Appendix 4 - The Conference on the Fate of the Rohingyas, Oslo, May 26-28, 2015
A Personal Story

1 Before

Besides my general interest in the Rohingya issue as part of my business as a  „Myanmar expert“, I am particularly busy with this difficult topic for two reasons. First, some weeks ago I was assigned to write a longer essay on the topic for a German foundation promoting conflict resolution. Second, for some years already I receive regularly information on the issue from a Burmese with Rakhine roots and living in Germany who is a staunch anti-Rohingya activist.

From one of his recent messages I learned about the conference on May 9 in Oslo. It was part of a comment written by Derek Tonkin on the meeting. Tonkin is the co-founder of the Network Myanmar, an association trying to provide material for an unbiased as possible assessment of Burmese politics. Before his retirement, Tonkin served as British Ambassador to Thailand and as the last British envoy the German Democratic Republic. He has concentrated on Myanmar affairs for some years and wrote a number of articles and notes, the latest of them dealing with the „Rohingya issue“.

In his comment, he took up an addendum to the conference's official title „The Oslo Conference to End Myanmar's Persecution of the Rohingyas". In the draft conference program the words “since 1978” were affixed. Tonkin connected this date with an article co-authored by Maung Zarni, one of the organisers of the conference, entitled “The slow-burning genocide of Myanmar's Rohingyas” that tried to show that the mass exodus of some 200.000 Muslims to Bangladesh was the beginning of a plan masterminded by Ne Win and his successors to “destroy the Rohingya and to permanently remove them from their ancestral homes in Rakhine State.“
 Tonkin argued that the insertion of the date indicated a „hidden agenda“ of the conference and that the said article left out some evidence not fitting into the authors' main thesis.

I took a look at the draft program
 published on the net and found that a three days conference (May 26 to 28) was to take place. Day 1, open to the public, offered three morning sessions and four panels in the afternoon at the Nobel Institute (morning) and a Conference Center (afternoon). The second day, by invitation only, was scheduled to „exploring concrete ideas and proposals to help push for the restoration of basic human rights, nationality, and citizenship to the Rohingyas.“ On the last day, a „Burma Forum“ was to take place in central Oslo. From this program, it was quite clear, that the conference was scheduled as an event to support the plight of Rohingyas in Myanmar not as a platform to look at the issue from various sides.

Anyway, I thought it interesting to broaden my view as a counterbalance to the many anti-Rohingya mails I had received from my Berlin acquaintance and booked a flight to Oslo and a room near the Nobel Institute. Furthermore, I send a registration to Oslo that included a reference to my work for the Berghof Foundation informing the conference organisers that I just wanted to attend the first day of the conference open to the public. On May 13, I got a response informing me that due to the high volume of interest in the conference and the low maximum capacity of the venue „the registration has been closed“ but that I could view the public events online.

I decided to go nevertheless. The decision was supported by a reply to Tonkin's statement by Dr. Habib Siddiqui, a pro-Muslim activist and prolific writer.
 He concluded is rebuttal with some remarks on Tonkin's suggestions to take a somehow balanced look at the issue:

He should be reminded that his Rakhine genocidal maniac friends were invited to come and share the same podium with us in Tokyo and Bangkok, and did not attend. For years, even to this day, these inciters of genocide have refused to include Rohingya people in any discussion about the future of Arakan state. I don't recall Tonkin about reminding them that the Rohingya who comprise slightly less than half the population in Arakan are a legitimate group to have such discussion. Instead, he is more interested in his silly, self-conflicting manner to disprove the existence of Rohingya. He is irate about Maung Zarni and other right activists and researchers for poking his blurry eyes to open up and see the world from the eyes of the suffering people, who are termed by the UN as the most persecuted on earth. And no matter how Tonkin may try to hide the crime of his patrons in Myanmar, the world knows better that Rohingya people are facing genocide, and the world needs to come to their aid. It is sick greedy SOBs like Tonkin who refuse to call a spade a spade. Shame on his greed and insincere attempts to appease criminals!

I wondered how the present UN special envoy for human rights in Myanmar, Younghee Lee, and her predecessor, Tomas Quintana who were announced to speak at the Oslo meeting would behave in light of such atmosphere of aggressive speech surrounding the conference.
2 Oslo, May 25, 2015

Norway's capital is a perfect choice for holding a conference on the Rohingya issue. Here, the Nobel Peace Prize is awarded every year. The government of Norway has supported the democracy movement in Myanmar from the beginning. The Democratic Voice of Burma, founded in 1992, has its headquarters still here. Norway led the Myanmar Peace Support Initiative that funded a lot of projects aiming at national reconciliation that started in 2012 (Telenor, its big communication company was awarded a contract for a mobile net). A walk through the streets one day before the conference starts demonstrates the liberal atmosphere of the city. Many Asian faces can be seen on this public holiday strolling through streets and parks who seem to be very much at ease. Conflicts happen somewhere else. But this may be an illusion as the case of Anders Breivik demonstrates. Maybe, Oslo is a too perfect choice for a meeting like this.

