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Phanida

April 6  – Burmese military
junta authorities have started
inspecting food and soft drinks in
Burma, to check whether they are
tainted with a chemical dye, which
is dangerous for health of the
people.

This latest move was initiated
after the authorities banned over
100 brands of pickled tea leaves
for using a banned chemical dye,
‘Auramine O’. The authorities also
recently, banned two al ternative
medicines for the high content of
lead and arsenic in the products.

“We are inspecting all
products, including soft drinks,
fish paste, dried fish etc. We are
inspecting soft drinks of domestic-
make found in the market. Some
of them are officially permitted
brands,” Chairman of ‘Food and
Drug Administration’ (FDA), Dr.
Kyaw Lin, told Mizzima.

“We have already tested
samples of these soft drinks
before production. But, the market
survey is more important, so we
are focusing on the market survey.
We inspected all the brands, so
as not to leave anything untested,”

he added.
The brands of domestically

produced soft drinks are Scorpion,
C +, Ve Ve, Max, Stan Crusher
produced by Myanmar Golden
Star (MGS), Pepsi, Sparking and
Fantasy Orange among others.

A rel iable source from
Scorpion Soft Drink Trading and
Distribution said that they had not
yet received any notice from the
department concerned, and they
were distributing their products
as usual to their customers.

“Scorpion is not yet included
in the list of banned products. I
do not know whether other
brands are included in this list or
not. So, we are continuing our
sale to the customer companies.
The buyers are still buying our
products. We have not yet heard
any significant news regarding it.
We must inform our company,
when we hear such news as we
are agents for them. The ban
order must be made public
officially in newspapers,” he said.

They buy these products from
Pholapye Co. in wholesale and
redistribute them.

The officials from the Health
Department have not yet visited

Pholapye Co. and have not yet
banned their products, he added.

It has been learnt that local
food and drug administration
committees have been formed in
each township.

The committee consists of a
Township Medical Officer, a
Township Health Department
Officer, and responsible persons

from the municipal body, police
force, General Administration
Department and Animal
Husbandry and Veterinary
Department.

“These committees are in
every township. They will inspect
all the products, banned by the
government as unfit for
consumption in Burma, and recall

Beverages in Burma under inspection for
containing banned chemical dye

As the traditional Burmese New Year festival is drawing very
close, a billboard at Rangoon Myenigone junction inviting paid
revelers at their mandap (pandal). The mandap business under
contract in Thingyan festival is still popular in Burma.

April 5  – The Burmese
military junta has banned the
production and distribution of two
Burmese indigenous medicines
because of its lead and arsenic
content.

The medicines have been
identif ied as Daw Htwe’s
‘Gawmotta’ and Daw Kyin’s, meant
for children.

After US health officials found
lead and arsenic poisoning among
Burmese children, the Ministry of
Health in Burma banned the
production and distribution of
these two medicines.

Recently both the medicine
producers were given official
permission for production for
another three years by the
Burmese Indigenous Medicine
Department and Medical
Research.

We submitted our samples in
November 2008. They instructed
us not to use two ingredients the
‘Saydan’ (Arsenious Trisulphide)
and sulphur in the medicines. So
we excluded these two
ingredients and continued
production with official permission
and license which is valid for three
years till 2011,” an of ficial of the

Monywa Gawmotta factory said.
Arsenic poisoning can affect

the brain and the nervous system
and its high content in the blood
may be fatal. Lead poisoning can
damage the nervous system.

Indiana State in the US has
banned these two medicines
because they are unfit for
children after lead and arsenic
poisoning was detected in
Burmese children who migrated
to US and are living in Fort Wayne
following door-to-door visits.

An official of Daw Kyin
Medicine said, “We applied for
renewal of our production license
at the ‘Indigenous Medicine
Department’ in Naypyitaw in
January. They have inspected our
medicine and renewed our
license for another three years.
We don’t understand why they
banned it now”.

The notice was issued in the
April 4 issue of state run daily
newspapers which said that these
medicines are unfit for
consumption as they are
manufactured with poisonous
heavy metals. There was no
elaboration.

Indigenous medicines with
lead and arsenic banned

Myint Maung

April 7  – The grandson of
Burmese junta Supremo Senior
Gen. Than Shwe is reportedly
making money by resell ing
municipal permits issued by the
Yangon Cit y Development
Committee (YCDC), for hosting
pandals for the upcoming water
festival.

Pho La Pyea, who has
received ten permits for building
pandals, will reported host two to
be located on Rangoon’s Prome
Road near Inya Lake, opposite the
Institute of Economics, but will
eight others at Kyat 3.8 million
(USD 2,900) each.

“Pho La Pyea got building
permits for 10 mandaps
(pandals). He will host two of
them. But the remaining eight are
being sold,” a youth, who is a close
associate of revelers and will visit
the mandaps along that road said.

“Most of these permits are
bagged by close associates of
generals. Youths say that the son
of Maj. Gen. Tin Aung Myint Oo
could not get mandaps at good
locations because Pho La Pyea

took all of them,” he added.
While tradit ional water

festival in Buddhist dominated
Burma is held as a celebration to
welcome the New Year, it has long
been commercialised by hosting
pandals, where the host earns
from people who comes and play
with water.

People who wished to host
pandals have to seek building
permit and share the cost among
them. The price of these permits
usually varies from location to
location.

The latest issue of ‘The Voice’
weekly reported that YCDC
Chairman Brig. Gen. Aung Thein
Lin told local journalists at a press
briefing held on March 25 that
they would not allow building
large mandaps on Inya Road and
University Avenue. They would
permit medium and small size
mandaps only.

But the weekly did not say
what the reason behind this
restriction was.

It is learnt that the civic body
decides on the size of these
mandaps. Large mandaps are for
over 50 feet in length, the

Water Festival benefits
Junta Chief’s grandson
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March 26  - Burma’s main opposition
political party the National League for
Democracy said it has urged the United
States to initiate talks with the ruling junta
as it believes “dialogue is the beginning of
a solution” to political problems facing the
country.

Nyan Win, NLD spokesperson, said the
party’s central executive committee (CEC)
members urged a visiting US official on
Wednesday to begin and step up the pace
of talks with the ruling junta.

“We believe that beginning talks is the
first step of finding a solution to the
problem,” Nyan Win said.

Stephen Blake, Director of Mainland
Southeast Asian office, on a regional tour,
on Wednesday met members of the NLD
CEC and discussed threadbare the political
situation in Burma.

Blake, who is on a four-day tour of
Burma, also met the junta’s Foreign
Minister Nyan Win and officials from other
ministries in capital Naypyitaw, about 350
kilometres north of Rangoon.

 “We favour the international
community stepping up their interest in
Burma’s politics, and engage more
frequently in talks wi th the government,”
Nyan Win said.

Blake told NLD leaders that the US has
not come up with any decision on a future
Burma policy but assured that the US would
continue supporting Burma’s
democratization.

The US is Burma’s biggest critic and
has imposed stringent sanctions against the
ruling generals as punishment for their
appalling human rights record.

But the US has hinted that it is
reviewing its policy on Burma as its current
policy of isolating the country by imposing
sanctions has proved to be a failure as
much as regional countries’ policy of
engagement had failed.

But in a statement issued late on
Wednesday, the US State Department said
Blake’s visit to Burma does not reflect a
change in policy or approach.

“Office Director-level off icials,
including Mr. Blake’s two immediate
predecessors, have visited Burma and met
Burmese officials on a number of
occasions in recent years,” the statement
said.

NLD urges US to talk with junta

Myint Maung

March 24 – The National League for
Democracy’s Central Executive Committee
has called on the junta to let them meet
with party Vice-Chairman Tin Oo and
General Secretary Aung San Suu Kyi.

NLD party spokesman Nyan Win today
said that the party sent a letter dated the
19th of this month to the SPDC [Burma’s
military government] Chairman requesting
permission for a meeting with their leaders
in order to facilitate decisions at this crucial
juncture in the country’s politics.

“As everybody knows, the government
announced that a general election will be
held in 2010. We need to discuss and
consider this general election,” Nyan Win
said.

Thus far, the government has yet to
respond to the inquiry.

“If we get a positive response from
them, we shall implement it. If not, it will
mean differently. So we have to consider
the outcome in di fferent ways,” he said.

In the meantime, authorities yesterday
sentenced more dissidents to varying terms
of imprisonment.

The special court sitting inside Insein
prison on Monday handed down verdicts
to 13 activists, including five political
activists, NLD members and cyclone Nargis

volunteers.
The special court sentenced NLD Youth

members Htet Htet Owei, Win Myint Maung
(a.k.a. Pe Pyoke) and Tun Tun Win to fiv e
years imprisonment each under charges
stemming from the Emergency Provisions
Act – having been arrested on the 30th of
December 2008 for staging a protest,
originating at the NLD head office, by
marching with banners and placards.

Similarly, volunteers Tin Tin Cho, Yin
Yin Waing, Myat Thu and Ni Moe Hlaing,
who donated their services to cyclone
Nargis victims, were arrested at a teashop
in Rangoon on the 12th of June 2008 and
were yesterday sentenced to three years
imprisonment each for abetting an
unlawful association.

And a further six youth from Rangoon
who tried to distribute pamphlets in
association with the 88 Generation
Students on the 7th of August 2008 were
sentenced to various prison terms ranging
from two to seven years.

Aung Kyaw Oo and Zeya Oo were
sentenced to seven years imprisonment for
infringing upon state security while Htin
Aung, Than Tun Zin and Tin Tun were
sentenced to f ive years each for
involvement in an unlawful association and
former 88 Student Myo Thant was given
two years for thr eatening state security.

NLD requests meeting with party
leaders

Phanida

March 16  – A former South Dagon
Township Organizing Committee member
of the National League for Democracy
party in Rangoon Division, was arrested
by the authori ties on Sunday.

Kyi Lwin (53) who had retired as the
Township NLD organizing committee
member, after suf fering a stroke a year
and-a-half ago, was arrested on Sunday.
He was arrested by about 30 people,
including Police Special Branch (SB), Ward
Peace and Development Council (WPDC)
members and Swan Arrshin, who said they
needed to interrogate him.

“They entered our house and searched
all the papers and documents. They asked
him if he had any contact with Pauk Sa
from Sanchaung Township. They told him
that they wanted to ask him about matters
relating to Sanchaung,” Thein Myint Tun,
his younger brother told Mizzima.

Pauk Sa a.k.a. Thet Wei, Chairman of
the Sanchaung Township NLD, has been
serving a two-year prison sentence since
September 2008, for lodging complaints
to the International Labour Organization
(ILO), against the use of child soldiers in
Burma.

However, he was released from prison
on February 21, as part of the
government’s amnesty granted to more
than 6,000 prisoners from across the
country.

“We heard that he is sti l l  in
‘Aungthapyay Interrogation Centre’. He was
earning his living by selling drums of water.
He was an active party member in NLD,
working together wi th Pauk Sa,” Thein

Myint Tun said.
Nyan Win, the NLD party spokesperson

said Kyi Lwin had served the party only as
an ordinary party member, for the past one
and-a-half years due to his poor health.

Similarly, NLD Ahlone Township
member and NLD HQ Social Aid Group
member, Ma Cho a.k.a. Ma Myint Myint San
was arrested by the authorities, while on
her way home from office on March 13.

“She was arrested on her way home
from office. She lives in Ahlone Township.
At about 11 p.m. on that night, the local
authority (Ward level PDC committee
members) came to her home and informed
her family that she was being held in
Thuwanna stadium, and they had taken her
there to question her about matters
relating to a telephone,” an intimate f riend
of Ma Cho said.

Nyan Win said that Ma Cho was helping
the families of political prisoners.

NLD Thaketa Township organizing
committee member and photographer for
every event of NLD HQ, U Thein Lwin, was
also arrested in Taungoo, two weeks ago.

Meanwhile, Sanchaung Township NLD
Organizing Committee member Ko Sein
Hlaing and Ko Shwe Jo from NLD Hlaing
Township, were arrested on March 6 and
8 respectively.

According to Nyan Win, the party was
enquiring into the reasons for their arrests.

“We cannot say anything yet, as we
do not know the reasons for their arrests.
We still do not know why they have been
arrested and what questions they are
being asked. We are still enquiring about
them,” he said.

Ailing NLD party worker arrested

these products from the shelves and
destroy them in the presence of the shop
owners. They can also inform about
putting these products in the market again,
depending on how much they are working,”
Dr. Kyaw Lin said.

It has also been learnt that no new
rules and regulations have been
announced yet and these tainted products
will be removed in accordance with the
existing National Food and Drug Law.

“They will know our Burma Food and
Drug Administration regime in this way. We
do not need to issue any new regulations.
These regulations and rules are already
in existence. We need to take action in
accordance with them, such as the National
Food and Drug Law. We will continue to
enforce this law,” Dr. Kyaw Lin said.

