ethnic
minority groups.
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Kachin State HIV rate 16 times national average

Phanida

Chiang Mai— HIV prevalence rates in
areas controlled by ceasefire groups in the
northern Burmese state of Kachin are more
than 16 times the average for the country,
resulting in concerns an epidemic is
imminent if the region fails to receive
sufficient help, an NGO said of its survey
of the situation.

Since 2008, the Burmese junta has
denied health organisations access to the
region to help battle the virus that can lead
to AIDS, and this year direct-help
programmes were stopped.

The regional NGO conducted a survey
of HIV infection rates in two special regions
in Kachin State for about three months. It
found that at least 11 percent of the
regions’ total population was infected with
the virus.

The average nationwide HIV infection
rate is 0.67 percent, according to a 2007
World Health Organisation report.

Kachin Special Region 1 is controlled
by the New Democratic Army (Kachin) and
Kachin Special Region 2 is controlled by
the Kachin Independence Organisation
(KIO).

“The survey is highly critical of health
standards in the region. Most of the HIV
victims are young people, between 15 and
35years old. In my area, there are about
500 HIV patients,” a KIO official said on
condition of anonymity.

The direct-help programmes of NGOs
for HIV carriers were stopped this year
amid existing restrictions on health

organisations entering the region, so the
situation has become very serious, the
official said.

“KIO is a revolutionary organisation,
so we don’t have enough money to battle
AIDS. It would be good if AZG could help
the region effectively. But, their help is not
enough. Moreover, the junta does not
allow NGOs to enter the region and there
are drug-related cases as wel,” another
KIO official told Mizzima, referring to the
Dutch medical aid organisation AZG.

In 2008, AZG tried to enter Laiza in
Kachin State, under KIO control, to conduct
programmes to battle the spread of AIDS,
but former North Command chief General

-

-

Ohn Myint denied access, a ban that
continues.

“If the efforts are decreased, the
disaster will be very serious. The situation
demands extra efforts. We need to take
time to educate residents;” an employee
from aregional NGO said.

Former KIO chairman Bran Saing had
announced that one of the reasons the
ceasefire deal was signed with the
Burmese military junta was his serious
concern that AIDS would have a great
impact on the region, a KIO official recalled.

“We don’t have enough doctors and
healthcare educated people, so though we
battle against AIDS, we do not succeed;
he told Mizzima.

Suu Kyi continued from page 1

though the electoral rules are not fair,
we still need to monitor the polls to know
whether the junta can follow its own laws
even if they [the laws] are preferential
to it [the junta], ” Nyan Win quoted Suu
Kyi as saying.

The boycott was officially decided at
a meeting of seven Central Executive
Committee members and eight Central
Committee members at the home of NLD
Vice-Chairman Tin Oo on August 19th. It
said the decision was reached because
the junta’s 2008 constitution and electoral
laws for this year’s polls were “unfair and
one-sided”.

At the meeting on August 24th, Suu
Kyi and her lawyers also discussed legal
cases regarding her home renovations
and her appeal against the sentence that
extended her house arrest, Nyan Win
said, without disclosing case details. He
added that Suu Kyi was in good health.

While Rangoon Central Court on May|
10th granted Suu Kyi special leave to
appeal against the extension of her house
arrest, it has failed to set a date for the
hearing.

American ctizen John Yettaw entered
Suu Kyi's property after swimming across
Inya Lake days before her latest period
of house arrest was to finish. Over the
visit, Suu Kyi was charged under section
22 of the Law to Safeguard the State
Against the Dangers of those Desiring to
Cause Subversive Acts and sentenced tg
three years in prison by the North District
Court in Insein Prison on August 11th,
2009.

The term was later reduced by half
to 18 months.

Than Shwe continued from page 1

Replacing them will be former Adjutant
General Lieutenant General Thura Myint
Aung and former Bureau of Special
Operations (BSO) 3 chief Lieutenant
General Ko Ko, who have become
Commander-in-Chief of Defence Services
and Deputy Commander-in-Chief of
Defence Services, respectively.

Former BSO 2 chief General Min Aung
Hlaing has become the new No. 3 in
command as the Joint Chief of Staff of the
Army, Navy and Air Force. This powerful
position was held until recently by General
Thura Shwe Mann.

Following Burma'’s first nationwide
elections in two decades on November 7th,
the government will be formed by a civilian
president chosen by the upper and lower

houses following the nomination of three
people. The two unsuccessful candidates
become vice-presidents.