3 The Conference 

3.1 Morning session at the Nobel Institute

3.1.1 Preliminaries

The Nobel Institute in Henrik Ibsen Gate is located close to the Slott, the Royal Palace, and the American Embassy. On weekdays, it opens its doors at 8 o'clock for visitors of the library. Today, the first part of the public part of the conference will take place in this prestigious building. The registration procedure for the conference will commence with the opening of the door and the pre-conference coffee will be served. I'm handed out a registration form by a Norwegian lady and fill it out. She then looks for my name on a list and I inform her that she will not find me there. My application via email came too late, I had booked a flight already when I received this information and would like to apply for a Wild Card. She laughs. No problem. I can walk in.

The conference room is located in the second floor of the building that can conveniently host some 150 people. Eight rows of chairs are arranged, the first five of them marked as „reserved“. Four or five cameras are posted to record the events top come.

I'm looking for familiar faces but I recognise only Zarni, one of the organisers and the master of ceremonies throughout the day. The ration of dark and white faces seems to be almost 50:50. A number of the Rohingya participants wear dark suits and ties fitting the noble building. The room opens to a terrace where drinks are available. I take my morning coffee and walk around. Hello, says a young man, we have met before at a conference in Marseilles. Sorry, I apologise for not remembering him. He is now doing his Ph.D. in political sciences at Oslo University. Something related to democracy. We exchange name cards. I have a short chat with another young man, one of the western participants. He is working with the Open Society founded by George Soros and very active in Burmese affairs since 1993.

I tell him that I was looking for people qualified to be internal peace builders and he recommends me to talk to U Kyaw Min, elected in 1990 to a parliament that was never convened, and his daughter, Wai Wai Nu, who recently had founded two NGOs in Rakhine. Both are assigned to speak on one of the panels in the afternoon.  When I take my seat, I happen to sit besides a son of the ex.-PM who was studying in Norway. He informs that both father and sister have been jailed for some years. Furthermore, he laments the inconsistencies of Myanmar's government. His father had been permitted to run for parliament but was denied full citizenship.

3.1.2 An ecumenical overture

The chair of the first session (9 to 11 am) is taken by Imam Malik Mujahid from the USA, the current President of the Council of the World Parliament of Religions and the Burma Task Force USA. He invites representatives of three religions – one Norwegian Bishop
, three Buddhist monks. A bishop from Myanmar
, and another Imam from Norway – to come to the front. They are joined by some of the participants in the conference. Many people from the audience stand up and take photos for some time.
 The master of ceremonies asks for an end of such activities and to concentrate on the tight program.

The religious men deliver short messages in English (the Norwegian Bishop), Pali (one of the monks, some members of the audience join in the text that might have been the famous Metta Sutta recited during the so called Saffron Revolution of 2007) and Arabic. 

Then, the American Imam gives a short address. He deplores the rising of „hate, anger and fear throughout the world“ in these days and calls for peace. This conference might be blessed to serve this purpose. 
Interlude: A Kurdish flutist plays a lovely tune.
3.1.3 Setting the agenda

a) One of the three monks, We Thuda from ….. monastery in ….. reads a short statement entitled „Violence and Racism are not the Buddhist Way“. He stresses that Buddhist nationalism has to be countered because any kind of nationalism is a form of attachment and therefore not in line with the teaching of the Buddha. He further says that he is sorry for what other monks are doing to incite community action against Rohingyas.

b) The next speaker is Daw Khin Hla, a former teacher in Myanmar and now living in Britain. The speech is about „No Country for Rohingyas: A Rohingyas Appeal to end Myanmar's Slow Genocide“.

The speaker was born in 1953, she tells, and informs the audience about what can be called the „official version“ of the Rohingya standpoint. That will be reiterated in many variations throughout the whole day:

The Rohingyas belong to the indigenous people of Myanmar. The evidence for this is irrefutable. They have a right to live there and this right has to be restored. They have a distinct identity and this was recognised by the Burmese government after independence. They were regarded as citizens of the country until the 1970s. Then came Ne Win and the racist citizenship law of 1982 that stripped the Rohingyas of their rights. After that, the pressure on the Rohingyas progressively increased together with the fears of extinction on the side of the Rohingya population. Now there are Concentration Camps in Rakhine and the actions of the government are similar to what Idi Amin did in Uganda. It’s a shame that it was even considered to bring Thein Sein's name into play as a candidate of the Nobel Peace Prize.

