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v ABSTRACT -
DYNAMICS OF ETHNIC. RELATIONS IN BURMESE. SOCIETY: w
A CASE STUDY OF INTER-ETHNIC RELATIONS BETWEEN
THE BURMESE AND THE ROHINGYAS . . .
by ' ‘ °
Salimullah Bahar '
- Ethnic relations in Burmese society between the

Burmese .and the Rohingyas is examined analytically 'in this

-case study in order to understand the dynamics of ethnic
relations between these two‘grcups. The hypothesis.tested
here‘is} in a multi-ethnic society, the higher the degree of
segmentation of the subordinate ethnic grodp coupled with the
higher. degree of control over the group S scarce rewards- by
the superordlnates, the greater the confllct.\

In thls research both qualltatlve and quantltatlve
data were used which 1nclude; official statistics, secondary
~da§a. intervie@s witﬁ the Rohingya refugees of the 1978 exocdus
intc Bangladesh, observation of the refugee camps, and interview
with Burmeee and Rohingya leaders. The questlonnalre used for
the fleld survey contalned many cpen-ended guestions designed
to tap the respondents' underlying perspective that might shape
the dynamics of the Burmese situation. The total number of
cases interviewed was. 309. i

~

Rohlngyas are con51dered by the Burmese as ‘i1legal

-

foreigners in Burma, but this research will put forth the

fact that since their forefathers came from different places

0
-

iii
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to settle in Arak& centuries ago. and their territory has ‘been
. \ . ; .

invaded by foreign powers (most important of whom were the Bur-
mése); Rohingyas in the course of time have developed into an
ethnic group of Burma. The continued invasion of their terri-

-

tory has resulted ié the establishment of new Rohingya settle-

" ments in Chittagong of.pfesént Bangladesh. In spite of their

'multiplicity of background in the Arakan region, Rohingyas

form an ethnic group with distinct institutions; culturg, ‘
languagé and religion;: that is théy exhibit a hiéh degree of
enclosure. The ‘pluralistic nature of Rohingyas which took its
root in precolonial times 'was inspired by the British.protec?
tion from the invﬁding Burmesé and thﬁ privilege grantéd them
in ;ultural matters in the colonial period. i
* In the pbst-colonial peried} Rohingyas as a plu#alistic
minority with high aspirations fo cultufai autonomy, formed
a polarity'J% relations with the Eurmese wheri - faced with'the
latter's ambit{on to establish their language, réligionuand
culture as the official ones in the state of Burm;. rThé ’
Rohingyas were denied the privileges and'protection granted
to them in_thé colonial period and became the object of col-
lective discriminatién. Pheir failure’to negotiate their
demands for cul%ural autonomy in the ngw‘sfate led them to
revolt against the Burmgse. in 1948-45 they controlled mﬁst
oflthei: land. ‘In this stage Rohiﬁgyas moved from the posit- .
ion of plufalistic miﬁority'to igat of'seceséionist minofity.
The-M;yu Frontier Administration (MFA), an army admipistration

of Rohingya territory with the collaboration of the Arakani

iv



Burmese, was set up in 1961 to ensure Rohlngya subordination.
Tn the face of Burmese mllltary control and gen001de ‘
oof'Rdhlngyas, the latter gradually lost the land they had once~
controlled; they were dlsmlssed from thelr jobs, denied thelr
'rlght to vote, and are now called illegal foreigners in Burma.
-In 1978 -2 total of 20? 172 Rohlngyas were expelled from Burma.l‘
many of them wounded bM bullets or their women raped by the
Burmese army. later that same year they were accepted as E‘
citizens of Burma, bpt they are now -2mployed as forced ‘labour.
At present, restrlgzgons have been placed on their movement
from ore place to another, and they are restricted in their :
right to attend religious institutions of their choice." j
Considering the coercive control by the Burmese over
the.Rohingyas and other minorities which developed after }
independence, particulafly during General Ne Win's-rule, /
Burma's situation is termed here ae_one of attempted forceful;

assimllation of its minorities by the Burmese., This is ‘termed

T
[
{

here as a stage of confllct situation. /

The findings of this study suggest that the- Rohlngyas,
like many of Burma s powerless but sece351onlst minorities
living under Burmese domination in this conflict gituation,
have developed a feellng of allenatlon from the state of Burma
The existence of many actlve mlnorlty rebel fronts (for example,
the R.P.F. for the Rohingyas) suggests that Burmese coerciwve
control has not solved Burma's problems; -and if such conflicp
is not resolved in the years.ahead,lermese society might tdnn

.tqwards disintegration.