The reshuffle means it is possible that
the junta’s leader since 1992, 77-year old
Than Shwe, can be president, while close
allies Muang Aye, 72, and Thura Shwe
Man, 62, could emerge as vice-presidents.
If that happened, it would confirm the
belief among internal and external Burma
watchers that the polls represent an
attempt by the ruling generals to merely
exchange uniforms for suits and shore up
their power.

Around 27 military officials and
government ministers including Prime
Minister Thein Sein resigned from the
military mid-year and formed the Union

Solidarity and Development Party (USDP).

Stepping out of fatigues means the top

leaders can contest the polls as USDP
candidates.

Analysts said it was likely Than Shwe
would remain head of state as leader of
the State Peace and Development Council
(SPDC) —the junta’s name for itself — until
the president is selected after the election.

Inthe 1990 polls, Nobel Peace laureate
Aung San Suu Kyi scored a massive poll
win at the head of the National League for
Democracy party, but the juntaignor ed the
win, clung on to power and flatly voided
the result.

The junta’s controversial 2008
constitution sets out how the vote will elect
lawmakers for parliament, the senate and
14 regional assemblies, but not the
executive branch of the governmentitself.

Naypyitaw sources said Thura Myint
Aung will be responsible for filling the 25

percent military quota, which will amount
to hundreds of lawmakers in all three types
of legislatures, as set out by the
constitution.

Major General Wei Lwin, former chief
of the Naypyitaw Military Command, has
replaced General Thiha Thura Tin Aung
Myint Oo as Quartermaster General, a
position the lat ter vacated in November.

At least ten lieutenant generals have
also thus far resigned to see their positions
in the armed forces replaced by major
generals including former military
command chiefs.

Itis predicted the former officers will
contest in the November 7th polling. Details
of the latest reshuffling of Burma’'s armed
forces are still under investigation.

Below are the names of other newly
promoted senior officers and their ranks:

Adjutant General

Current Post Officer and former Post

Coastal Command chief Major General Khin Zaw Oo

Military Appointment General

Rangoon Command chief Major General Win Myint

Rangoon Command

LID 77 chief Colonel T un Than

Military Intelligence Headquarters

Southwestern Command chief Major General Kyaw Swe

Chief of Military Ordnance

Deputy Defence Minister Major General Thein Htay

BSO 1 - Kachin State, Mandalay Division, Chin State, Sagaing Division

Northwestern Command chief Major General Myint Soe

BSO 4 - Karen State, Mon State, Tenasserim Division

Southeastern Command chief Major General Thet Naing Win

BSO 2 - Shan State, Karenni State

Northeastern Command chief Major General Aung Than Htut

BSO 3 - Pegu Division, Irrawaddy Division

Southern Command chief Major General Hla Min

Abbreviations

LID — Light Infantry Division

BSO — Bureau of Special Operations
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Wa army threatened with fresh military offensive

Ko Wild

Chiang Mai— The Burmese
junta’s chief negotiator with
armed ceasefire groups has
threatened the Wa army with
unlawful association charges and
military force, a Wa leader says.

Lieutenant General Ye Myint,
the head of Military Affairs
Security (MAS), the junta’s
military intelligence wing, said
the United Wa State Army
(UWSA) would be declared in
breach of laws governing
unlawful association and that the
State Peace and Development
Council (the junta) would next
month deploy its army units to
effect those charges against
them.

His comments came during
a meeting with UWSA
representative and political
consultative committee chairman
Lai Kham at Tanyan in northern
Shan State on August 20th. He
was there to coax the group into
the SPDC'’s Border Guard Force
(BGF), which would bring the Wa
troops under junta commanders.

Naypyitaw appeared angry
with the Wa over its refusal to
accept the BGF offer and also said
it would deploy administrative
units to the Wa-controlled areas
on the eastern bank of the

Salween Riwer, a Wa leader
present at the talks said.

The 20,000-strong Wa army
is not placing too much emphasis
on the threats, as Ye Myint has
given such ultimatums before, but
a Wa leader said his army would
refrain from making the first move
against junta troops.

“The Wa stand only for
negotiations. [Whether we] fight
or not depends only on them [the
SPDC], but all of us must defend
our territory, our compounds and
our homes if they are attacked.
We can say that the situation is
tense,” the Wa leader told
Mizzima.