In today’s edition of the state-run ‘New
Light of Myanmar’, it has been reported
that in a forum held in Rangoon, Liver
Disease specialist, Professor Dr. Khin
Maung Win, said that it had been found
meat, fish and dried shrimps were tainted

with chemical dyes for preservation and
to artificially seem fresh. And also the salt
found in the market was bleached with
chemicals to whiten the product, which is
originally brown, he added.

Fruits such as apples, grapes, papaya
and watermelon were also dyed with
chemicals to make them colourful and
attractive to the customers. These banned
chemicals, were also found in some snacks
such as tea, roasted peanuts, cakes,
phaluda and plums, the paper reported
citing Dr. Khin Maung Win.

The state-run papers also explicitly
announced on March 12 and March 29, that
the Ministry of Health had banned 43
pickled tea leaf brands, including famous
‘Ahyeetaung’ and other 57 brands of
pickled tea leaves for being tainted with
the banned chemical dye called ‘Auramine
O’.

‘Auramine O’ is the industrial chemical
dye usually used in dyeing of yarn, wool,
silk, paper and hides, which may cause
liver and renal diseases, cancer and may
also affect the growth of the body if it is
consumed for a long time.

Continued From  Front page ÒÔÒÔ

medium ones are between 25 feet and 50
feet and the small ones are below 25 feet.

The deposit for using pedestrian
platforms on these two roads are Kyat
50,000. As for other locations, the fees are
Kyat 30,000 for large sized mandaps, Kyat
20,000 for medium ones and Kyat 10,000
for small ones. They have to sign a bond

to pay fine and all expenses for repairs if
these platforms are damaged during the
festival.

The YCDC Engineering Department
(Road and Bridges) said that there will be
50 mandaps on Inya Road, 24 mandaps
on University Avenue and 228 mandaps in
other locations during last year’s festival.

The 20 year old Pho La Pyea is studying

in Hlaingtharya Technical College.
Last year Snr. Gen. Than Shwe was

outraged after hearing that his grandson
Pho La Pyea had ‘Yaba’ ecstasy drugs
distributed by business tycoon Maung Weik
who had a close rapport with the regime.

He ordered busting of the drug trafficking
gang operating among the affluent youth
in Rangoon.

During the operation, Maung Weik was
arrested and he is now serving time in
Pathein prison in Irrawaddy Division.

Continued From  Front page ÒÔ
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March 18  - Detained opposition
leader Aung San Suu Kyi’s lawyer has sent
a letter of appeal to the Prime Minister
General Thein Sein to review the house
arrest order of his client.

Kyi Win, the high court la wyer, sent
the letter on 13 March 2009 but there has
been no response so far from Gen. Thein
Sein.

 “We have sent the letter to the Prime
Minister containing the appeal. He may
respond only after he comes back from his
trip,”  Kyi Win told Mizzima over telephone.

Thein Sein has led a Burmese
delegation from Naypyitaw on 15 March
and is visiting Indonesia and Singapore.
His trip will conclude on 18 March.

Nobel Peace Laureate Aung San Suu
Kyi has been under one form or another
of detention since May 2003 after she and
her supporters were attacked by junta
backed goons during the National League
for Democracy’s political tour of Depayin.
Currently, she is being detained at her lake-
side villa.

The controversial house arrest terms
according to the junta can be extended up
to six years but the opposition lawyers

Ko Wild

March 23  – A political prisoner
suffered a stroke while serving his prison
term in Buthitaung prison, in western
Burma, according to sources close to the
prison.

Political activist Maung Maung Thet
(20), hai ling f rom Tungup Township,
Rakhine State, reportedly suffered a stroke
after which he could not move his arms or
legs.

A source close to the prison said that
cells inside the prison are always wet and
damp, factors which could contribute
toward the occurrence of a stroke.

The detainee in question, along with
political prisoners including Moe Naing Soe,
Chit Maung Maung and Than Lwin, was
beaten last Union Day, February 12, by
prison ward Sein Tun for purportedly
communicating between prison cells.

Bo Kyi, Joint Secretary of the Thai-
based Association for Assistance to Political
Prisoners-Burma (AAPP-B), told Mizzima
that those who were punished for
communication while detained from Tungup
Township and serving four-and-a-half

years each under sections 505(b) and 295
of the Penal Code.

But he added that he knew only that
their health situation is deteriorating,
absent of any details.

Political prisoners in Buthitaung, unlike
criminal lock-ups, are not al lowed to
exercise.

AAPP-B said that 88 Generation
student leader Ko Htay Kywe, Aung Zaw
Oo (HRDP), U Han Sein (NLD), Kyaw Min,
Pyi Phyo Hlaing, Si Thu Maung, U Tun Nyo,
Uzin U Pyi Kyaw, Chit Maung Maung, Than
Lwin, Maung Maung Thet, Moe Naing Soe,
Moe Kyaw, Aung Naing Min, Khin Hla, Zaw
Naing and Ma Ni Ni May Myint are also
among the political prisoners currently
being held in Buthitaung prison.

In sum there are about 1,200 inmates
in Buthitaung, most of who are members
of the Rohingya minority.

Sources close to the prison said those
detained suffer discrimination and
oppression at the hands of prison
authorities, in addition to stints of forced
labor.

According to AAPP-B, there are over
2,100 political prisoners across Burma.

argue it can be only up to five years
consecutively.

Suu Kyi’s appeal against the so-called
‘illegal detention’, started in October last
year but junta paid no heed. On the
contrary it barred her from meeting her
lawyer.

The military junta extended Suu Kyi’s
detention in May 2008 and it will end on
May 27, 2009 according to Kyi Win.

Meanwhile, the police arrested at least
five National League for Democracy (NLD)
members including Ma Cho, Sein Hlaing,
Shwe Jo, Kyi Lwin in Rangoon, party
sources said.

Nyan Win, Spokesman of NLD “This is
not fair and it is unjust. At least they [junta]
should have informed their family members
why they were arrested.”

According to the Thai based
Assistance Association for Political
Prisoners-Burma [AAPP-B] there are 2,128
political prisoners across Burma’s jails.

But a delegation of the military junta
Wunna Maung Lwin speaking at the 10th
session of the UN’s Human Rights Council
at Geneva said there were no prisoners of
conscience in the country. There were only
prisoners who broke the laws of the state.

Suu Kyi’s lawyer despatches letter to
PM

Political prisoner suffers stroke

Phanida

March 25  – The Twante Township
Court in Rangoon Division, sentenced three
NLD youth wing members, who had
exposed the rampant corruption of local
authorities, to seven days imprisonment on
Tuesday.

Township Court Judge Aye Ko Ko
sentenced Twante Township, Zaythit Ward,
Mibametta fish wholesaler, Khin Zaw, his
employees and NLD youth members Zaw
Myo Latt, Kyaw Thu Lynn and Than Myint
to seven days imprisonment, under the
1907 Towns Act.

“Initially they charged Khin Zaw and
seven others. Then they acquitted four of
them as they were from Twante town.
Khin Zaw and the remaining three were
sentenced to seven days imprisonment
each,” Advocate Kyin Toe from Twante
said.

According to the 1907 Towns Act,
guests coming from other regions need to
register at local administrative offices and
the guests from the same town do not need
to register, if they stay overnight in other
wards of the same town.

However, the local ‘Peace and
Development Council’ (PDC) office refused
to register these employees, without giving
any reason, when they went there and
tried to register them late last month.

Then they went to the Township Police
Station on February 28, and requested the
police personnel to record their guest
registration. Duty officer, Sub-Inspector
Aung Naing Oo accordingly registered
them.

All these documents were then sent
to Township PDC and other local
authorities.

Meanwhile, on March 3, Ward PDC
members, 100-household headman, the
police force, immigration department, Fire
Brigade personnel and beat policeman
arrived at Khin Zaw’s residence and
arrested them and sent them to the
Township Police Station for not r egistering
as guests.

Zaythit Ward PDC Chairman, Than Oo,
prosecuted them at the township court
with guest registration cases. Advocate U
Kyin Toe acted as the legal counsel for all
of them in this case.

The Township Court released all of
them on bail with Kyat. 2.7 million sureties,
deposited by local NLD youth wing
Chairman Ye Htut Khaung and 5 elders from
the ward on March 5. The court fixed the

date for hearing on March 9.
Kyin Toe argued in court on March 9,

that the accused had visited the police
station and registered as guests there.
The court summoned the police officers
for re-examination, but it was learnt that
the Divisional PDC office sent an instruction
to the local officials saying there was no
need to give testimony in court.

Following the incident, the court fixed
another hearing on March 24, and they
were sentenced to seven days
imprisonment each, yesterday.

Kyin Toe explained this at the court
saying, “They gave no reason when they
denied the registration request. They just
said they could not accept the registration
request at about 7 p.m. on that da y. Then
both the house owner and all his guests,
were taken to the township police station
and informed about the Zaythit Ward PDC’s
refusal to accept their registration request.
I told the police officer to report our guest
registration.”

Khin Zaw is well-known as the whistle
blower of corruption by local authorities
and he had also signed in the petition letter
for ‘Free Aung San Suu Kyi and Tin Oo’
signature campaign.

“I feel very sorry for them as they are
innocent. They just signed on the petition
in the signature campaign, launched for
freedom of Daw Aung San Suu Kyi, Tin Oo
and all political prisoners. The local PDC
Chairman framed them in a false case,
without proper reason and sentenced
them to prison. I feel extremely sorry for
them,” Township NLD youth wing in-
charge, Ye Htut Khaung, said.

The four persons acquitted are Aung
Ko Latt, Than Zaw, Htwe Hla and Ma Tin
Tin Hla. Apart from Khin Zaw, the remaining
3 persons, who were convicted, hail from
Zwekapin village in Maubin Township.

These people have lived in Twante
town, Kungyan Ward for over 10 years and
their application for residential registration
in this town is still under consideration.

“I think the judiciary must be
independent. As Gen. Thura Shwe Man
said no one is above the law. However, in
practice, the Divisional PDC office and local
police officers are above the law and
judiciary,” Advocate Kyin Toe said.

He said that he would appeal against
this verdict.

All four convicted people are still in
police custody at Twante Police Station and
it has been learnt that they would be sent
to I nsein prison today.

Three NLD members framed and
jailed for exposing corruption

Solomon

March 20  – Lack of proper medical
treatment, is one of the major reasons for
the deteriorating health conditions of
political prisoners in Burma, an activists
group said on Friday.

Bo Kyi, Joint Secretary of the Assistant
Association of Political Prisoners in Burma
(AAPP-B), said deplorable prison
conditions, lack of proper medical
treatment was causing alarming health
situations for prisoners of conscience, in
Burma.

“All political prisoners are struggling
with health concerns and food security after
the junta sent them to prisons in remote
areas, which were far away from their
families,” said Bo Kyi.

He said, most of the political prisoners
in Burma, mainly depend on their family
members for support such as food and
medicines, and sending them to remote
prisons, cuts off their supplies.

Bo Kyi said, he had recently received
information that an 88 Generation students’
leader Hla Myo Naung was facing the
danger of losing another eye, after he had
already lost one earlier, while in detention,
and another students’ leader Ko Ko Gyi was
suffering from a liver problem.

Min Ko Naing, the prominent 88
Generation student leader, who is also
suffering from an eye problem, is
apprehensive that he might be paralyzed
as a result of being detained in a dark -
cell, which is small and cold, Bo Kyi added.

“They need immediate medical
attention by specialists, otherwise their
health is in danger and they would probably
suffer strokes,” said Bo Kyi.

The family members of political
prisoners also said, they found it difficult
to pay frequent visits to prisons because
of the distances and the need to spend
extra time and money, which often posed
a problem.

“Denying medical attention to those,
who are really in need is murder, they
[junta] are slowly murdering the political
prisoners,” said Bo Kyi.

According to the AAPP-B list, at least
2,128 political prisoners were stil l
languishing in prisons across Burma.

Meanwhile, activists across the globe
have begun a signature campaign,
demanding the release of detained political
prisoners, including pro-democracy icon
Aung San Suu Kyi.

In Tokyo, more than 50 activists f rom
various Burmese political organizations, on
Friday, began collecting signatures from
both Burmese as well as other supporters,
including Japanese people for the release
of political prisoners in Burma.

Zaw Min Tun, joint secretary - 1 of the
Japan branch of the National League for
Democracy-Liberated Area (NLD-LA) told
Mizzima, they would send a petition along
with signatures of supporters to the United
Nations’ General Secretary and also to the
Japanese Foreign Minister.

“We will send the letter including those
signatures to Ban Ki-moon and the
Japanese Foreign Minister,” said Zaw Min
Tun.

“We are planning to send the petition
because they [the UN and Japan] seems
to believe that the junta’s proposed 2010
general elections is the solution to Burma’s
political crisis,” he added.

He said in the petition they had argued
that the 2010 elections is not a solution to
the political crisis in Burma, but the release
of all political prisoners, including Daw
Aung San Suu Kyi would mean the first
step towards resolution of the problems.

Activists said they are targeting
888,888 signatures around the globe.

In support of the campaign, UK-based
Christian Solidarity Worldwide (CSW),
urged people to support the petition by
signing on their new online petition, which
aims for the release of all political
prisoners in Burma.