+a, work of merit,

DEDICATION

While the Burmesé and the Rohingyas are in con-
flict, and this is an exposition of the conflict situaticn,

none of them probably would appreciate it. So I better . -

affectionately dedicate this to my dear mother, who with?
many of her type, believes in\Fhe principle of 'live and let
live'. . -

Mother, if this tribute of reverence and gralitude
gives you a day's~pleasure, it would.have been a 'Valo Kaz'--

N
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e " CHAPTER I
') _ INTRODUCTION

Ethnic identity of an individual in a group is the
resylt of his or her membership in a épecific ethnic groﬁb'
bgséd.on,differéht criteria, for example, geographical loca-
tion, language, religion, culturg, or histofyh Ethnic
identification in general tends to involve a sense of loyalty
to and oneness with a particular group, thereby creating a

- * A
feeling of security. In this sense, individuals and groups

- in all societies, developing or developed, totalitarian or

democratic, closed or open, tend to base their definitions
and interpretatiohs of social realify on'thézfethnicity;
Based on ethnic identitx, pluralistic minorities in a hetero-
éeneous soclety develop a'polarity'in relations and when the
dominant group tries to absorb the subordinate éroups into its
own cultural values, the latter develop resistance to the
dominant group's pull toward integration to the degree that
they possess ethnic identity and consciousnéss of their
Idifferénces. In such a situation'éhere develops an interplay
of forces advancing, retreating, converging or divergiﬂé in
patterns of greaféé‘or lesser stability. In,anlinteraction
situation like this, as the domz;gnt group pulls toward

integration into its own cultural values and the subordinate

-

1
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‘groups push toward gradual disintegration, there develops a

@ynamiglprocess of intggration versus conflict. The aim of
thisithesis is to examinelsuch a trenq in Burmese society.' -

' Burma is a country in South-East Asia with "approx-
imately one hundred different ethnic groups and subgroup :
(Maring, 1973; 63) It included these ethnic grodps witgj;”;;\\\\
from the colonial British Indian Empire of Burma. The major

ethnic groups of Burma are the Burmese, Shans, Kachins,

Karens, Rohingyas, Lahus, Mons and Chins.l

The dominant
group among them is.the Burmese. The others have their_dif-'
ferenﬁes from the Burmese in thei? historical origin and
language; for some, such,;s the Karens, Mons, and Rohingyas,
there is also a difference in religion. The majority of the
Karens are Christians; DMons are mostly Animists; and Rohin-
gyas are Muslims and Hindus. Most of the minorifies_live in
areas fringing the Burmese heartland. Collectively they
océupy 55 percent of. the country's area. The British govern- .
ment administered these éreas separately fromlthe rest of

\

Burma.

In 1947, a year before the independence of Burma, the
ethnic groups entered into an agreement wifh.the Burmese at
Panglong; they would join the state gf Burma‘ﬁith the pre-
condition of autonomy in cultural and locgl political matters.
In‘the constitutional convention later the same year, this
agreemeht was changed into a ﬁnique federal éystem. After
+the independence of Burma, these ethnic groups, in varying

degrees, continued resistance movements and tried to maintain



3
their distinct cultural identitiés under governments headed’
by the Burmese. The latter launched a programme of Burmaq{:'
zation to inéorﬁorate eleﬁents of séveral culfures of difggrent
ethnic groups into a_truly Burmese national culture.