The Wa decided to allow
polling for the elections on
November 7th in only two of the
six townships designated as their
“Wa Self-Administered Division”
as outlined in the 2008
constitution. The permitted
townships are Hopang and
Metman (Mawpha).

Hopang and Metman are
controlled by junta troops while
the other four are controlled by
Wa troops. In a notification issued
by the Union Election Commission
on August 11th, the four
townships are mentioned as Pyithu
Hluttaw (Lower House)
constituencies while Hopan and

Metman are mentioned as State
Assembly constituencies.

The area under dispute is Mai
Pauk District, which contains
Mengphang, Mantmein, Mai Pauk,
Hotaung and Monyin townships.
The Wa army has claimed it as
its territory but the junta refused
to recognise the Wa claim.
Monyin is reportedly designated
ano-man’s-land.

“Now they [the junta] say
they’ll hold elections but there
are no [voter-]Jeducation
campaigns. The people don’t
even know what an election is.
Not only in Wa State, the entire
population [of Burma] cried out
that the 2008 constitutional
referendum was a farce. Most of
the people did not know about it.
There weren’'t even any
interpreters for that r eferendum,”
a Wa villager said.

After meeting the Wa
delegation, Ye Myint on the same
day met delegates from the
Eastern Shan State Special
Region No. 4, or the Mengla
organisation, led by San Leun, at
Triangle Command headquarters
based in Kengtung. He urged
them to also bring their troops
into the junta-contr olled BGF, a
Mengla source said.

However, the Mengla group
again rejected the junta’s BGF
offer, along with polling in its
territory, the source said.
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Junta dficials hedge on regimg’
post-election future

Onions pile up at a market in Rangoon amid a recent ban on onion

7a¥ -..i.";'

exports. Analysts asses the ban as another example of poor
economic policy by Burma's military. Photo: Mizzima.

Bern Smith

Sydney — Senior Burmese
government officials are salting
away assets of all kinds and
stashing funds in offshore banks
in a sure sign insiders are
beginning to hedge their bets on
the ruling military junta’s future,
a prominent Australian analyst
of the Burmese economy has
said.

Professor Sean Turnell of
Sydney’s Macquarie University
said the officials were looking to
guarantee their families’ futures
in Burma’s ruling class.

The Burma Economic Watch
principal has addressed the US
Senate committee on foreign
relations about the effectiveness
of US sanctions, of which heis a
firm believer.

Also a former Reserve Bank
of Australia senior analyst, he
said little could be expected from
ASEAN, India or China when it
came to pushing for reforms
from the junta, but there was
some hope from within the
military clique.

“Some developments are
quite dramatic at the moment,”
he said. “There are sizeable
holes in the regime, but that's
really it on the upside.”

Turnell, who will next month
travel to Washington to meet
members of Congress, believes
senior figures within Burma’s
military administration are
“running scared”.

“With the election coming,
it's obvious that it will be the
farce that everyone says it's

going to be, and the most senior
[generals] will still have
everything,” he said from his
home in Sydney.

He said some elements of
the international community saw
these key figures as rising
“robber barons” in Burmese
society, comparable with the
American phenomenon of the
1900s. In the United States, such
businessmen amassed great
personal fortunes, but national
institutions such as libraries and
foundations and infrastructure
such as railways were a positive
by-product of the era.

Butthe Burmese reality is far
bleaker, Turnell argued, “I n the
last six months what we're really
seeing is the rising of a criminal
business class, with the
privatisation push really a rapid
criminalisation of the economy.”

“They’re protecting
themselves more in the manner
of the mafia,” he said. “It'’s
morphing from this nationalistic,
quasi-Stalinist state into a
criminal economy,” where the
individual plays a more
prominent role than is healthy
for a developing economy, he
said.

“We're not going to get a
Hyundai or Daewoo out of this,”
Turnell said, dismissing the
argument of economic liberalists
that democracy and human
rights evolve with economic
development. “These people
[with privileges granted by the

Junta continued on page 8

Publisher and Editor In-Chief
Soe Myint
FlatNo. 1,63 C,
Ibrahimpur Road,Jadavpur
Kolkata - 700032, India.

FOR SUBSCRIPTIONS

mizzima@mizzima.com, editor @mizzima.com, Wamgzima.com
Wwwnizzima.ty www.mizzimaphoto.com
Ph :91-9748453636 91-33-24292212