3.1.4 Keynote Speeches

a) For Kjell Magne Bondevik (Norwegian Prime Minister from 1997 to 2000 and 2001 to 2005) „no doubts“ exist about the issue at stake. 35.000 of the Rohingyas have fled Myanmar recently, 140.000 are living as IDPs in the country. Silent diplomacy has not worked. „It is time for more clear demands“. Rohingyas have to be included in the list of groups who have citizenship rights. They are a most persecuted minority despite living in Burma for 100s of years. He takes up George Soros' parallel to Nazi Germany (see below). Solutions have to be searched for.
Interlude

Imam Malik quotes some examples from South Africa and Pakistan, where religious minorities were protected by members of the majority (in Pakistan Christians by Muslims). - He calls the three monks from Myanmar to the front and presents special honours awarded to them by the World Parliament of Religions for their acts of protecting Muslims in Myanmar:

His Holiness Rev. Zaw Ti Ka, Yankin Taung Uyin Kyaung Taik (supposedly located near Mandalay)
His Holiness Rev. Sein Di Ta, Asia Alinyaung, Pyi Oo Lwin Ani Sakhan (near Maymyo)
His Holiness Rev. We Thudha, Meiktila

b) A female delegate from the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) talks about the „complex situation“ of the Rohingyas. They are denied fundamental right and peace which is unacceptable. „We all know“ that the citizenship law of 1982 is wrong. Collaboration of many parties is necessary to achieve a „delicate balance“.

3.1.5 Noble voices from abroad

According to the program, from 9.55 to 10.30 six pre-recorded statements of prominent supporters of the Rohingya cause are to be screened. Due to scarcity of time and the failure to shorten Nobel Prize winner Amartya Sen's contribution,
 only five of them are shown. Almost all of them state that they regret not to be able to participate in the conference.

a) George Soros
 recalls his youth as a Jew in Hungary and in looking back at the IDC camp of Aung Mingalar in Rakhine State proclaims „I am a Rohingya“. He is discouraged in view of the actions of the Myanmar government that fails to confront the extremists in the country and issues statements that are „not credible“. He is afraid that mass killings lie ahead.

b) José Ramos-Horta
 visited Manerplaw in the 1990s and facilitated a youth program there. Rights have given for the people „who live there for generations“. Given the complex situation, a dialogue ahas to be created through compassion, wisdom and other virtues.

c) Mahathir Mohamad
 is „saddened“ about the mistreatment of the „own citizens of Myanmar“ by the government. This is „grossly unjust“ and ungrateful given the fact that ASEAN accepted Myanmar as a member and pushed for Aung San Suu Kyi's release. He is disappointed and presents Malaysia as a model of democracy in which all religions and ethnic groups are tolerated by the Muslim majority.

d) Mairead Maguire
 sends a message of solidarity. The Rohingyas are indigenous people of Myanmar whose citizenship has to be „restored“ that was taken away from them. Humanitarian aid is necessary and an ethical, peaceful and non-violent attitude to guarantee the rights of the people and prevent crimes against humanity.

e) Desmond Tutu
 stresses that freedom is indivisible and cannot be restricted by the Burmese government. He points to British failures in the creation of the border between today's Myanmar and Bangladesh, states that the Rohingyas were granted full citizenship in 1948 that was withdrawn in 1982 and condemns any kind of sectarian violence.
Interlude: A „renowned dissident musician“ sings a sad song
3.1.6 Norway and Myanmar

Two politicians – Morten Høgland, State Secretary in the Foreign Ministry, and Ola Elvesteuen, an MP from the Liberal Party – are introduced by Audun Aagre, the director of the „Norske Burmakomité“. He states that the Rohingyas are victims of 60 years of dictatorship. Norway has assisted the Burmese independence movement as well as the peace process after 2011 and is now doing business in Myanmar (Telenor, a telecommunication company, and Statoil, an energy company).

a)  Høgland expresses his deep concern about the fate of the people „referred to as Rohingyas“. He stresses that Rakhine State is the second poorest state of Myanmar and that the needs of ALL communities of the state have to be addressed to build trust. Norway has pledged to spend some 240 million kroner for Myanmar and some 10 millions particularly for alleviating the IDPs in Rakhine State.

b) Elvestuen points to the priority of human rights and democracy in any engagement in Myanmar. Humanitarian aid has to be provided and the Rohingyas have to be included in the uplifting of civil rights. The elections of 2015 have to be free& fair. The whole process towards an institutionalisation of democracy is slow and long. Patience is necessary. Norway is further engaged in other issues like the preservation of the mangrove forests.

c) Short Q&A: Q 1 (moderator) – Do you think that the Myanmar government can cope? A 1: Not really at the moment; A 2: There are many negative developments, international pressure is needed, but the „tensions are extremely high“. Therefore, it will take time to solve the citizenship issue given the many (16?) Muslim groups in the country.