) Ethnig'grpups that developed resistance movements

against the Burmese policy were: the Karéns, Shans, Kayahs,
Ro?ingyas,»Kachins and Mens. The Karens, Rdhingyas an&jMons

have been in oppesition sinte 1948, the Shans and Kachins

-

'since 1959. All were seeking tolerance for their cultural
differences from the Burmese, and security against Burmese
arbitrariness. Resentment on the part of the minorities
also developed beéause of the adoption of Buddhism in 1961
as the officiﬁl state religion of ﬁurma. Burméese was also
introduced as the only official languége of Burma. In 1962,
in the face of severe minority revolts, Prime Minister U Nu
called the minority leaders.together and opened a federal
seminar to hear their demands. ‘In December of that year,

General Ne Win (known as a Burmese nationalist) and his army

'staggd_a coup d'état and overthrew the parliamentary govern-
ment of U Nu and tock over power. - They dissolved the

pailiément, arrested the minority legders, and changed the

: fedéral form of government to central control. This further

-

deteriorated the state of dominant and subordinate group

relations. Silverstein remarks: : -

Since 1962 two major political forces provided
leadership in the nation: the military and the
insurgents. Of the two, the military is
cohesive and in control of the state while

the insurgents are divided. (1977 44)
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During the various uprisings ethnic groups took control of
most of the bordefing minority‘areés. Hugh Tinker mentions
that the minority pecples launched "substantial guerilla
movemgnts,'fighting the Burma army and maintaining a somewhat
precarious hold over about Lod% qf pnion territofy.“ (19%7;l38)
Reeent\info?mation on the Shan people discloses that
"tribal people‘in that regiqn grow poppies, gather the opium
and sell it to any one of séveral liberation armies, including
the SUA (Shan United Army), the SAE_(Shan Army Eastern), and
the SSA (Shan State Army)." (Butler: 1980; 2) In addition to
thié lucrative opium trade, "they put a levy on every Shan

household in order to finance their operations." (Far Eastern

Economic Review (F.E.E.R.}., 4 Jan. 1980). Butler reports:
"These rebel groups have spent the past three decades osten-
.sibly fighting for independence from Rangoon, thg capital of
Burma." (1980, 2) A Karen National Liberation Army (XKNLA)
spokesman detailed to a F.E.E.R. reporter

. a number of recent clashes with Burmese
. troops including one on December 19, in which

: they claim to have destroyed a Burmese AT 33
aireraft which had been bombing their po-
sitions. (F.E.E.R., 2 March 1979, 28)

In spite of the minority's paséion to figﬁt on, .
General Ne Win's grip shows no sign of slacking. He runé a
tightly closed and relatively controlled socilety. "The press
is government-run and military intelligence sources which. ¢
keep a check on all unpatriotic activities are answerable to
the general himself." (F.E.E.R., 17 April 1971; 20)

As a consequence of Burmese policy, news of turbulence
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has reached the outsiae world only when it spilled over the
border into neighbouring Thailand, Bangladesh or India. These
issues raised cocncern among many researcﬁers.
According to the tribal research centte at
Chiengmai University in Thailand, there have
been recent large influxes of Lahu people
from Burma saying they find Thailand more
peaceful. (Tapp, 1977: 80)
In 1978 a huge number of Burma's indigenous Rohingya

A

population .took shelter in Bangladesh.? There were oéhep

-~
.

rgports that an influx of Rohingya refugees to Bangladesh,
Indfa and other countries of the region was a regular phen-
omenon since the independence of Burma. (See Appendix 4) S e
. Turbulence among Burma's ethnic groups found its
description and varied analyses in many scholarly studies
made on the historical, political and cultural aspects of ~
Burma's ethnic groups. But there is no siﬁglg detailed socio-
logical study dong on Burma which explains the d&namics of
interethnic rélatZdns between the Burmese and the other
minority groups. Adopting Schermerhorn's thecretical frame-
work of intergroup relations, this thesis presents a case
study of the dynamics of inter-ethnic relations between the
Burmese and the Rohingyas within a sociological perspéctive.‘
This is an exploration in macro-sociology, with also an
emphasis on micro-analysis of facts.
The hypothesis that will be tested here is:
The higher the degfee ¢f enclosure of the
subordinate ethnic group coupled with the
higher degree of control over the group's
scarce rewards .by the superordinate, the
greater the conflict. Conversely, the lower
the degree ¢f enclosure coupled with the lower

degree of control over scarce rewards, the
greater the integration. (Schermerhorn, 1%970:

255)
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In the above statemént Schermerhorn emphasizes two