Benedict Rogers, CSW’s East Asia
Team Leader in a statement on Thursday
said, “We strongly urge UN Secretary
General, Ban Ki-moon, to make it an
immediate personal priority to secure the
release of all political prisoners in Burma,
including Daw Aung San Suu Kyi.”

“Increased international pressure on
Burma’s military regime is urgently needed.
Action should be taken to put an end to
the crimes against humanity, those
committed against the Burmese people
every single day,” Rogers added.

Political prisoners’ health
deteriorating: AAPP-B
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ApriL 1 - India’s Ministry of Defense
has failed to cooperate in the Central
Bureau of Investigation’s (CBI) case
concerning the detention of 34 Burmese
freedom fighters currently lodged in
Kolkata’s Presidency Jail, according to a
defense lawyer of the accused.

Akshay Kumar Sharma, a lawyer who
represents 34 Arakanese and Karen rebels
from Burma, on Monday said that the key
witnesses, two CBI officers who were
examined in Kolkata’s City Session Court
from March 23 to 27, were unable during
cross examination to answer questions
related to the case of those detained, as
the Indian army and navy failed to
cooperate with the CBI’s investigation.

“During the cross questioning, he (CBI
officer J. Nayak) could not answer a
number of very important questions
regarding very important circumstances
which are basic to the case,” Sharma told
Mizzima.

“Because the Defense Ministry did not
cooperate with them, he could not
investigate too much,” Sharma added.

According to Sharma, the key
witnesses were unable to answer
questions related to the in-charge of the
joint operation, what sorts of weapons
were used, records of wireless
communication and the numbers and
names of naval vessels and helicopters
involved in the operation.

Moreover, a primary CBI witness last
week failed to present himself for cross
examination, citing the reason for his
absence as his being on duty for India’s
upcoming elections. As a result, the court
again postponed the trial until June 22.

“He is busy with election duty as the
election [India’s nationwide Lok Shaba
election] wi ll be going on in Apri l and May.
That’s why they scheduled the trial for
June,” Sharma explained.

The Burmese ethnic rebels were
arrested in February 1998 in a joint
operation known as ‘Operation Leech’ on
Landfall Island in the Andaman and Nicobar
Islands. Six of their leaders were
reportedly killed during the operation and
the remaining 36 rebels were initially held
in Port Blair, capital of the ar chipelago, for
eight years without trial.

India’s Ministry of Defense in February
of 1998 claimed that a huge consignment
of arms and ammunition were seized
during the operation and charged the
rebels with gun running and waging war
against India. The Burmese, however,
maintain they were double-crossed by
Indian military intelligence, having only
traveled to Indian territory at the invitation

of an I ndian intelligence officer.
A leading Indian human rights lawyer,

Nandita Haksar, in her book r eleased in
January of this year, entitled ‘Rogue Agent’,
presents the evidence that a Lieutenant
Colonel Grewal of India’s intelligence
services betrayed the rebels.

“It is India’s military intelligence officer
who betrayed the Burmese freedom
fighters,” confirmed Haksar.

Haksar, in her book, also says that
India’s military establishment has rejected
repeated requests to allow access to
Grewal, and asks, “If Grewal had been
working alone, why would the Indian Army
want to protect him?”

In September 2006, the detainees
were transferred to Presidency Jail in
Kolkata by the order of the Supreme Court
following the petition of the rebels. The
trial subsequently commenced in January
2007.

And while it is hoped June will see the
culmination of the over decade long
detainment of the freedom fighters,
Sharma cautions that it is uncertain how
long the legal battle will ultimately take.

A ray of hope
However, since the CBI officers could

not provide the necessary proof, Sharma
says there is a possibility for victory relating
to some of the major charges.

“Perhaps we will be able to acquit them
from charges under the Arms and
Explosive Substances Act, as they (CBI) are
unable to provide the evidence related to
the charges,” he said.

Yet, he added that the I ndian
government can still charge the ethnic
Arakanese and Karen rebels under the
Foreigners’ Act.

Sharma, in combating claims related
to the Foreigners’ Act, hopes to convince
the court that the Burmese rebels did not
come to Indian territory by themselves, but
only at the invitation of an Indian
intelligence officer.

Moreover, he said, “Even if they are
convicted under the Foreigners’ Act, they
have already spent the requisite time in
detention.” The f reedom fighters have
been in detention in India for more than
eleven years, having reached their 11th
anniversary in February.

Despite the uncertainty of the
timeframe for the completion of the legal
process, Sharma remains confident of the
ultimate outcome, stating, “We are more
than optimistic concerning their r elease.”

The Czech Republic and East Timor
have already agreed in principle to accept
the rebels upon their release from custody,
though such a move still requires a
recommendation from the UNHCR.

Indian armed forces withhold
cooperation in trial of Burmese rebels

Book Review
Title: Rogue Agent:  How India’s

Military Intelligence
   Betrayed the Burmese

Resistance
Author: Nandita Haksar

      Publisher: Penguin Books India
               New Delhi
Year     : 2009
Price: Rs. 299
Reviewed by: Subir Bhaumik
 The post-colonial Indian state has

proven to possess an unfortunate knack
for turning f riends into enemies. Personally,
I cannot see how this serves the very
national interests that the defenders of the
Indian state seek to protect. As a student
of diplomacy and international relations
and a close watcher of India’s ‘Look East
Policy’, I cannot figur e out how I ndian
interests will best be served if Burma fails
to evolve into a democracy and if India does
not back the forces of democracy instead
of hobnobbing with the xenophobic
generals who control the Pagoda-studded
nation.

 I am happy that my good friend
Nandita Haksar raises this point so
effectively in her book Rogue Agent. When
she says that “Indian support to the
Burmese generals and betrayal of the pro-
democracy movement has not served
Indian interests,” I could not agr ee more. In
a seminar on India-Burma relations about
six years back, I raised this point with some
of the military generals who were attending
the seminar in Delhi. Among them
was retired Lieutenant General Ravi
Sawhney, the man who headed I ndian
military intelligence during the so-called
‘Operation Leech’ and who let the “rogue
agent” Lieutenant Colonel Grewal, get
away with perfidy, betrayal and plain
murder.

In Rogue Agent, Haksar paints a vivid
picture of the betrayal of Arakanese and
Karen rebels from Burma, who trusted in
India only to be betrayed by Grewal. Today,
34 of those betrayed still remain in India’s
penal system, over a decade after their
wrongful arrest. Additionally, six of their
leaders were killed in cold blood at the very
onset of Grewal’s vicious U-turn.  

I had told Sawhney and his military
friends — “Sir, people like me and Nandita
Haksar are fools, we talk of human rights.
Forget us. You say you defend Indian
national interests. Now Sir, how are Indian
national interests served when your agent
betrays and kills some key foreign assets
like the Arakanese rebels of NUPA (National
Union Party of Arakan). Because
after ’Operation Leech’, nobody, no foreign
group, will ever believe India and will ever
work for I ndia.” The generals had no
answer, they just pr omised to “get back”
to me.

 I am happy Haksar’s book raises this
key point. 

Forget human rights. It is the passion
for people like Haksar and some media
people like me, but that’s perhaps not
relevant for the citizens of an emerging
power like India, who sometimes argue
that if the Chinese can be a big power
without respecting human rights, why
should India make so much noise about it.

But purely from India’s national interest
point of view, is it good to use a friendly
foreign insurgent group like NUPA for a
decade and then just allow a greedy,
corrupt scoundrel like Grewal to betray
and kill them and severely weaken
them. The answer is a resounding ‘No.’
Such a reversal of policy is how good
friends are turned into deadly enemies. In
this instance, an enemy who will refuse to
give India the natural gas, off the Arakan
coast, so coveted.

 I have exposed Grewal before, in a
Times of India article on the 15 th of April
2001 and in multiple BBC stories. Haksar
is right in saying that the assassinated
Major Saw Tun stayed with me in Calcutta
— he even showed me a video of how the
Arakanese rebel navy operates. They
would be our best bet against arms
smugglers who attempt to import black
market weaponry destined for insurgents
in India’s northeast. NUPA indeed gave the
Indian army huge help in Operation Golden
Bird. Veteran intelligence officers like B B
Nandy and Rajinder Khanna understood the
value of NUPA, which is why they cultivated
them. 

 Grewal was perhaps a lone, greedy,
cunning and avaricious anomaly in the
Indian military intelligence system, fleecing
the Arakanese, as Haksar recounts, of tens
of thousands of dollars. Perhaps he even
fooled Indian authorities into believing he
was trapping gunrunners. But
nevertheless, the Indian mil i tary
intelligence and the great Indian Army
should have punished him once the truth
was disclosed. Military intelligence, when
it now looks for sources amongst the
Burmese, draws a complete blank because
no Burmese believes them after ‘Leech’.
So, in the end, a scoundrel like Grewal has
severely damaged Indian interests. This
analysis holds true unless, as Haksar subtly
hints at, other army generals as well also
made money from Grewal’s foul deals.

 Sadly, the media is f ull of army-
controlled “media assets” which have
provided stories supporting the official line
on ‘Operation Leech’. Military I ntelligence
got its top media asset to write a cover
story in Outlook magazine, blaming George
Fernandes for supporting Burmese
gunrunning and justifying ‘Operation
Leech’. And CNN-IBN’s top investigative
unit actually interviewed Grewal last year
as “an expert on Northeast”. What kind
of an expert, I ask? These media people,
for reasons known only to them, help
rehabilitate a scoundrel like Grewal – man
who violated all the basics of humanity and
who damaged Indian national interests vis-
à-vis Burma. It is in fact he — and not the
poor Arakanese who trusted India so much
that they would even stake their lives for
India — who deserves the punishment.

 Grewal had his personal reasons to
look good to all parties and make as much
money as he could from the situation. But
unless the Army metes out exemplary
punishment to Grewal, it will only prompt
future uniformed crooks that seek to
undermine Indian interests and strike their
own sweet deals. 

 I suppose this is the underlying
purpose of Haksar’s book. She is a patriot.
She and I make money the hard way and
we defend India by saying the truth. We
believe in a truly democratic India — and

Mizzima football team members meeting with 34 Burmese freedom fights
in Presidency Jail in Kolkata in April 2008.

India’s betrayal of Burma’s
democratic aspirations
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March 25 – A study conducted in the
United States has discovered dangerously
high levels of lead and arsenic in two
Burmese manufactured tradit ional
medicines.

An alert issued by the Indiana State
Department of Health is urging people not
to use two Burmese digestive aids – known
as ‘Daw Tway’ and ‘Daw Kyin’ – after
finding high levels of lead and arsenic in
the children of Burmese refugees residing
in Fort Wayne, Indiana, who had
consumed the powders.

“Two digestive aids commonly used by
children of Burmese refugees in Fort
Wayne have tested high for lead and
arsenic,” said the Department of Heal th in
a statement released last week.

According to the Indiana Department
of Health, Daw Tway contained lead levels
as high as 970 parts per million (ppm),
200 times above the acceptable rate, while
arsenic levels were measured at 7,100
ppm. A ‘safe’ level of arsenic in food is
commonly given as 1 ppm. Meanwhile,
Daw Kyin contained arsenic levels
approaching 23,000 ppm.

Lead poisoning is a disease which can
permanently damage the developing brains
and other organs of young children. On the
other hand, ingesting an abnormal amount

of arsenic can lead to vomiting and
diarrhea as well as kidney, lung and l iver
disorders.

Local authorities in Indiana have asked
several Asian markets in Fort Wayne selling
the two brown, digestive powders to cease
retail of the contaminated products.

Meanwhile, an official from Burma’s
Department of Traditional Medicine in
Naypyidaw said the Burmese government
is undertaking all necessary steps to ensure
traditional medicine practitioners are in
compliance with government approved
health standards.

“The government is always taking the
necessary measures regarding the
standard of products,” an of ficial told
Mizzima on Wednesday.

However, she declined to f urther
comment on the two medicines which have
drawn the concern of U.S. health officials.

In 1996, Burma’s military regime
adopted the Traditional Medicine Drug Law
to nominally monitor the production and
sale of traditional drugs.

Testing on the children of Burmese
refugees in Indiana was jointly conducted
by the St. Joseph Community Health
Foundation, Fort Wayne-Allen County
Department of Health, Indiana State
Department of Health and Center for
Disease Control and Prevention.

Traditional medicines test high for
lead and arsenic

Apri l 1 -In but the latest sign of a subtle
shift in U.S. foreign policy by the
administration of Barack Obama, the U.S.
has indicated that it will seek election to
the United Nations Human Rights Council.

The announcement, delivered
yesterday, reverses a policy of the Bush
era which witnessed steady opposition to
both the Human Rights Council and its
forerunner, the U.N. Commission on Human
Rights.

“The decision is in keeping with the
Obama Administration’s ‘new era of
engagement’ with other nations to advance
American security interests and meet the
global challenges of the 21st century,”
remarked U.S. Acting Deputy State
Department Spokesman Gordon Duguid on
Tuesday.