Q 2 (audience): The USA are engaging in a conversation with Myanmar’s leaders, but the Rohingyas are left behind. How to change that? A 1: I understand that patience may run out, but I don't have an answer how to solve the conflict. A 2: Dialogue has to be productive and go beyond „conversation“. - The money provided for humanitarian assistance is not given to the government but to trustworthy NGOs.

Q 3 (audience). One should learn from the past and implement boycott policies as in South Africa. Norway is doing „monkey business“ in Myanmar (Telenor etc.) and earns „bloody money“. A: No answer.
Coffee break 
3.1.7 Rohingyas and genocide

This last section of the morning at the Nobel Institute is chaired by Maung Zarni who asks questions to his two guests, Penny Green, Professor of Law at London's Queen Mary University, and Tomas Ojea Quintana, former UN rapporteur in Myanmar (2008-2014). Here is the attempt of the summary of the answers on Maung Zarni's question who was obviously wanted to obtain support for his thesis of the „slow burning genocide“ taking place in Myanmar.

a) Penny Green summarises the results of a research programme on the issue that included 4 ½ months field work in Myanmar. There are clear signs that a genocide takes place. There has been a long process of isolation, harassment and weakening of the Rohingya community that got a new dimension in 2012 when Rohingyas were physically attacked and the segregation resulting in the establishment of IDC camps started. The „slow-motion“ nature of the genocide might result in an extinction of the Rohingya identity without mass killings. - She compares the series of events in Myanmar to what happened during the Holocaust, in Cambodia under the Khmer Rouge and in Rwanda. However, the international community does not want to openly recognise this fact because if they did they could be accused of complicity under international law. Therefore, one can observe a double impunity both in Myanmar and in the international community. All sides lack accountability for what happens. - Furthermore, the humanitarian discourse has to be challenged. Humanitarian relief has become big business, the aid agencies therefore dare not to speak out against the trend of destroying the Rohingya identity. - The main assistance for the Rohingyas must come from with the country. She was shocked, however, that even people who had been detained in Myanmar because of their pro-democracy activities did not support the Rohingya cause.

b) Quintana confirms that used the words „elements of genocide“ in one of his reports. He concentrates on recalling his four visits to Rakhine that started in 2009 and deplores the fact that he had to cooperate with the Myanmar authorities. On his first visit, he visited Maungdaw and talked to some community leaders. He had the impression that there were frightened and did not dare to speak out. It is obvious that he was frustrated because his relations to the Myanmar authorities were not good relations and that his findings had no effect on the UN agencies. In 2014, he reported that „crimes against humanity“ might be committed by government agencies, but the UN Human Rights Council did take no action. - He does not quite share Green's assessment of the role of the humanitarian agencies. They are doing necessary work - He proposes, that the Rohingya issue should be included in the discussion on the progress of democracy in Myanmar in view of the 2015 elections. The candidates should be asked about their respective position – including Aung San Suu Kyi and the NLD.  

c) Maung Zarni adds a personal comment. He as a Burman knows many of the actors on the side of the government personally and he is shocked how they behave. He wants to counterbalance their actions as effective as possible.

3.2 Afternoon session at the Vaksenasen Conference Centre

3.2.1 Preliminary remarks

The tight timetable of the morning session could not be observed. The participants were asked to „sacrifice“ half an hour of the lunch break. Lunch was served at a big conference hotel outside Oslo (behind the Holmenkollen, the place of international nordic skiing competitions). The core members of the conference were offered a buffet lunch, all others a lunch box. All participants were brought to the venue in three buses. The „sacrifice“ of time did not work. The afternoon-session started only around 2.30 pm, one hour behind schedule.

3.2.2 A talk with U Kyaw Min

I happen to be seated beside U Kyaw Min, the ex-MP in the bus. He met me some years before in the Strand Hotel, he tells me. I remember details of the meeting only some hours later. I was introduced to him by a German South-East Asian scholar. I found him a bit weird at that time and cannot remember that he told me something about the Rohingya issue. He has been „disenfranchised“ as a Myanmar citizen. His party, the Democracy and Human Rights Party, was dissolved by the authorities in 1992 together with many others. His name card states that he is still President of that party. He was a teacher before he became a politician.