-

factors that are nécéssary to understand the dynamiec process
of integrat;on and conflict behavior of thesuperbrdipate and
subordinate groups. They are: firstly, the degree of the
difference between the subordinate and thesuperorhinate-groﬁps:
and secondly, the dominant group;s degree of control in the
gubopdinate group's political, cultural and ecdnomic life.
These fad&ors, assumed he;e, work - together to cause minority
responses of either integration or conflié; behavior within
the society. - For an analysis of the dynamics of intergroup
relations, Schermerhorn’ states:
The task of intergroup research is to account

for the modes of integration (and conflict)

as dependent variables in the relationship

between dominant groups and subordinate ethnic

groups in different societies. (1970: 15)
Although Schermerhorn emphasizes his framework as more advan-
tageous on a broad rdnge of data, especially comparative
studies of different types of societies, however; because of
its flexibility and broadness, it is undoubtedly useful in
case studies of intergroup relations of é\society. In order -
to understand-thg dynamics of intergroup relations this
thesis aims at examining the independent variables in Burmese
Rohingya fe;ations.

The reasons for selecting’the Burmese and the Rohingyas

for this*inter-ethﬁic'group relations study as a caSevof
dominant and subordinate groups respéctively are as follows.

Firstly,, the Burmese as an ethhic group are the majority

in population size’ and power. Rohingyas as an ethnic group
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are a minority in population size and subordinate in the

possession of power.

Secondly, the reason for selecting the Rohingyas as‘:
the subordinate group for this study (as opposed to other
. minority groﬁps in Burmese society) is that, since the
~independence of ﬁurma, they are one of the groups that
'developed resistance against the Burmese demination. _Besiaes"
this, the most important reason for selecting the Rohingyas
for this study is the access to infofmatibﬁ about them.
During the miiitary rule starting in 1962, and the subseqguent
constitutional dittatorship period, scholars were not allowed
to Work on the ethnic groups of Burma. They had to rely on
reports of diploﬁﬁts and occasional journalists permitted ‘
brief visits into the dountr&. This researcher managed to
.get access to almost all possible sources of information-
available on the Rohingyaé”living inside Burma. Also, this

N

researcher personaliy interviéwed Rohingya refugees who in
1978 took shelter in Bangladesh.’ -

The term "Burmese" (as‘an ethnic group) includes both
Burmese liying in mainlan@ Burmé, 1ocaliy known as Burmans, Zf
‘and the Burmese living in the Arakan region, locally known
as Arakani Moghs. _The Rohingyas are also known as Rohingya
Muslims or Muslims of Arakan, and the Rohingya Hindus as
Hindus of ‘Arakan. In this research,.ﬁﬁile focussing on the
Rohingyas, the general term “Rohingﬁas? will refer to the
Rohingyas of both religious groups. The Rohingyas are spread

in the Arakan region of Burma, a coastal strip in the north-

‘,west part of Burma bo:dering on Bangladesh and India. (For



the Burmese and Rohingyas' location, see Appendix 9.)

In this introductory chapter, the issues have been
identified, and both the justification and the framework of
the Project have been set forth. 1In Chapter II a féview of
the literature is made and the conceptual framework of the
thesis is developed with a discussion of the methodology of
the thesis.

Chapter III givés the social setting in_which Burmese-
- Rohingya relationsg developed historically. For that, a gen-
eral outline is given of the pre-colonial and colonial
periods. : » .

In Chapter IV, an'attempt is made to explain the Polarity
of Burmese-Rohingya.relations. In order to do }his the anal-
ysis reverts to Schermerhorn's assumption that the existence
ﬁgf‘a higher degree of segmentation of the subordinate group
with respectlto the dominant group (ér enclosure) is likely %o
create a higher degree of conflict.when met with a higher
degree of control of its scafce rewards and coercive control.
by the dominant group.. In section 1 of the chapter, the degree
of segmentation of the Rohingyas is examined and in section 2
the degree of Burmese control in therRohingyas' political,
cultural and ecconomic life is studied.