Newly appointed U.S. Ambassador to
the United Nations, Susan Rice, reaffirmed
the decision to change tack, saying, “Those
who suffer from abuse and oppression
around the world, as well as those who
dedicate their lives to advancing human
rights, need the Council to be balanced and
credible.”

Countries such as Saudi Arabia, China,
Cuba and Russia have all previously won
seats to the Council.

Rice went on to add that “[t]he U.S. is
seeking election to the Council because we
believe that working from within, we can
make the council a more effective forum
to promote and protect human rights.”

In stark contrast to the Obama
initiative, the Bush administration remained
highly critical of the Rights body and its
predecessor, accusing the body of serving
as a refuge for some of the world’s worst
human rights violators, including Burma.

Former U.S. Ambassador to the United
Nations, John Bolton, previously summed
up the Bush administration’s rejection to
the formation and projected ineffectiveness

of the Council in 2006, articulating: “The
real test will be the quality of membership
that emerges on this Council and whether
it takes effective action to address serious
human rights abuse cases like Sudan,
Cuba, Iran, Zimbabwe, Belarus, and
Burma.”

In support of the Bush position, a
conservative Washington-based think tank,
The Heritage Foundation, highlighted the
fact that well known human rights abusers
Burma, China, Cuba, Ethiopia, Libya, Saudi
Arabia, Sudan, Syria, and Zimbabwe all
voted in favor of the new Council.

However, the shi ft in dir ection is
supported by a number of international
rights bodies, including Amnesty
International.

Amnesty, in a paper pr oscribing
changes to the means by which the then
incoming Obama administration should
conduct U.S. foreign policy, argued: “The
new administration must be ready to end
US isolation in the international human
rights system and engage constructively
with the UN Human Rights Council.”

It is unclear what the change in U.S.
approach may signal for the
administration’s Burma policy, a policy the
State Department has indicated is under
review.

The move from the State Department
also comes on the heels of Secretary of
State Hillary Clinton’s announcement that
the U.S. is ready to meet with moderate
members of Afghanistan’s Taliban
movement, and Afghan President Hamid
Karzai’s airing of the opinion that all
sanctions should be dropped against the
Taliban and its leadership.

The Human Rights Council consists of
47 elected members and is scheduled to
undergo a systematic review in 2011.
Obama’s administration will run through
the year 2012.

U.S. to seek seat on Human Rights
Council

a truly democratic neighborhood with
Burma included.

India, as we argue, cannot fall into the
U.S. mold — democracy at home and
support for autocracy abroad. The
Burmese generals have done nothing to
stop the flow of deadly drugs into India,
they have done nothing to check the flow
of huge consignments of Chinese weapons
traveling through Burma and, significantly,
they have not given India the gas from the
Arakan gas fields.

India’s interests in Burma can only be
served by a democratic regime and never
by the generals, who will always serve
Chinese interests first. So even as Haksar

has exposed in greater detail the betrayal
of the Burmese resistance by elements
within Indian military intelligence, she has
also built up a strong case for changing
India’s Burma policy.

 Former Indian army commander
Lieutenant General H R S Kalkat once
advocated that India’s Burma policy be left
to the arm y. “We are soldiers, they
(Burmese army) are soldiers, our blood is
thicker than the blood of the bureaucrats
and politicians,” were his exact words.
However, diplomacy and politics is too
important a matter to be left to generals,
a lesson India needs to realize before it
misses the bus in Burma.

Celeste Chenard

April 2  – Deputy U.S. Secretary of
State James B. Steinberg gave notice
yesterday during a conference in
Washington D.C. that the United States
wants a “collaborative and constructive”
approach on Burma, saying nations with
sway over Burma’s military government
should avoid “recreating a mini version of
the Great Game,” according to the AFP.

During the conference, organized by
the think-tank National Bureau of Asian
Research and entitled Engaging Asia 2009:
Strategies for Success, senior policy
leaders and advisors offered analyses of
the economic and strategic trends in Asia
- with a special focus on implications for
the development of ef fective U.S. policy.

“Viewing relations with a notorious
authoritarian regime like Burma as a zero-
sum game is in no nation’s interest,”
Steinberg told the National Bureau of Asian
Research.

“We want to discuss a common
approach with ASEAN, with China, with
India and with Japan to find a policy that
will improve the lives of the people of
Burma and promote stability in this key
region,” he i terated.

Steinberg said that despite the U.S.
reviewing its Burma policy, American “core
objectives” would remain unaltered,
including the continued search for a “more
open” Burma that respects the rights of its
people and is integrated into the global
economy.

“We all have a common interest in
working together to reach a constructive
solution that convinces the junta that the
path they are pursuing is not in their

interest,” he prospered.
He said Burma was an issue on which

the United States was open to setting up
new “flexible” frameworks similar to the
six-nation talks on ending North Korea’s
nuclear program.

“The solution to many global problems
will not always be in creating new formal
institutions or new bur eaucracies,” he said.

ASEAN countries have historically
pursued a policy of “constructive
engagement” regarding Burma, focusing
on efforts to build economic and political
ties. Such an approach has to date been
diametrically opposed to U.S. policy, which
seeks to pressure Burma’s government into
political reform through economic sanctions
and political ostracism.

For some two decades, Congress and
various administrations have imposed
economic sanctions and aid restrictions
against Burma’s military junta. Howev er,
persistent questions have arisen as to
whether a policy of isolation and pressure
has resulted in any lessening of the junta’s
iron grip over the impoverished country.

Hillary Clinton, Secretary of State,
during her Asian tour last month hinted that
the Obama administration is rethinking its
policy on Burma, as it is clearly proven that
economic sanctions on the military regime
have not yielded the desired result.

The first visible signal of a potential
reorientation in U.S. policy towards Burma
came last week with the rare visit of a U.S.
diplomat to Burma’s administrative capital
of Naypyitaw, where he met with senior
members of the junta, including Foreign
Minister Nyan Win.

U.S. advocates for a common
approach to Burma

Siddique Islam

March 31 - Burma has initiated
construction of a fence along its border
with Bangladesh in order to check cross
border smuggling, according to the
Burmese ambassador in Dhaka on
Tuesday.

“We’ve already started the
construction of fencing well out from no
man’s land. The barrier is being erected
along 40 miles of sensitive border area
between the two countries to prevent
smuggling,” Phae Than Oo, ambassador
to Bangladesh, told reporters today after
his meeting with the Bangladeshi Minister
for Foreign Affairs at the Foreign Ministry
in Dhaka.

The ambassador also said the nearest
the fence would come to no man’s land is
50 yards, while the furthest it would range
would be 1,000 yards.

“This is for the mutual benefit of the
two close neighbors,” he said, emphasizing
the move was not motivated by defense
concerns but rather aimed at stopping the
illegal smuggling of drugs and human
trafficking.

Bangladesh’s Minister for Foreign

Affairs, Dr. Hasan Mahmud, did not make
any comments today to the press, but on
Monday told reporters that if the fence is
erected 100 meters inside Burma from the
zero point, then it will be “within diplomatic
norms and we won’t have any concern.”

During today’s 35-minute meeting, the
Burmese ambassador explained his
government’s position about erecting a
fence along the Bangladesh border, officials
said.

On Monday, Bangladesh sought an
official explanation from Burma on
construction of the fence, as confusion
arose after Rangoon gave varied
statements regarding the distance of the
fence from no man’s land.

In reply to a question regarding
submission of an official reply to the
concerns of Bangladesh, the Burmese
ambassador said he had not yet delivered
the explanation, but was presently iterating
Burma’s official position.

Bangladesh and Burma share 190
miles of common border. Burmese
authorities are constructing a fence along
an approximately 40-mile stretch of the
boundary.

Burma commences fence
construction on Bangladesh border
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 India’s leading human rights lawyer Nandita Haksar has said the 34 Burmese rebels,
currently lodged in Kolkata’s Presidency Jail, do not deserve to be detained. And that
they have been betrayed by the Indian military intelligence.

In her book – ‘Rogue Agent’ – officially released on Thursday, Haksar said Indian
Military I ntelligence Officer Lt Col V.S Grewal, now retired, spearheaded the plot to
betray the Arakanese and Karen rebels, who were seeking  a base in India’s Andaman
and Nicobar Islands to launch their fight for democracy against Burmese military rulers.

Grewal, according to Haksar, took a huge amount of money f rom the rebels and
promised them a safe base in one of the islands in Andaman and Nicobar, but later
switched sides and killed six of their leaders in cold blood, and arrested the rest of
them.

In order to get an insight into the revelations made by the book, Mizzima’s reporter
Salai Pi Pi interviewed Nandita Haksar, who has extensively researched and investigated
the case and compiled it in her book.

Q. What is the main purpose of publishing this book – Rogue Agent?
A. The main purpose is to explore why the Government of India, the largest

democracy, needs to politically put these people in Jail? My question is a political question.
I do not think that they are in jail for a legal reason. I think they are in jail for a political
reason. So, I have tried to explore the politics of the whole case.

Q. What are the challenges you have faced while investigating this case?
A.  The challenge is basically to understand the connection, because there are

connections within the geo-political situation. Burma is between China and India. So,
we have to understand the reason behind India supporting Burma? Or China supporting
Burma? Maybe India is supporting the regime to undermine China. That is why they are
keeping these people in Jail. There are so many reasons—such as Shwe gas from
Arakan. That is why India is keeping these people in jail. So, there are many reasons,
which I have tried to explore. Why have they been kept in jail? They are ordinary
villagers.

Q. To write this book, to what extent did y ou investigate the case?
A.  Well, it was very difficult because I had to study the history of Arakan, Karen,

the ‘Panglong’ spirit, the history of Indo-Burmese relations. So, it did require a certain
amount of research, it was difficult getting material. All the facts I used were double-
checked, cross-checked. No controversial facts have gone into this book.

Q. As far as we know, the case of these 34 [rebels] prisoners is still ongoing, is
there any possibility for them to be released soon?

A. I do not think so , because as I have said, cases are decided only legally. But
[here] i t wi ll probably be decided politically. And the politics is so complex. Even if we
win in the lower court, nothing stops them from going to the High Court and then to the
Supreme Court. That could be another ten years.

Q. Why couldn’t the UNHCR accept these people [34 rebels] as refugees?
A. UNHCR is a typical example of western hypocrisy. They are saying that these are

armed groups. But, they had accepted the entire Burmese Student Army. They all got
UNHCR certificates. United States had accepted the entire KNU, which is an armed
group, as refugees. They are just saying that because they are from an armed group,
they [the UNHCR] is unwilling to give them refugee status.

Q. What about the Indian government’s response?
A. As far as the Indian government is concerned, I think it is under pressure as the

Burmese government does not want them released. And there is not enough democratic
pressure for their release.

Q. To what degree has the Indian military intel ligence officer violated international
norms and criteria in betraying the Burmese rebels?

A. Well, we were told that the Indian intelligence officer is into jam business in this
case. You see that by not punishing [the r ogue agent], they ar e corrupting our own
intelligence agencies. So the question is, if he was alone, why would he not be court-
marshalled?

Q. Do you think the Burmese rebels deserved to be in jail?
A. They do not deserve to be in jail. I hope for their release, but there is no way

forward. They decided that we should have a trial in Kolkata, because in Andaman,
they are allowed to be bailed out of jail but options are very limited. So when they went
to Kolkata, we were hoping we would get better justice but we have not progressed.

Q. What are your expectations from this book? Do you think this book will convince
Indian people to press the Indian government to release the Burmese prisoners?

A. The book will not convince anyone, unless the book is used for campaign by the
Burmese and Indian democratic forces. By itself it will do nothing. But I hope this book
will arm us with another weapon to fight f or democracy.

Q. Anything else you would like to say about the book?
A. I would just like to say that this book was written within my capacity as an Indian

human rights lawyer, to show solidarity for the Burmese people. And more than that,
perhaps, it was also meant to protect the democracy in India.

India’s ‘Rogue Agent’ dissected by
human rights lawyer

Despite the Burmese Ministry of Health initiating action against over 100 brands
of pickled tea leaves for using banned industrial chemical dyes, it is still apprehensive
about it being available in the market.  

The junta banned the products because chemical dyes unfit for consumption
was being used but it has been unable to guarantee that the foodstuff is safe for sale
again in the market.  

Moreover, given there is no media freedom in Burma, the domestic media has
perforce to print whatever the junta says in its publications without asking questions.
 

Though the major source of income and livelihood of ethnic highlanders is from
tea plantations and consumption of tea is the common custom of the entire nation, it
has become obvious that the junta has no concrete and detailed strategy in place to
rehabilitate and revamp the tea industry and tea market.  

There are over 200,000 acres of tea plantations in the nation and most of the tea
farmers living in the mountainous region rely only on this crop because there is no
alternative cash crop.  

As news blackout is a way of life in reclusive Burma, the intensity of loss incurred
by farmers and traders cannot be exactly identified. But it certainly would not be a
meagre amount. Malaysia and Singapore have banned import of Burmese tea products
while domestic consumption has also slumped.  

The market price of tea leaves plummeted to one third of the seasonal normal
price and unsold stocks remain high.  