· I ask my neighbour some questions:
What does he think about Aung San Suu Kyi? She has lost any credibility.

· Who could be helpful to better the fate of the Rohingyas: The developed countries. Bangladesh could do something, too, if the country takes its problems with the many refugees to the Security Council.

· Are their Rohingyas in Myanmar who are full citizens? Some, most have bribed the officials.

· What about his party 

· What about applying for citizenship under the conditions of the 1982 law as a naturalized citizen? That would mean that I declare myself to be foreigners here. That is against my morality. This issue cannot be compromised.

3.2.3 „The plight of the Rohingyas“

Under this caption, five speeches are delivered. Among the speakers are U Kyaw Min and his daughter.

a) Dr. Wakar Uddin has to cut his contribution short. He must get a plane to Kuwait. He is the General Secretary of the Arakan Rohingya Union (ARU) and a has represented the Rohingya case at many places.
 He demands the re-instatement of Rohingyas as full citizens of Burma. Naturalisation is out of the question because the Rohingyas belong to the indigenous people of Myanmar. „Facts remain the facts.“ NGOs in Myanmar and the USA should exert pressure on the government. Sanctions should be introduced and the OIC should be continue to assist.

b) U Kyaw Min

He recalls the glorious times of Burma when it was a democracy under U Nu, economically strong, had the best University in the whole of South-East Asia etc until Ne Win destroyed everything and introduced racism. The USDP is still Ne Win's party and fulfils his legacy. - The government only hold peace talks with armed groups, not with the unarmed Rohingyas. International law has to be applied. And the distortion of the history of the country has to be exposed. The government hired western historians to do so. - The attempts to issue citizenship to Rohingyas does not work. In one case, the offer was made to 1000 people in a particular district, only 200 applications were successful. - Interfaith dialogues are nonsense. One sentence from U Thein Sein would be enough to solve the problem-

c) NN concentrates on the rule of law. He looks back at the different laws regulating citizenship in Burma/Myanmar. I am not able to get all the details, but the conclusion is clear: The 1982 law is the bis culprit. He concludes with an emphatic appeal for support (by the international community).

d) Khin Maung Myint form the National Democratic Party for Development
 wants to present a „different perspective“. There were not conflicts in the old days, just harmony. - The figures given by the authorities concerning the religious affiliation in Myanmar are wrong. Muslims are number two, only 60% of the population is Buddhist, not 90%.. - Belief is important! - He is upset about the international cooperation with the Myanmar government – including Norway! - The UN is talking too much and doing nothing. Their envoys are bribed by the government – see the cases of Razali and Gambari.
 However, the present rapporteur on human rights, Ms Lee, has stated correctly that „self identification has to be respected“. - The 1982 law is racist, today there are Concentrations Camps in Myanmar.

e) Wai Wai Nu criticised the euphoria of the international community after Thein Sein became President. They want to see Myanmar as a success story so that they can feel good. But they have to accept the reality and act quickly. The Rohingyas have been persecuted for a long time. Now they are even losing the White Cards that would give them the right to vote. - A „Rakhine Action Plan“ has been designed by the government, but not made transparent.
 It aims at the annihilation of the Rohingya people by expelling them from their land. „They [the government people] are not honest!“ 

3.2.4 A dissident's voice

During the next session that presents perspectives from the Rohingya diaspora, I join the number of participants who use the opportunity to hold private talks in the hotel. I meet a young Rohingya who is obviously frustrated about the conference. He has lived many years in Bangladesh in a camp. His parents are still there. With the assistance of some „lies“ he managed to come to Norway where he lives now with a wife and two children. He regrets the „lies“ since he has converted to Christianity. He is regarded as a kind of outsider within the Rohingya community.

With regard to the conference, in his assessment the priorities are wrong. One should could concentrate on how the ordinary Rohingyas both in Myanmar and Bangladesh can get a better education and thus a bit better able to take their destiny in their own hands. The complete politicisation of the issue as exposed at this conference is wrong and leads in the wrong direction. It will cause more conflict, not peace. The people who are talking here, do NOT suffer. They are promoting their own interests as leaders of people they do not really know. A lot of hypocrisy is involved – even in the religious ceremony at the start of the conference. 

3.2.5 Back to the genocide theme

After this conversation, the next panel has started highlighting „Perspectives from Research & NGO Communities“. One of the perspectives has just been presented. Penny Green and her team start they presentation elaborating their thesis on the ongoing genocide in Rakhine. Their finding are based on the theoretical findings of Daniel Feierstein.
 The team illustrates the sequel of measures taken against a certain community with pictures taken at the field research. 