In'Chapter V ‘the findings ¢f the dynamics of Burmese-
Rohingya relatlons are- summarlzed -and a discussion about the

lmpllcatlons of these findings is presented. Recommendations

for further sfudies are also put forth. 0 ..

i



NOTES

Among the historians and polltlcal scientists who
worked on Burma, for example Hugh Tinker (1977), J. Silver- .
stein (1980), the criteria for choosing the major ethni¢ gtbups
of Burma is misleading. They mention the major ethnic groups
without reference to any criterion, and used the government's
account of Burma's ethnic groups. Silverstein even named
Rohingyas as Bangladeshi. Many groups like the Rohingyas,
who by their population size and by the degree of their resis-
tance to the Burmese have proved their ethnic identity, must
be considered major ethnic groups of Burma. . In this research,
the criterion of population size is secondary to the more
important criterion for determining ethnicity, namely, the
feeling of identity and solldarlty reflected in their resis-
tance movements, .

~

2In 1978 the total number of refugees taking shelter
in Bangladesh was 207,172, This data was collected from °
Ukiya Refugee Headquarters on July 12, 1978 when the influx
of refugees remained relatively static. For further details
see Table 5.

3In 1963 the population of Burma was 22,670,000, 1In
this estimate, Burmese included Burmese living in mainland
Burma and the Arakani Burmese, Mons and Burma's cther small
minorities were 17,000,000, Rohingyas were separately A
estimated to number 1, 500 000 For details on this, see -
Appendlx 5.



CHAPTER II
THEORY AND METHODOLOGY

Tiéory
»

Since Burma's independence,’ turmoil in its ethnic rela-
tioﬁs has remained an issue of concern. The question remains
as to hdw to understand the forces and the dynamics of the
situation. |

Scholarly works such as those of historians.M. Yegar {1972),
J. Purnival (1957) and H. Tinker(196?)f§oliticgl scientist
J. Silverstein (1977); and anthropologist E. R. Leach (1973)
may help to understand many im;ortant asﬁects of Burmese life
and ethnic groups, but they do not explain the'dynamics of the
problem. '

The review of ihteygroup relations literature reveals
that the major theoretical approaches of sociology which focus
on intergroup relations as discussed below aré theories
mostly developed in the context of Western societies. As

Schermerhorn points out:

Our specialists in intergroup relations have lacked
firsthand contacts with population groups in the
developing nations and because of this have missed
the stark contrasts that exist between ethnic
enclaves in the new states and those in more

. industrialized societies. (1970; 5) |\

One of the Western sociologists' prominent intergroup
theorists, E. R. Park developed a theory under the ecological
approach which presents a race relations cycle iJléhiCh "o

*

inter-racial adjustments that follow...migration and conquest

10
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involve racial competition, coﬁflict. accomodation and event-
ually assimilation. (1950, 104).'There are other theorists

«in this branch such as Liﬁd’f1969) and Glick (1955) with a
similar approach to race relations. |

The status consistency theory focuses on social change
in race relations as a reéult‘of.the effects of economic

‘change on the saciety's colonial structure. Using this
approach, Bagley (1970) explains facial problems in the United
States as a result of social mobility experienced by some
Negroes which resulted in "rank disequilibrium,” increasing
the sense of deprivation, social ;qustice, and racial
mobility. T f—

Van Den Berghe (1967), following a societal character-
istics approach, characterizes race relations as "paternal-
istic" or "competitive" according to the nature of society's
economy, diviskon of labbur,-mobility system, social strat-
ification, popﬁlation ratios, and value éonflict. He mentions
the first type as characteristic of a pre-induStrfhl setting
such as South Africa, Bfazil and the Southenn United States,
where race has been the major caste element in a rigid
authoritarian and exploitive situation., "Competitive" race
‘felations, en the other hand, occur in more industrial and
urban settings, where a strict racial cds%e is absent and
integration between dominant and subordinate groups.is
essentially a negative competition. Van Den Berghe's anal-,
yeis of intergroup relations, particularly stratification

variables, is a useful example of structural analysis.