 The quality inspection committee set up by the junta is merely a show of the
military bureaucratic system. It lacks f reedom and transparency.

 They do not have adequate skill and proficiency in supervising food and drug
tests. And in practice they don’t have the authority and responsibility to supervise.

 Since the Burmese Food Drug Administration Department can perform only 300
tests a day, it is not enough to co ver inspection and testing to be done in the entir e
country.

 Though the junta frequently bans production and distribution of some foodstuff
and drugs for using banned chemicals, monitoring whether it is reappearing in the
market is very weak.

 Mere announcement in daily newspapers is not enough. Though people can
know about banned domestic food and drug being sold in the market, it is very hard
to distinguish banned foreign drugs in the market.

 Moreover the flip flop and inconsistency of the quality inspection committee is
an irony in itself. The authorities banned some bottled water brands being distributed
in Rangoon as unfit f or consumption by people last year. The FDA again issued an
‘undo’ order the next day which said it was fit for consumption. The people in our
country still do not know the r eason behind this immediate ‘undo’ order.

 If the regime really intends to ensure safety of the people, mere announcement
is not enough. They must expose the root cause and real culprits in production and
distribution of these hazardous products and impose deterrent punishment. The junta
also needs to provide adequate modern food technology to local food and drug
producers to implement their safe product policy.

Ban on tea may not be effective
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Since the 1988 uprising, Burma
campaign groups have adopted the
standard approach of the transnational
human rights movement everywhere,
advocating shaming and sanctions to
induce the military regime to comply with
international norms.

This approach has propelled some
significant advances at the global level. But
it has mainly made inroads in countries
which are substantially integrated into the
international political and economic system.
Moreover, it is becoming increasingly clear
that much of the progress is more apparent
than real. While more and more
governments are signing international
human rights treaties, national
implementation is halting far behind.
Similarly, any celebration of the dr amatic
increase in the number of countries holding
national elections for government office
should be tempered by the failure of many
of them to allow a genuine contest for
power, never mind to pr ovide broader
human rights. Rather than the oft-
proclaimed victory of liberal democracy, the
post-Cold War era has seen the growth of
electoral authoritarianism and illiberal
democracy.

Shaming only works with rulers who
are significantly concerned about their
international reputation. As for sanctions,
they rarely work under the best of
circumstances and nearly always fail when
directed against autocratic regimes for the
purposes of bringing about broad reforms
such as democracy and human rights.
Even when changes do result, the fact that
they have been forced upon governments
by external pressure rather than
originating internally in the countries in
question means that they tend to only be
skin deep.

In the case of Burma, these structural
limitations of the global human rights
paradigm should have set warning lights
flashing. The country’s military rulers are
deeply insular, steeped in a xenophobic
nationalism which produces a highly
defensive, indeed hostile, response to
international interventions in what they
perceive as their internal affairs. No
Burmese officer could ever allow himself
to be seen to give in to such pressure.
Advocates of sanctions may believe the
generals can be beaten into submission,
but international status is of little
consequence for this regime and its
material dependence on the West is
marginal. It is a moot point whether
universal sanctions would make any
difference, because neither the agenda nor
the methods of Western countries have
any support among Burma’s neighbors and
primary trading partners.

To make matters worse, the domestic
opposition is weak and divided. The few
political parties and organizations that are
active are top-heavy with feeble
organization and, generally, weak links
between them. Civil society, including the
private media, is expanding, but hardly any
groups have a democratic or overt human
rights agenda. Indeed, very few people are
politically active. Although the monkhood,
to a degree, stands out from this
pessimistic picture, it is – for cultural and
institutional reasons – more likely to step
in temporarily in times of crisis than to
provide sustained political leadership.
These weaknesses are the result, in large
part, of decades of state repression, but
they are by now so deeply rooted in the
broader social and economic realities that
it is hard to be optimistic about the
prospects for opposition-driven reform in
the foreseeable future – which is not to
deny the immense courage and sacrifices
made by those who struggle against the

odds.
Regrettably, these conditions are often

ignored. Many of the leading advocates of
sanctions against Burma came out of the
anti-apartheid campaign against South
Africa and have sought to replicate it with
little apparent thought to the major
differences between the two cases. To
others, sanctions are simply a moral
choice. But neither analogy, nor morality,
is adequate grounding for policy, which
requires careful analysis of the
circumstances of each particular case.

Problems with current sanctions
on Burma

Sanctions might – if properly directed
and implemented – elicit smaller
concessions by the military regime in
particular areas of human rights. But the
existing sanctions regime breaks every rule
in the book, reflecting its origins in moral
polit ics rather than purposeful
policymaking.

Numerous studies show that to be
successful sanctions must be used
strategically as part of a bargaining
process, involving incentives as well as
disincentives. The goals must be clearly
specified and realistic, and the impact must
be regularly reviewed to facilitate
adjustments. Further, there is today broad
expert agreement that any harm to the
wider population must be minimized, for
practical as well as ethical reasons.
Current sanctions on Burma satisfy none
of the following criteria.

First, the numerous pieces of
overlapping sanctions legislation in the US
in particular expound different and often
entirely unrealistic conditions for lifting
sanctions. At this point, it is hard to envision
any changes short of the transfer of power
to an Aung San Suu Kyi-led government
that would lead to the lifting of American
sanctions or, for that mat ter, European
consumer boycotts. This may be an
admirable ambition, but it all but
guarantees that the military leadership will
resist whatever Western countries throw
at them. After all, it is not normal human
behavior to give up power and privileges,
never mind risk prosecution and potentially
harsh punishment.

Secondly, Western governments and
campaign groups have consistently failed
to respond in kind to strategic concessions
by the regime. Burmese officials often
comment that it makes little difference
what they do. So, there is no motivation
for them to engage in the kind of interest-
based bargaining on which sanctions
depend to have an impact. On the contrary,
sanctions have fuelled a vicious cycle of
hostility and alienation, which raise the
costs of compromise on all sides and push
change further and further into the future.

Thirdly, no meaningf ul impact
assessments were done before the
introduction of any of the current
sanctions, nor have any attempts been
made to properly review existing
measures, which are simply routinely
extended every year because it would
seem “wrong” – and be too politically costly

– to do otherwise. In other words, the
sanctions process has come to be driven
largely by domestic political imperatives in
Western capitals rather than an
independent assessment of its impact in
Burma.

According to Benedict Rogers of
Christian Solidarity Worldwide, sanctions
have only been put in place in recent years
and need more time to work. But such an
understanding is merely a “red herring”.
The most serious sanctions – the
excommunication of the military rulers from
international society and denial of most
forms of international assistance – have
been in place since 1988. Moreover,
sanctions don’t usually take “time to work” .
On the contrary, they tend to lose their
potency over time as the shock value
diminishes and the target finds alternative
sources for fulfilling its needs. This is
exactly what has happened in Burma,
which since 1988 has built a state
capitalistic economy oriented almost
entirely towards its neighbors.

Although there is some scope for
further tightening financial sanctions
against regime members and supporters,
it is folly to believe that this would convince
them to giv e up the privi leges of power,
which has made them rich in the first
place. Without regional cooperation,
sanctions will remain largely symbolic
measures, which may feel gratifying to
those imposing them, but won’t do much
good for the Burmese people.

There are, of course, benefits from
expressing moral values, independently of
the effect it has in the target state. But
any such external benefits must be
weighed against the damage sanctions do
to people suffering under an abusive
regime and to the longer-term
development prospects of the country. I n
the case of Burma, such damage includes
the loss of hundreds of thousands of existing
or potential jobs, the denial of any
meaningful aid or protection for millions
of deeply impoverished families, and a
further erosion of the country’s civilian
institutions and overall capacity for
governance.

Need for fundamental policy
changes

Rogers appears to concede that the
single-minded pursuit of maximum
sanctions by many campaign groups in the
1990s was misled. Indeed, he has
expropriated much of the traditional
language of sanctions critics, who for years
have been calling for better targeting of
sanctions, greater diplomatic engagement
and increased aid. But in the end his
recommendations amount to little more
than cosmetic reforms of a policy regime
that is in urgent need of a fundamental
overhaul.

I agree that sanctions can be useful,
to some extent, to keep change on the
agenda both inside and outside Burma. But
no amount of international sanctions is
going to induce Burma’s rulers to relinquish
power. There is too much at stake for
them, personally as well as institutional ly,

and they are under little sustained pressure
domestically to do so. Sanctions, therefore,
need to be used far more selectively and
strategically than is the case today – not
as a primary tool, but in support of serious
diplomatic and other engagement.

While further sanctions, strictly
targeted and flexibly applied, may be
appropriate, broad economic boycotts or
embargoes are not. American bans on
investments and imports should be lifted
unconditional ly, as should European
consumer boycotts on labor-intensive
industries and the general suspension of
development aid – not because the
generals deserve it (they don’t), but simply
because these measures hurt ordinary
people and undermine the country’s future
under any government. It will make little
difference politically, the generals are
secure enough in power as it is. In fact, it
may help generate a more positive
atmosphere in which dialogue and
compromise become more feasible.

I agree, too, that high-level diplomatic
engagement is essential. But it will make
no signif icant difference unless
international leaders also adopt a more
realistic agenda. Burma’s rulers will reject
any and all demands that threaten their
vital interests, in whatever shape or form
they are made. They might, however, be
persuaded to allow further liberalization,
undertake limited economic reforms or
reduce the impunity with which the army
and other state agencies exploit local
communities, especially if they got
something in return. Such limited strategic
objectives should be the immediate focus
of international pressure and dialogue, not
sweeping demands for regime change,
which – however welcome it would be – is
entirely unrealistic and best kept only as a
long-term aim.

Moreover, high-level diplomacy won’t
do on its own. To make a difference,
engagement must be a broader and deeper
exercise, targeting all levels of the state
and society. There needs to be many more
international actors on the ground who can
work with regime moderates and technical
government personnel to push gradual
reform, and who have the access to help
nurture local civil society networks, as well
as the flexibility and local knowledge to
exploit openings in the ever-shifting
political environment.

Although the limitations are obvious,
international and non-governmental
organizations, such as the International
Labor Office (ILO), International Committee
of the Red Cross (ICRC) and Médecins
Sans Frontières (MSF), to mention but a
few, have helped transform generalized
pressure into specific policy and institutional
changes. Others play similarly important
roles in providing training and education
and in nurturing social capital within the
broader society. Such work has immediate
benefits for victims of repression and bad
governance, and helps build for the future.

Finally, I certainly agr ee that f oreign
aid should be increased. But new aid needs
to go beyond support for exile democracy

Continued to Next Page ÒÔ
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As ripples continue to reverberate
from the recently concluded and rare visit
of an American official to Burma’s
administrative center of Naypyitaw, and the
announcement by the Obama
administration that it is conducting a review
of the Burma policy it inherited from its
predecessor, i t becomes even more
imperative for Burma’s democratic
opposition to contemplate a strategy for
the 2010 elections, and beyond.

A lasting, durable democracy demands
commitment to democratic norms, a
vibrant and well-rooted party system and
active public debate and pursuit of
competing, though not mutually exclusive,
agendas. There should be no illusion, such
an environment does not exist in Burma
and will not, under any scenario, be in place
within 12 months’ time.

Presently, the 2010 general elections
can only serve one purpose, that of a
legitimating action for whatever party
comes out on top. The elections
themselves are ultimately drastically more
significant for a select group of elites inside
and outside the country than for the tens
of millions of citizenry eligible to vote. Far
from anchoring a system of majority rule
and symbolizing the existence of a complex
political scene epitomized not by absolutes
but rather by a myriad of overlapping
interests and agendas, an election next
year – as currently encapsulated – will
simply have one outcome: the labeling,
among the elite, of unconditional winners
and losers.

To this end, i t is self-defeating for the
mainstream opposition to conceive of
American overtures toward the junta as a
conduit through which to reiterate
demands of the generals ensconced in
Naypyitaw. And further, i t should be
understood that the U.S., for multiple
reasons related to both international and
domestic interests, is not positioned to
unilaterally and effectively make demands
of the junta.

For example, insistence on the part of
the opposition and related through an
American envoy that the election must be
free and fair and results honored is
tantamount, or is at least perceived to be
by the country’s elite, as rubberstamping
what the outcome must be beforehand.
There is no trust being built and precious
little outlook as to how the country might
pull itself out of its downward spiral in the

critical years following 2010 – merely an
assurance that Burma will continue to
epitomize national bifurcation.

As much as it may not speak to the
ideal endgame of some within the
democratic opposition, if the crisis
paralyzing the country is to be reoriented
in a posit ive direction, Burma’s
predicament l ikely mandates that
democratization be conducted gradually
and characterized by a spirit of political
compromise – by all sides. Such a process
is not altogether dissimilar to those
initiated by several regional countries in
recent decades.

Consideration will need to be given to
what hybrid civilian-military forms of
bureaucratic administration could be
made, in the short term, acceptable to all
concerned. Without question, the current
proposal birthed from last May’s troubled
constitutional referendum leaves much
room for improvement, and changes to its
current form are imminent if a successful
compromise is to be found.