Since I heard about this perspective already in the morning session, I have the feeling that the main message of the conference („End the persecution of the Rohingyas!“) will be just reiterated once more without pointing out ways how to achieve this noble aim. Besides, I am tired and leave the nice place after obtaining the names of the monasteries from which the three monks come of. Maybe, there will be a chance to contact them in Myanmar and hold discussion about the question of how to reduce „anger, hatred and fear“- on both sides of the conflict.

4 After

The “Rohingya Blogger” who publicised the event, on May 27 informed about the communiqué adopted at the conference. Here is the text:

Today the Oslo Conference to End Myanmar’s Persecution of the Rohingya ended. The conference was held at the Norwegian Nobel Institute and Voksenaasen, Oslo, Norway on May 26 & 27, 2015.

After two days of deliberations the conference issue the following urgent appeal to the international community, based on the following conclusions:

1. The pattern of systematic human rights abuses against the ethnic Rohingya people entails crimes against humanity including the crime of genocide;

2. The Myanmar government’s denial of the existence of the Rohingya as a people violates the right of the Rohingya to self-identify;

3. The international community is privileging economic interests in Myanmar and failing to prioritize the need to end its systematic persecution and destruction of the Rohingya as an ethnic group.

The call by Archbishop Desmond Tutu to end Myanmar’s genocide of the Rohingya made during the Oslo conference is supported by six additional Nobel Peace Laureates: Mairead Maguire, Jody Williams, Tawakkol Karman, Shirin Ibadi, Leymah Gbowee, and Adolfo Pérez Esquivel.

The United Nations and the international community have an urgent responsibility to stop Myanmar’s systematic persecution of the Rohingya.

As the home country of the Norwegian Nobel Institute, the conference urges the Government of Norway to immediately prioritize ending Myanmar’s genocide over its economic interests in that country, including sizeable investment by Telenor and StatOil. 

The conference calls upon the Association of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN), the European Union (EU), the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC), the United

Nations (UN) and other relevant international actors to take all possible measures to pressure the Government of Myanmar to do the following:

to immediately end its policies and practices of genocide; 

to restore full and equal citizenship rights of the Rohingya;

to institute the right of return for all displaced Rohingya; 

to effectively provide the Rohingya with all necessary protection; and

to actively promote and support reconciliation between communities in Rakhine State, Myanmar
Commentary: I wonder wht might have happened on the third day of the conference.

Finally, I received acomment of Maung Zarni on the Norwegian inolvement in Myanmar (second part of the following mail and a response of the Director of the Norwegian Burma Committee:

Subject: Re: What does it mean for Norway to consider Myanmar as "a  
focus country"?
From: audun@burma.no
Date: Tue, 2 Jun 2015 14:16:29 +0200
To: fanon2005@gmail.com

Dear all: My deepest apologies for sending this email to all 165 of  
you, but some of the accusations in this email require a response. NBC  
is firm on protecting the rights of Rohingyas, so please don´t  
misinterpretated my email as nothing else than a response to the  
rudeness in the previous email.

Dear Zarni: Thanks for initiating an important conference in Oslo. I  
really appreciate the bravery of the Rohingya leaders coming to the  
event, and the Christian leaders and Buddhist monks, together with a  
lots of interesting participants. The persecution of Rohingyas must  
come to an end, and the international community needs to find ways to  
put more political leverage into it, as long as the Burmese government  
is unable and unwilling to protect one of the world´s most persecuted  
people. I believe most of us agree on this.

I assume the text, the wording and use of pictures in your email is  
not an official response from the organisers of the conference, nor  
the Rohingya community, but a personal statement from you. Please  
correct me if I am wrong. The Rohingya leaders gave us testimonies of  
a desperate situation, also addressed by HRW ("ethnic cleansing") and  
UN Special Rapporteur ("may constitute crimes against humanity"). It  
is a shame that these atrocities are taking place. But to compare  
Norway´s relation with the Burmese government with the Nazi occupation  
of Norway is outrageous! This kind of nonsense is undermining the  
important message from the Burmese Rohingya leaders coming to Oslo,  
giving constructive inputs to find solutions, in addition to fair  
criticism to the international community, including Norway. NBC did  
not co-organised the first days event, but was responsible for the  
third day´s program: "Searching Solution in Rakhine State", so might  
be that I missed some concluding points. But based on my discussions  
with many of the Rohingya leaders, I would be surprised if they  
endorse the choosing of words in your email. If your email is a  
personal opinion from you, you should clarify, so the recipients are  
not mislead to believe that your text is related to the conclusion  
points from the conference.

To find a political solution in Rakhine State, and protect the rights  
of Rohingyas, we need friends and allies, not more enemies. Your email  
is producing hostility. For what purpose? These kind of accusations is  
not benefiting those we are trying to protect. On the contrary: It  
could harm the advocacy work. If you intend to attack everyone smiling  
together with Thein Sein, and all ambassadors meeting government  
officials, the list is long. The Norwegian government came to the  
opening ceremony of the conference, to explain about the strategy of  
"focus country". Your response is to tag them as Nazis. Are you out of  
your mind?

I will also briefly comment on how you use the word "genocide". The  
conference title was "Oslo Conference to End Myanmar´s Systematic  
Persecution of Rohingyas". All the Nobel laureates involved expressed  
concern about the situation. But very few, if any, unconditionally  
used the word "genocide". Amartya Sen talks about a "slow burning"  
genocide. Others use "elements of genocide". The word is as far as I  
understand a legal term, and can only be applied if "genocide" is  
re-defined to include the process leading to mass killings, which  
indeed is an interesting and ongoing academic discussion. But to use  
the word un-conditionally about the situation in Rakhine State is  
questionable, for good reasons. I really hope you haven´t played the  
Nobel laureates into opinions they don't endorse. You also used The  
Nobel Institute for this conference. Your response to this generousity  
is to discredit the Nobel Peace Prize Committee for shortlisting Thein  
Sein for the Nobel Peace Prize, which is not even true. Facts about  
nomination processes will be published in 50 years, so please hold  
your horses until 2062 regarding the 2012 nomination process.

 From your email it seems like the stating "genocide" is the main  
outcome of the conference. Was this really the case? I have the  
deepest respect for Rohingyas who have seen systematic discrimination  
and persecution for years, without a proper international response.  
But as far as I understand you are the one pushing the term into the  
conference, and use it un-conditionally. Be aware that the debate now  
is turning into an academic discourse about definitions, rather than  
addressing the core problem. Which is unfortunate.

I also hope that you carefully have assessed the security situation  
for the brave Monks, Christian leaders and Rohingyas in Burma, and  
that you didn´t play them too. It is very hard to take you serious  
after this. Sorry to say. I assume you will send me a long email  
response. You can call me whatever you would like. It is fine.

Again: My deepest apologies to all on the recipient list. I am aware  
that many of you might have other opinions. My intention is not to  
start a debate between 165 recipients, but clarify the distinction  
between personal statements and conclusion points from the conference.

All the best,

Audun Aagre
Director
The Norwegian Burma Committee
Tel: 09450046400
Tel (Norway): +4797725617
Skype: aaagre1

Facebook: facebook.com/aaagre
Twitter: @AudunAagre
Blog: audunaagre.com (in Norwegian)





     31. mai 2015 kl. 08.39 skrev M Zarni <fanon2005@gmail.com>:

     What does it mean for Oslo to treat ‪#‎Myanmar‬ as a 'focus' country?

     ‪#‎Norway‬ is embracing #Myanmar's genocidal government -  
Royally, Governmentally, Corporately, and NGO-ly.

     #Norway styles and prides itself as the World's Peace Promoter.  
But in #Myanmar, it promotes its own ‪#‎Telonor‬ and ‪#‎StatOil‬ over  
the slow burning genocide of over 1 million ‪#‎Rohingya‬

     These pictures speak volume:

     1) Myanmar's Thein Sein - reportedly short-listed for Nobel Peace  
Prize - sharing an intimate moment with Nay Myo Wei, who called for  
'shooting, killing and mass-burying of 'bengali'' (racist reference to  
Rohingya) in Thanlyin, Rangoon on 23 May 2015

     2) The same Thein Sein himself proposed to the UNHCR officially  
expulsion of Rohingya en mass and/or building an apartheid in Rakhine  
state in August 2012.

     Norwegian government officials - such as the then Ambassador  
Katja Nordgaard - are all smiles when they meet Myanmar's chief  
genocidaire - the same Thein Sein.

     Switch to Telenor by Ex-Ambassador to Burma Provokes Criticism in  
Norway, Irrawaddy, 4 June 2015

     http://www.irrawaddy.org/…/switch-telenor-ex-ambassador-bur…

     Ex-Norway Ambassador to Burma Becomes Telenor Executive,  
Irrawaddy, 21 May 2014

     http://www.irrawaddy.org/…/ex-norway-ambassador-burma-becom…

     3) Another Norwegian Ambassador Her Excellency Ann Ollestad is  
seen here with Myanmar's Commander in Chief Senior General Min Aung  
Hlaing

     4) and last but not ​ least​
     , here comes Oslo's Peace-loving King His Majesty Harald V ​: the  
Royal Seal of Approval - for Norway's corporate penetration in the  
genocidal and impoverished Myanmar​
     .