Yet, i t must also not be f orgotten that
democracy demands institutionalization,
and the Army is a rarity in this regard in
today’s Burma.

Agreeing in principle to a less than
ideal hybrid form of government should not
be confused with abdicating from
democratic goals and ideals or capitulating
to the junta’s long aired ‘roadmap to
democracy’ or ‘disciplined democracy’, it
is but an alternative, and potentially less

volatile, means of reaching the same
destination by accounting for the structural
and strategic realities of the country today
– an approach that could see the advent
of renewed economic development,
observance of rights and respect for the
rule of law, not to mention the return of
U.S.-led engagement and financial
interests.

At its crudest, the proposed elections
of next year could at least reintroduce
multi-party politics to the citizenry of
Burma. This is true even, as is likely, only
state authorized and sanctioned parties are
permitted to participate.

For a population, and corresponding
infrastructure and institutions, virtually
bereft of electoral experience and
familiarity with a democratic process, 2010
can at least serve as the point of inception
for a multi-part y democratic society, the
first vestiges of a fragile political seedling
in its growth tow ard durable maturity.

In such a domestic polit ical
environment, opposition parties may still
opt to stand outside the electoral process,
voicing concerns for the shortcomings of
the system at hand and continuing to
educate and inform the general population
as to the merits and means of a democratic
process. However, important ly, the rhetoric
of such opposition groups would need to
drastically change from its current form –
and the standing government would need
to accommodate the need for divergent
voices within society to have freer access

to the dissemination of information inside
the country.

If parties do in fact choose to manifest
their opposition by remaining outside the
formal political process, it will fall to their
leaderships’ best judgment as to when to
reenter the formal political system, a move
that will then further strengthen and
legitimate an evolving democratic political
landscape.

This scenario could provide the U.S.,
other countries and entities whose
relationships vis-à-vis Burma’s generals are
currently epitomized by an unmistakably
aura of hostility, to pursue a spiri t of
engagement with the Burmese government
that transcends the current polarization
and allows for constructive, if not
necessarily warm, relations to take root.
The international community could come
to play a significantly larger and more
visible role in monitoring political progress
inside Burma and ensuring that wrong
turns – along what is sure to be a much
potholed road – are avoided.

If another opportunity to redress the
flawed means of exercising political power
in Burma is not to be lost – and the system
made at least less imperfect and imbued
with a new sense of hope for the future –
a principle component of political strategy
by the opposition camp for 2010 and
beyond must be precisely just
that…forward looking and long-term in
approach.

groups and narrow humanitarian
assistance.

While Western aid for democracy
forces is an important expression of
solidarity, it should not be mistaken for
effective action for change. Burma is not
Eastern Europe. There is no democratic
institutional legacy, which can be revived
and revitalized to provide an effective
counterweight to authoritarianism in the
near future. It will have to be built from
the bottom up, through long-term
educational, social and economic reforms
and support.

Similarly, al though curr ent
humanitarian aid certainly saves lives, it
does little if anything to address the causes
of poverty. No humanitarian policy will be
worthy of its name unless it engages with
the government, as well as civil society, to
change policies that limit people’s ability
to make a living and build capacity for
improved national and local governance.

The transparent subjugation of aid to
Burma to the democracy agenda has
heightened the suspicions of the military
rulers to aid programs, thus triggering
further restrictions on access and
operational autonomy. Demands that aid
agencies avoid any cooperation with the

government not only compound this
problem, but are also counter-productive
as they limit the transfer of new ideas and
best practices and impede the building of
local constituencies for change.

In order to promote governance
reforms, the international community
needs to work simultaneously to encourage
reformers within the regime itself and to
empower Burmese society at large.
Without willing army leaders no reforms
will be possible, and without broad-based
popular pressure reforms are unlikely to
go beyond limited liberalization. Current
policies fail in each of these respects.
Indeed, they entirely lack a strategic
perspective adequate to the massive task
at hand, not to mention proper empirical
grounding.

Looking ahead
Sanctions have a place in the broader

web of Burma policies. But like any other
tool they must be used strategically to try
to nudge open Burma’s closed regime and
society and promote gradual change, not
simply to punish.

Burma’s problems have been greatly
compounded by the long-standing isolation
of the country, its rulers and its people from
the world. Despotism flourishes in
backward and isolated societies. More, not

less, international linkages are needed to
further the socialization of the regime into
international norms and strengthen
capacity across the state, civil society and
the private sector to overcome the deep
structural obstacles to progress.

None of this is to say that greater
engagement and more development aid
will bring about democracy in Burma. That
will be a long and difficult process, driven
primarily by domestic developments. What
the international community can do is to
help the Burmese people cope with the
current situation and seek to nudge
incremental changes, which over time can
create the conditions for broader reform.
This requires more sustained, across-the-
board engagement, far greater attention
and resources and, perhaps most
important ly, a wi llingness to defer overly
idealistic goals, such as liberal democracy,
which provide a poor guide for effective
action in one of the world’s most closed
and impoverished societies.

I agree with Rogers that current policy
debates often leave much to be desired.
But he might want to look for the problems
a bit closer to home. The mere listing of
human rights violations does not present
a case for any particular policy; it merely
emphasizes that something needs to be

done. Moral extortion of policymakers and
companies may be an effective campaign
strategy, but does nothing to f urther
understanding and enlightened policies. As
for pushing economic sanctions, including
consumer boycotts, without any serious
analysis of how they affect the target or
innocent bystanders, such an approach is
simply irresponsible.

We need more debate, not less. But
mainly we need better debate, which
challenges policymakers to think harder
about ends and means and which forces
everyone to take greater account of the
realities on the ground in Burma and the
impact international actions have on people
there. Sanctions may feel morally just, but
in this case they are neither effective nor
even ethical.

The author is a research fellow at
Centre for International Governance &
Justice, Australian National University,
specializing in international statecraft and
human rights. He previously worked as
senior analyst for the International Crisis
Group in Burma. He is the author of
“Promoting Human Rights in Burma: A
Critique of Western Sanctions Policy”
(Rowman and Littlefield, 2007).
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As Hegel said, “The only lesson we
learn from history is that we do not learn

from history.” One thing f or sure, is that
we Burmese have not learned from the

proud history of our mi litary. The founder

of our mi litary, Bogyoke Aung San, stated
in unambiguous terms that the Burmese

army (Tatmadaw) had not been f ounded
for one man or one part y, but r ather for

the whole country. He rejected the view of
those military personnel who harbored the

opinion that only they were capable of

patriotism.
Those that subscribed to the more

narrow definition of patriotism branded
people who dared to disagree with them

as ‘axe handles’. If someone w as married
to a non-Burmese or a foreigner, like Daw

Aung San Suu Kyi, he or she would be

disowned.
The military’s view that they are the

only ones capable of patriotism is made
explicit every March 27th, when they

celebrate the once-called ‘Revolutionary

Day’ as their exclusive ‘Armed Forces Day’.
With the general public kept away from

the ceremonies, it seems to have never
occurred to them that there are others who

are not soldiers who have suffered and
made all kinds of sacrifices for their

country.

The irony is that the mi litary, unlike
celestial beings, are not born out of thin

air. They are the offspring - sons and
daughters - of the people whom they have

chosen to turn against. Unlike the founding

father, Bogyoke Aung San, the military
under Ne Win and his successors, Saw

Maung and now Than Shwe, has been
indoctrinated to believe that they are above

the people whom they are supposed to

serve. For them, only the soldiers mat ter.
As an article published in The

Irrawaddy about the ‘military mindset’

noted, the underlining rationale in military
training is to make a person immediately

act or follow orders without thinking. There
is no time for them to think whether their

actions are right or wrong. Such a

mentality was clearly on display in
September 2007, as a young, Burmese

soldier shot dead a Japanese cameraman
at point blank range. And even if foot

soldiers rise in rank to serve as officers or
generals, still the lack of rational thought

prevails.

A study in ‘Killology’ by Colonel David
Grossman shows that the training methods

a military uses are brutalization, classical
conditioning, operant conditioning and role-

modeling. He writes: “Brutalization and

desensitizing is what happens at the boot

camp. From the moment you step off the

bus you are physically and verbally abused.
Your head is shaved, you are herded

together naked, and dressed alike, losing
all  vestiges of individuali ty. This

brutalization is designed to break down

your existing mores and norms and to
accept a new set of values which embrace

destruction, violence and death as a way
of life. In the end you are desensitized to

violence and accept it as a normal and

essential survival skill in your brutal new
world.”

When it comes to ‘classical
conditioning’ Grossman says, “The

Japanese were masters at using classical
conditioning with their soldiers.” Let us not

forget the fact that the Burmese military

was founded with the help of the Imperial
Japanese military during the W ar. I r ecall

how one of my relatives, trained to be an
officer under the Japanese, himself

became a Director of Training,

incorporating similar methods of

indoctrination to that of the Japanese. As
for myself, I w asn’t cut out f or that and

even my three month training at Phaung-
gyi is something that I still feel disgusted

about every time I recall the experience.

The Burmese military may have been
founded out of necessity as an institution,

but reason says that institutions, the military
included, are created to provide service for

humanity, not to adv ance the personal
interests of those mandated to serve. In

the same vein, Zhuge Liang wrote, “When

offices are chosen for persons, there is
disorder; when persons are chosen for

offices, there is order.”
Yet, the Tatmadaw will continue to

parade on March 27th of this year just as

they always do, marching merely for
themselves and not, as it should be, for

the people.

Enzo Reale

Almost ignored by the mainstream

media, Stephen Blake’s (Director of the

State Department’s Mainland Southeast

Asia Office) recent visit to Naypyidaw

highlights the U.S. foreign policy turnabout

under the Obama/Clinton ticket.

Even if Washington maintains a U.S.

Embassy in the former Burmese capital of

Rangoon and low intensity diplomatic

relations with Burma has never been cut

off, it was the first time that a high-lev el

official headed for the new jungle capital

to confer with military regime Foreign

Minister. The official New Light of Myanmar

newspaper emphasized the meeting as a

cordial discussion “on issues of mutual

interest and promotion of bilateral

relations”: a sudden shift in tone compared

with the fierce anti-American propaganda

of the last decade.

The day after the visit, U.S. State

Department tried to pour oil on troubled

waters, making it clear that it was just a

diplomatic routine and in no way it should

have been interpreted as an indication of

an imminent turning point in bilateral

relations. But it’s important to weigh Blake’s

mission in the light of Hillary Clinton’s

remarks about an incoming review of U.S.

sanctions policy against the Burmese

regime, branded as “ineffective”. Actually,

some significant elements point out that

the current sanctions system -

strengthened many times since 1997,

when it was first introduced - is going to

be eased or even revoked in the future.

One indirect confirmation has come from

a Burmese opposition representative that,

after a talk with Blake, revealed that U.S.

could withdraw some general measures

while keeping operative other targeted

provisions. And, at the end of last week,

insiders at Foggy Bottom reaffirmed that

U.S. would be open to direct talks with the

junta, either in form of bilateral contacts

or in a framework similar to the fruitless

six-nation talks on North Korean nuclear

issue.

If this were the case, U.S. State

Department officials will have to explain

very well the cause-and-effect relationship

between mitigating sanctions and

promoting democracy in Burma. At first

sight, that connection looks quite obscure.

In fact, if it’s true that embargoes have

hardly ever helped democratic transitions,

it’s also indisputable that sanctions

removals per se have never achieved such

result, without a clear and verifiable

commitment in terms of liberalization and

genuine reforms from the implicated

regimes.

So, the fundamental question is: in

exchange for what is Obama holding out

his hand to the same generals who stifled

and impoverished a once prosperous

nation?

In Burma, repression is today harsher

than ever, political opponents’ are being

convicted in secret trials in spite of

international appeals, and power

consolidation plans by the military are in

full progress (see 2010 electoral farce).

In such a context, Western sanctions have

made no difference for Burmese people,

whose situation was extremely precarious

even before their application: thus, in

Burma’s case “collateral damages”

rhetoric cannot be pleaded. If effectiveness

of sanctions has been seriously curtailed

by economic support from Asian

neighbours, the ethical reasons that

suggested their imposition are still sound:

to hit the businesses and the grip on power

of a regime that monopolize the whole

economy of the country. But, instead of

pushing for a widespread enforcement of

the embargo – a step that could really

change its outcome -, Obama profits from

its alleged failure to offer the dictators his

cooperation: a discouraging message sent

to freedom fighters and human rights

activists inside and outside Burma, apart

from the real purposes of the new strategy.

It’s however possible that Washington, still

lacking an overall plan, is just trying to

show a less uncompromising picture in

order to get some apparent diplomatic

success, for the benefit of the international

community. Aung San Suu Kyi’s release

from house arrest could serve the purpose,

a card the ruling junta has repeatedly

played in the last 20 years to ease

international pressure: with more than 2000

political prisoners behind bars and an

opposition reduced to its lowest ebb, Sr.