     ​https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FzsEFj-4cqg
     ​

     https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8m-r16myznM


     Norwegian King arrives in Myanmar on state visit

     "Accompanied by his Queen Sonja, the Norwegian King is making the  
trip at the invitation of Myanmar President U Thein Sein."

�	 Maung Zarni and Alice Cowley 2014 The slow-burning genocide of Myanmar's Rohingyas. Pacific Rim Law & Policy Journal Association 23,3, 683-745: 683.


�	 http://www.burma.no/Artikler/6564.html.


�	 � HYPERLINK "http://www.kaladanpress.org/index.php/feature-mainmenu-28/379-2015/4775-comments-on-derek-tonkin-s-condescending-remarks-on-international-conference-26-28,-may,-oslo-norway-end-myanmar-s-persecution-of-rohingyas.html"��www.kaladanpress.org/index.php/feature-mainmenu-28/379-2015/4775-comments-on-derek-tonkin-s-condescending-remarks-on-international-conference-26-28,-may,-oslo-norway-end-myanmar-s-persecution-of-rohingyas.html�. The text of Tonkin's statement is reproduced after the reply.


�	 Tor Berger Jørgensen, born 1945, is a liberal bishop in Northern Norway who worked in Japan for some years.


�	 Rev. Zaw Win Maung is Bishop of the Methodist Church in Upper Burma.


�	 See http://2.bp.blogspot.com/-Se1c9Okz8eE/VWbFpxGlGtI/AAAAAAAA08c/SaziY0R1ixg/s400/group%2Bpix%2Bat%2Bthe%2BOslo%2BConference.jpg


�	 The contribution can be seen at http://www.maungzarni.net/2014/11/watch-amartya-sen-here-term-slow.html.


�	 The American billionare (born 1930 in Budapest) was a student of Karl Popper and named the foundation established by him after his famous book „The Open Society and Its Enemies“. The „Burma Project“ established in 1993 is an organisation of the Open Society Institute.


�	He was born in 1949 and received the Nobel Peace Prize together with Bishop Belo in 1996. From 2007 to 2012 he was President of East-Timor.


�	 Mahathir ben Mohamad (born 1925) was Prime Minister of Malaysia between 1981 and 2003. In 1997 during the Asian financial crisis he accused Soros of using the wealth under his control to punish ASEAN for welcoming Myanmar as a member. 


�	 Maguire (born 1944) received the Nobel Peace Prize in 1976 together with another female peace activist from Northern Ireland.


�	 The former Anglican Bishop in South Africa (born 1931) was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 1984 for his engagement in the anti-apartheid movement.


�	 For a critique of his activities by other Rohingyas see http://www.presstv.com/detail/2013/07/15/313874/arakan-rohingya-union-bitterly-divided/.


�	The party contested the 2010 elections and won some seats in the Upper House (Amyotha Hluttaw) and the state parliament of Rakhine.


�	Two special rapporteurs on Myanmar appointed by the General Secretary. Razali brokered the talks between government and Aung San Suu Kyi that resulted in her release in 2002.


�	 As a „backgrounder“ to the conference, the following statement about the plan was published: In July 2014, Myanmar government floated a comprehensive plan, known as the “Rakhine Action Plan”, to erase both Rohingya identity and the group’s legal residency in their own ancestral land and sent a 3-member advocacy team – made up of President’s adviser and former academic Dr Kyaw Yin Hlaing, Immigration Minister and ex-Brigadier Khin Yi, and Rakhine Chief Minister and ex-Major General Maung Maung Ohn - to lobby western governments and relevant international organizations to accept Myanmar’s official plan to solve “the Rohingya problem”. 


	Thein Sein’s government in Myanmar is currently implementing the Rakhine Action Plan. This is evidenced from the further illegalization and disenfranchisement of the vast majority of ethnic Rohingya since March this year, by forcibly confiscating their White Cards, the only documentation that Rohingyas had of their legal, permanent residency. Meanwhile, the international community’s attention is diverted to the fighting along the country’s Sino-Burmese borders between Myanmar army and Kokant Chinese armed resistance organization and its allies, as well as Aung San Suu Kyi’s attempts to push for changes in the military’s 2008 Constitution in time for this year’s planned elections.  


�	 Daniel Feierstein, Genocide as a Social Practice: Reorganizing Society under the Nazis and Argentina’s Military Juntas. Translated from Spanish (Argentine) by Douglas Andrew Town. Rutgers University Press, 2014. 