Gen. Than Shwe could afford to free her

for the third time, before or soon after next

year’s rigged elections. At that point the

U.S. and Western countries will be able to

light-heartedly fill Burmese general’s

strongboxes again.

 Enzo Reale is a freelance journalist.

He writes about South-East Asia issues for

Italian online newspapers and magazines.

He edits two blogs (http://

1972.splinder.com and ht tp://

asiaedintorni.blogosfere.it).
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March 24  - Government employees
in Burma speculate there could be a raise
in their monthly salaries following Burmese
New Year in April.

A secretary of a Township Peace and
Development Council in Mandalay, Burma’s
second largest city, said rumors have been
spreading among government employees
that there will be an increase in their
monthly salary.

“It is being said that we might have a
three-fold hike in our salaries after the
Thingyan festival [Burmese New Year],” the
secretary told Mizzima via telephone. She
added that rumors suggest it will be about
a 300 percent hike.

The secretary, however, said the
information has not yet been officially
announced.

“Now I am getting a monthly salary of
30,000 kyat [USD 25],” she noted. “If the

information is true, I will be getting 90,000
kyat [appr oximately USD 80].”

Similarly, a police officer in Rangoon
said he has been aware of the rumor about
the salary hike, but said the purported
financial offing will nonetheless not really
help the peoples’ living condition, as it will
further boost inflation.

“As soon as there is a salary hike, the
prices of commodities will shoot-up, and
it will make no difference in our living
condition,” reasoned the police officer.

In April 2006, Burma’s military
authorities introduced a comprehensive
increase in the payment of government
employees – ranging from military head
of state Senior General Than Shwe to road
sweepers – equivalent to 500 to 1,000
percent of salaries at the time.

Following the 2006 hike, prices of
commodities such as rice, cooking oil and
other foodstuffs increased ten to 20
percent.

Government employees ponder
higher salaries

Phanida

March 26  – A ranking member from
the Myanmar Music Association has
indicated that States and Divisions
throughout Burma will soon benefit from
an additional four frequencies from City
FM.

Besides the current Rangoon City FM
and Mandalay City FM stations, four new
channels will be added within a few months
time, a senior official from the Myanmar
Music Association acknowledged.

“The government has permitted what
seems a joint-venture between the
government and private companies,” he
explained. “Broadcasting work will be
handled by the Information Ministry and
everything wi ll fall under this Ministry. I
think they will assign some private
companies to carry out the work and
broadcast can begin in the next three
months.”

As reported in a local news weekly,
there will be four base groups concerned
with conducting the related work: the first
in eastern, southern and northern Shan
State; the second in Myitkyina in Kachin
State, Chin State and Monywa in Sagaing
Division; the third in Sittwe in Rakhine
State and Irrawaddy Division; and the

fourth in Taninthayi Division, Mon State,
Karen State and Pyi in Pegu Division.

According to a responsible person from
the Myanmar Music Association, due to the
popularity of the existing channels, the
need to expand the geographic reach of
FM broadcasting and in order to comply
with international standards, the decision
was made to expand the number of FM
stations.

Broadcasting will be the responsibility
of private companies. Presently, i t is
understood that Kanbawza Company will
take responsibility for Shan State and Ngwe
Taung Company for Monywa in Sagaing
Division and Myitkyina in Kachin State.

It is not yet known which companies
will take responsibility for the other regions
in question.

Currently, two channels, Rangoon and
Mandalay City FM, broadcast daily
programs, primarily consisting of music,
interviews, entertainment news, talk and
health shows. Both are lucrative businesses
benefiting from vast advertisement
revenue.

City FM programs were f irst
introduced in 2000 in Rangoon and in mid-
2008 in Mandalay, and are owned by the
City Development Committees of the
respective cities.

New FM stations to debut
throughout Burma

Mungpi

March 22  - Thailand’s Foreign
Minister on Kasit Piromya, on Sunday
began a two-day visit to neighbouring
Burma to discuss issues of illegal migrants,
who often lands on Thailand’s shores, an
official statement on Saturday said.

Kasit will begin the official visit on
Sunday and during the visit will meet with
Burmese Foreign Minister Nyan Win and
will also call on Prime Minister General
Thein Sein, the statement said.

Besides discussing wide-range
bilateral cooperative issues, Kasit will also
discuss on the issue on Rohingya Muslim
minorities, who often flees to Thailand
claiming they were victims of the ruling
junta’s severe persecution.

Since December 2008, at least 1,000
Rohingya boatpeople have been
intercepted by Thai authorities, who
allegedly arrested them, destroy the engine
of their boats and towed them back to the
sea with l itt le food and water.

Thailand, however, has denied the
allegations of ill-treating the boatpeople,
though it admits that they were sent back

to the sea according to the law.
Rohingya boat people have attracted

regional attention, when several other
batches of boatpeople were rescued off
the shores of India’s Andaman Islands and
Indonesia’s Aceh province.

Kasit is making a visit to military-ruled
Burma on Prime Minister Nyan Win’s
invitation during the 14th Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN).

During the Asean summit, issue of
Rohingya migrants was discussed
informally and was agreed to be further
taken at a regional forum known as the
“Bali Process”.

Nyan Win, during the Summit said,
Burma does not have Rohingya minorities
but is willing to accept the boatpeople if
they could that they are bon in Burma.

Kasit, during his visit will discuss on
other bilateral issues including “the issue
of illegal migrant workers and anti-human
trafficking,” the statement said.

“Moreover, the Foreign Minister will
consult with the Myanmar [Burmese]
leadership…. on cooperation with the
Myanmar [Burmese] side to address the
Bengalis/ Rohingyas issue,” the statement
added.

Thailand is Burma’s largest trading
partner with the overall trading volume
between the two countries standing at
Baht 144,291 million (approximately USD
4809 million).

While Burma’s main export items to
Thailand includes natural gas, timber and
lumber, metal ores and scraps, iron and
steel, and coal, Thailand’s export to Burma
consist of animal fat and vegetable oil,
chemicals, iron and steel, and plastic resin.

Thailand FM begin Burma visit

May Kyaw

April 2 – Reports say famous liver
disease specialist Dr. Khin Maung Win is
trying to establish a private airline for
operation inside Burma.

It is envisioned that airplanes will be
leased from Ukraine, as the doctor
continues talks with the Myanmar Airway
and Hotel and Tourism Corporation
concerning his proposed business venture.

“The planes will be on lease rather
than being bought. They’re not for personal
use, but for domestic flights. I’ll lease these
planes from Ukraine. I’m currently talking
with Myanmar Airway and Hotel and
Tourism and I think an agr eement will be
reached within one month,” Dr. Khin Maung
Win told Mizzima.

Though he declined to give further
details, according to the local weekly
‘Yangon Times’ in Burma, the planes in
question can accommodate 18 passengers

and will service domestic travel routes and
provide ambulatory service for emergency
patients and foreign organizations.

The first private airline in Burma, Air
Bagan, was established by U Tay Za, a
close associate of junta leader Senior
General Than Shwe and his family.

Dr. Khin Maung Win will be the first
entrepreneur to enter Burma’s aviation
business utilizing only small craft.

Having served in the Ministry of Health
unti l 2007, Dr. Khin Maung Win now
operates the 30th Street in Rangoon.

While the exact planes being
negotiated for are uncertain, the
International Aviation Safety Assessment
Program categorizes Ukraine as a tier two
country regarding air safety. A category 2
country is in turn defined by the Federal
Aviation Administration as guilty of not
providing safety oversight of its air carrier
operators in accordance with the minimum
safety oversight standards.

Medical specialist to launch private
airline

March 30 -The United States State
Department has once again saddled Burma
with the moniker of a ‘country of particular
concern’ (CPC) for the Burmese
government’s failure to address the lack
of religious freedom inside the troubled
Southeast Asian country.

Burma maintains the distinction of
being named to the CPC list every year
since the inception of the categorization in
1999 – with the exception of 2007, in which
the State Department failed to compile a
list.

The 2008 list, released at the end of
last week, is a product of the former
administration and the State Department
under then Secretary of State Condoleezza
Rice. The CPC list is identical to its
predecessor, consisting of Burma, Eritrea,
Iran, North Korea, China, Saudi Arabia,
Sudan, and Uzbekistan.

The CPC designation is reserved for
the governments of countries in which
persecution of religious freedom is found
to be “particularly sev ere”, including
torture, and characterized by the “flagrant
denial of the right to l ife, liberty, or the
security of persons.”

In recent weeks, Burma’s
predominantly Muslim Rohingya population
has come under international attention for
its alleged and prolonged persecution at

the hands of Burmese authorities and their
travails in attempting to flee the harsh living
conditions of Burma.

If not gr anted a waiver, designation as
a CPC requires the President to take
measures, such as enacting sanctions
against the government in violation, to
impel an improvement in the status of
freedom of religion inside the country of
concern.

Following the nationwide uprising of
1988, and principally after passage of the
2003 Burma Freedom and Democracy Act,
the United States has maintained
comprehensive sanctions against Burma
and its military leaders.

Prior to releasing the results, the
findings were forwarded to the U.S.
Commission on International Religious
Freedom (USCIRF) for reaction and
recommendation.

In its ensuing statement, released on
Friday, the USCIRF responded critically with
regard to both the lack of action taken
against the most serious violators and to
the composition of the CPC list itself.

“[T]he Commission concludes that the
State Department should have acted years
ago in the case of a number of the countries
our Commission recommended for CPC
designation,” voiced Felice Gaer, Chair of
the USCIRF.

Burma again chastised for lack of
religious freedom

Gaer went on to say that “we [USCIRF]
hope the Obama Administration will
recognize the added value that CPC status
can bring to American public diplomacy on
human rights.”

USCIRF had counseled inclusion of
Pakistan, Vietnam, Turkmenistan and Iraq
as CPCs in the most recent State
Department listing of the world’s worst
violators of religious freedom – but the

State Department declined to act on any
of the referrals.

The list has often been criticized for
being unduly influenced by political
necessity, as epitomized by the waiver
routinely granted to Saudi Arabia,
effectively relieving the kingdom of any
potential punishment stemming from their
categorization, despite the Middle Eastern
country’s abominable record with respect
to honoring freedom of religion.
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March 27  – India’s leading automaker
TATA Motors on Thursday met Burmese
Minister of Energy (2) Vice-Admiral Soe
Thein, and held parleys on setting up a
truck manufacturing unit in Burma, the
state-run media said.

The New Light of Myanmar, Burma’s
official newspaper, on Friday reported that
Mr. Manas Kumar Mishra of TATA Motors
Ltd. on Thursday met Soe Thein in
Naypyitaw, Burma’s new jungle capital and
discussed setting up a truck manufacturing
unit in Burma.

“Both sides discussed the speedy
implementation of a heavy turbo truck
assembly and component parts production
factory project and starting manufacturing
operations from December 2009,” the
paper said.

A document of India’s Ministry of
External Affairs (MEA), which is in
Mizzima’s possession said  the project is
part of I ndia’s “Look East Policy”, which
includes setting up several bilateral
development projects such as construction
of roads, power projects, oil refinery units,
transmission lines, telecommunications,

and Information technology services in
Burma, by India.

The MEA said India has sanctioned a
USD20 million Line of Credit (LoC) for
setting up a truck manufacturing unit to
be taken up by TATA Motors.

Since the formal launch of the “Look
East Policy” in 1994, India has engaged
Burma in areas of trade and development
and has maintained regular exchange of
high-level officials visits.

India’s Vice-President M. Hamid Ansari
last month, paid a four-day visit to Burma,
during which the two countries signed a
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) on
setting up a I ndustrial Training Centre and
a Centre for English Language Training
(CELT).

According to the MEA, bilateral trade
between India and Burma for the fiscal year
2007-08 stood at USD 901.3 million. For
the same fiscal year, Burma’s export to
India was USD 7272.85 million, while
India’s export was USD 173.46 million.

TATA Motors Ltd is the world’s fourth
largest truck manufacturer and second
largest bus manufacturer.

Edited by Mungpi

May Kyaw

March 30 – The upkeep of People’s
Square and People’s Park so far under the
jurisdiction of the Yangon City Development
Committee (YCDC) has been transferred
to the Golden View Company as of this
month, company sources said.

The company is currently working with
YCDC on a bilateral basis. The
management will be fully transferred to the
firm at the end of this y ear, the source close
to YCDC said.

A person who visited the park said that
the entry fees to the park has been raised
to Kyat 200 from the earlier Kyat 100
starting as of March 1.

The flower shop staff in the park said
that though the management was being
transferred to the private firm, the current
staff, pay scales and the shops operating
in the park will remain unchanged.

The Golden View Co. refused to
answer the telephone when contacted for
information about how the current bilateral
relationship between YCDC and the
Company has been worked out.

Similarly the YCDC transferred the
management of its U-Doe resort to a private
company in 2008.

This year, YCDC transferred the
management of People’s Square and
People’s Park to a private firm.

Upkeep of People’s Square and
People’s Park privatized

Nem Davies

March 18  – The first ever Burmese
Premier League soccer tournament, played
by professional Burmese football clubs, will
be kick started in May 2009.

The Myanmar National League (MNL)
was established in 2008 and people from
the Federation of Burma Football and other
soccer professionals have started
collaborating on establishing national level
football clubs in Burma.

The signing ceremony for the final
official transfer of players from ‘Myanmar
National League’ to private football clubs,
from their respective ministry teams, was
held yesterday.

In the first batch, five famous players
were paid maximum transfer fees and a
monthly salary of Kyat. 5 million and 1
million respectively, today’s issue of state-
run ‘New Light of Myanmar’ reported.

“Yes, all these players received the full
amount mentioned in the agreement. All
the players in these football clubs were
paid their salaries too. We are working
mainly to uplift their life. Some of them
are paid under Kyat. 300,000 as monthly
salary,” ‘Myanmar Federation of Football’
Chairman Zaw Zaw said.

These football clubs are allowed to
hire a foreign coach and a maximum of 5
foreign players for each club.

“Our signing standard is world class.
We are using the signing format
recognized by the Federation of
International Football Association (FIFA)
and Asian Football Confederation (AFC),
and the contracts and certificates are of
world standard too,” Zaw Zaw said.

Burmese business tycoons announced
the establishment of private football clubs
in a press conference held on March 4, at

Sedona Hotel in Rangoon.
Most of these club owners are cronies

of the military junta and they are
blacklisted under the US economic sanction
imposed on Burma.

Tay Za of Htoo Co. owns Rangoon
United, Kanbawza Bank banker Aung Ko
Win owns Kanbawza Club, Alpine Drinking
Water owner Dr. Sai Sem Tun owns
Yadanabon Club, Asian World Co. owner
Tun Myint Naing owns Magwe Club, Htay
Myint from Yuzana Co. owns Southern
Burmese United, ITBC Liquor Co. owner
Aung Moe Kyaw owns Oktha United Club,
Aden Co. Chit Khaing owns Delta United
and Shwe Nagar Co. owner Win Myint owns
Zeya Shwe Myay Club, totaling 8 private
football clubs.

The Burmese Football Federation has
said that the aims of establishing these
private football clubs are to ensure a better
future and prospects for Burmese football
and to create awareness and interest in
soccer, among the people in Burma.

However, the business community in
Burma said that the implementation of this
project is in accordance with the principle
of ‘Do as they say, will be rewarded in
return later ’, the basic principle of cronyism
in the Burmese business world, of
collaborating with the junta.

“However the future and prospects of
Burmese football is bright and r osy. But,
we have to work zealously for some time
in great unity, to achieve success in this
work,” Myanmar Football Federation
Chairman Zaw Zaw said.

“This is one of the changes that we
have to ensure in soccer. We have to do a
lot more. It will take a lot of time to make
these football clubs measure up to the
professional standard,” he added.

Burmese Premier League soccer
tournament to begin in May

TATA Motors to make trucks in Burma

Siddique Islam

April 1  – The third Burma-Bangladesh
Joint Trade Commission (JTC) meeting,
aimed at boosting bilateral trade between
the neighboring countries, will be held on
April 7th and 8th in Naypyitaw in Burma.

Establishing a direct banking
arrangement for the simplification of
payments between the two countries will
be at the top of the agenda, according to
Bangladesh officials speaking on Tuesday
from the capital of Dhaka.

During the JTC meeting, it is also
expected that Bangladesh will seek further
access to the Burmese market for the
country’s ceramic and pharmaceuticals
products.

Bangladesh’s Commerce Secretary,
Feroz Ahmed, will lead an 11-member
Bangladeshi delegation to the meeting to
discuss different issues, including the
establishment of a direct shipping link and
the easing of visa regulations for
Bangladeshi businessmen.

“We’ll review the entire range of
bilateral relations between the two
countries. At the secretary level
consultations are scheduled to be held in
Dhaka in May and June of this year,” a
senior official from the Foreign Ministry in
Dhaka told Mizzima.

“We’re trying to improve the bilateral
trade relations through establishing a direct
banking arrangement between the two
countries,” added a representative from
the Commerce Ministry.

He also said a four-member technical
team visited Burma, officially known as
Myanmar, in February of this year to work
out the modalities of banking transactions
and ways to make the planned ‘border
market’ operational.

Currently, payments concerning
foreign trade are settled through a third
country.

Bangladesh’s importers now settle
payments for bulk exports through bank
drafts issued by foreign banks in a third
country. An importer is enti tled to a US$
10,000-20,000 bank draft against the
import of any single shipment under the
existing border trade arrangement.

The volume of bilateral trade between
the two countries has been insignificant
for years due to the lack of proper
initiatives, with the balance of trade,
according to officials, tilting in favor of
Burma over the past dozen years.

A review of bilateral trade between the
two countries shows that the trade balance
favored Bangladesh in 1991-92 and from
1995-96. However, in 1996-97 statistics
began to swing the other w ay, in f avor of
Burma.

Dhaka exported goods and
commodities worth US$ 9.6 million to
Rangoon in 2007-08, while imports during
the period totaled some US$ 82.2 million.

Bangladesh primari ly exports
pharmaceutical products, leather, woven
garments and other manufacturing goods
to Burma and imports timber, vegetable
products, prepared food and fish.

Burma and Bangladesh look to boost
trade
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March 30  – A Burmese ethnic Mon ceasefire group, New Mon
State Party (NMSP), has denied a rumor of possible further talks in
the near future between the organization and Burma’s military junta.

Speaking to Mizzima, Nai Ohn Mange, spokesperson for the NMSP,
on Monday said the organization has no exact schedule for continuing
talks with Burma’s generals following a secret meeting with junta
officials in southeast Burma during the first week of March.

“At present, it is impossible that we are going to have further
talks with them [B urmese regime],” Mange said.

The rejection by Mon officials of additional talks came after the
exile-based Independent Mon News Agency (IMNA) on Friday carried
a report that said the NMSP had decided to meet with Burmese
generals on matters related to the upcoming 2010 election.

IMNA also said Lieutenant General Ye Myint pressed delegates of
the NMSP to contest the forthcoming polls.

Mange said, regarding the upcoming 2010 election, the NMSP
will continue to adhere to the electoral resolution passed at its party
congress held on January. The resolution states the party will not
consider contesting the election unless the regime allows a review of
the newly adopted constitution.

“We will keep on holding to the r esolution of the Party Congress,”
Mange reaffirmed.

In the first week of March, some central executive committee
members of the NMSP, led by party Chairman Nai Rotsa, quietly met
with Lieutenant General Ye Myint at Southeast Command headquarters
in Mawlamyaing, capital of Mon state.

“They [Burmese generals] asked about the results of the party’s
conference. And what sort of help we need f rom them,” Mange said.

Moreover, he said the junta assured delegates of the Mon
ceasefire group in a secret meeting that there would not be pressure
for the NMSP to disarm.

“They said we should not be worried concerning disarmament,”
maintained Mange. “It seems they wer e trying to console us.”

However, he added that the r egime did not reveal how it expects
to treat the NMSP in the future.

The NMSP was formed in July 1958 to fight for self-determination
and reached a ceasefire agreement with the Burmese regime in 1995.

After originally attending the National Convention as a ceasefire
group, which began in 1993 and only concluded in 2007, the NMSP
later in 2005 only participated in proceedings as an observer after
arguing that ethnic rights were being ignored during the convention’s
proceedings.

Despite opposing the election slated for 2010, the NMSP pledged
to maintain the ceasefire agreement with Burmese regime.

“We will keep on maintaining our ceasefire agreement. But,
regarding talks, we wi ll never start to of fer [f urther talks], ” said Mange.

Meanwhile, Thailand’s Foreign Minister Kasit Piromya said last
week that he was asked by the Burmese junta in his last trip to the
neighboring country to assist in persuading the Karen National Union,
another ethnic army fighting for self-determination, to join the 2010
electoral process.

However, the KNU has since told Mizzima that while the
organization is open to peace talks, they will remain firm in their
demand for a revision of the junta’s constitution before agreeing to
join in next year’s national polling.

 Immediate talks unlikely
between NMSP and juntaMay Kyaw

March 31  – Authorities have
once again banned tourists from
visiting the ‘Land of Jade’, after
reneging on an announcement
last month that foreigners would
be permitted to visit mining towns
in Burma’s northern Kachin state.

In February, the Ministry of
Tourism told tour companies to
include the jade mining town of
Phakant as a tourist destination
in a bid to boost tourism.

“Last month they [ministry
officials] said they will allow visits
to Phakant, but now say they have
not yet al lowed any such
excursions,” a visitor, who asked
the ministry of tourism in
Naypyitaw for permission to visit
Phakant, told Mizzima.

However, whi le authorities
have restricted foreigners from
visiting the country’s mining sites
– including both Phakant and
Mogoke, a town in Mandalay
Division renowned for its rubies

– it has eased restrictions
regarding visitations to other
towns in rural areas, such as to
the country’s northernmost town
of Putao, also in Kachin state.

Nonetheless, a Rangoon-
based tour operator complained
of the authority’s fluctuating
policy, saying, “Even if we ask for
permission they refuse to give it

to us. Their policy is always
fluctuating and not consistent.”

And while authorit ies
continue to allow tourists to pencil
in the destinations of Myitkyina
and Putao in Kachin state,
guidelines stipulate that tourists
must travel only by air and avail
themselves to authorized travel
agents.

‘Land of Jade’ remains closed to tourists

Mungpi

March 27 - China and Burma
on Thursday signed four
contracts, which included the
construction of a cross border oil
and gas pipeline, Burma’s state-
run media said.

The New Light of Myanmar,
Burma’s official newspaper on
Friday reported that the Burmese
Energy Minister Brig-Gen Lun Thi
and Head of China’s National
Energy Administration, Mr. Zhang
Guobao signed a cooperation
agreement on the Sino-Burma Oil
and Gas pipeline.

The other contracts include
a framework agreement on
Development of Hydropower
Resources in Burma by China, a
Memorandum of Understanding
on Buyer’s Credit for Construction
Projects between the Export-
Import Bank of China and the
Ministry of Finance and Revenue
of Burma. Both China and Burma
also agreed on Economic and
Technical Cooperation between
the two countries.

The contracts were signed
between Burmese and Chinese
officials, who accompanied Li
Changchung, member of the
politburo of the central committee
of Communist Party of China
(CPC), during his visit to military-
ruled Burma.

According to the Chinese
central government website, the
Sino-Burma cross border gas

pipeline is designed to link a port
city in Burma with Kunming,
capital of southwest China’s
Yunnan Province.

According to a Reuters
report, Yunnan is to start
construction of the pipeline in the
first half as part of its 72 billion
Yuan (S$15.9 billion) worth of
energy projects this year.

The pipeline, according to a
Sino-Burmese analyst Aung Kyaw
Zaw, is strategically important for
China as it could cut down on the
detour of oil cargoes through the
congested Malacca Strait and also
strengthen China’s access to
Burma’s rich energy reserves.

Burma in December awarded
China the right to buy oil from its
offshore block–A gas field in the
Bay of Bengal for a period of 30
years.

Aung Kyaw Zaw said Li’s visit
to Burma, which is part of a four-
nation tour, could also be to push

Burma to implement the
agreement.

“China is worried that Burma
is delaying work on the gas
pipeline construction,” said Aung
Kyaw Zaw.

Li, during his visit to Burma,
met several officials including the
junta supremo Snr. Gen Than
Shwe, and exchanged views on
developing good-neighbourly and
friendly ties between China and
Burma, according to the Burmese
state-run paper.

Western nations particularly
the United States and the
European Union have imposed
stringent economic sanctions on
Burma, restricting its companies
from investing in the country.

But China, which has raised
its voice against western
sanctions on Burma, has been
investing in Burma and has signed
several contracts for business
deals.

China, Burma to build cross border gas
pipeline

Moe Thu

March 23  - The state-owned
Myanma Oil and Gas Enterprise
has begun drilling in northern
Rangoon, in a strategic move to
tap natural gas in inland areas to
meet domestic demand, said a
source famil iar with the
Enterprise’s work.

The Enterprise is already
drilling three exploratory wells,
each of which is 4000-feet-deep,
in Lay Daung Kan ward in Hlegu
Township, about 25 ki lometers
north of the ci ty.

Another exploration is
expected to start soon in a nearby
area, known as Sar Talin, the
source said, adding that the work

was projected to be extended into
areas around eastern Dagon
Myothit.

“Burma needs a lot more of
natural gas to feed its fertilizer
plants, gas-powered generators
and CNG vehicles,” the source
said.

All the areas, in which the
Enterprise is exploring, were
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Gas exploration in Rangoon suburbs

originally residential and
agricultural areas. Also there is
the Yangon I nstitute of
Economics, which was recently
set up replacing the near historic
University of Rangoon in Kamayut
Township.

“What wil l  happen to

hundreds of acres of arable paddy
fields and residential areas is still
being assessed,” a Rangoon-
based observer said.

The city also has a
considerable supply of natural gas
from a couple of inland projects
in Nyaung Don in Irrawaddy
Division, 65 kilometers to the west.
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