.
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Adother sociological theory of intergroup relqﬁions
is the éocial contact theory approach. In it‘emphasis is
placed upon. the rac1al 1mpllcatlon$ of the klnd of 1ntergroup
| g%ﬁtact which ultlmately takes place in a SOclety s 1nteractlon
with outsiders. Banton (1967), in this theoretléél approach,
describes six oraerslof race relations in which he perceives'
initial contécf as having far-reaching sociological effects
on the kind of intergroup‘felations‘which follow., Van Den
Berghe (196;3\also delineatés particylar kinds of contacts
leading to raéism: militaiy conquest, f?éntier expansion,
;nd voluntary or involuntary migration.

Sociologists like E. R, Park (1950); Van Den Berghe
(1967), 0. Cox (1948), M. Gordon (1964), R. Williams (1964),
Schermerhorn (1970) and many others mentioned above separately
reiated race relations by analysing the f;llowing: strat-
ification patterns, basis of assimilation, patterns of
Qistriﬁution~of-powér, dynamics of intergroup‘relgtiOns, ahd
the‘sys%em of production.

' Even with all their differences in approach and étyle,
nedarly all the prominent authors of intergroup relations

' ” .
mentioned "'above, as Van Den Berghe remarks,

P

are in fundamental agreement on a number of points:

(1) Group relations must be studied at a sufficiently "macro™
ievel to analyze entire autonomous societies. *

(é) The main explanatory focus of .these relations is on a com-
bihation of political and économic ties between groups.

(3) It is necessary to give close attention to a society's
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historical evolution.

From fhe above discussion the following observations
can be-made. Firstly, the‘"interaction process"lor the
dynamics of intergrouplrelations is rarely discussed by
5001olog1sts involved in this area, Secondly, most of.the
5001010g1ca1 approaches were developed with reference to
societies which have experlenced migration of voluntary
immigrants, slave transfers, and the movement of forced labor
from one society to another,

Sociological work dealing wiﬁh‘societies which devel-
gped from di}ferent historical backgrounds can not serve as
a model for analyz1ng the society of Burma. a newly indepen-
dent state with a Eg}onlal background.

-: The third “observation is that most authors adopted a -
partial analysis of the problem in society, or in Van Dea
Berghe's words, "a piecemeai rather than a holistic approach.”
(1967:7) ‘ | M

Schermerhorn's general theoretical framework of inter-
group relations under the contact approach is adoptedufor this
analysis‘as it was developed for the understanding of the
dynamics of ethnie relations at a macro .level. He classifies
gifferent types of socleties in terms‘of;the recurrent ways
in which dominant and subordinate groups historically adéiined
their status as subseétions of a.larger society. In his

classification, he places Burma in the dolonization sequence

group. He mentions that colonizatian can be considered - '

either as a dependeﬁt variable or as a contextual variable.
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In view of the brevity of colonial rule in Burma, it is con-
Sidered here as a contextual variable 6hly.

. According to Schermeghorn. the independenE variaﬁles
that shape the ethnic relations of a society are:
(1j The degree of enclosure (institutionél separation or
segmentation of the subordinate group or groups from the
soclety-wide network of iﬁstitutions and associations). The
indicdators of the degree of enclosure are tﬁé same as those
mentioned by Van Den Berghe. They are: "ecological con-
céntratibn, endogamy, institutidonal duplication, asscciational
élpstering,'rigidity and clarity of group definition, seg-
mentary relations of members with outsiders." (1965; 78-79)

Examination of this variable helps to explain tﬁe
degree of polarity in intergroup)rela%ions. and whether the
subordinate group ié prone to resistance against the dominant
group, when considered in combinatioiﬂ:}th the c;@ei'variable.
(2) The degree of control exercised by the dominant éfoup
over scarce resources of the subordinate group. fhis variable
'is measured by examining thélsubordinate group's felations with
the dominant group in political, educétional, culturél and
economic aspects of life.- Hall (1979):terms this as the
pattern of domination by the dominant group over the ,subor-
dinate group. . -

For the aﬁplication'of Schermerhorn‘s éheory; ﬁhe
contextual variabie that needs scrutinf heré concerns the
nature and type of the ethnié group and the soclety to which

it belongs. The first contextual variable he mentions is
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membefship of a society in a more limited categoéy of societ-

ies distinguished by forms 6f iﬁstitutional dominance, i.e.

polify dominating economy, or vice versa. The Burﬁese rule

over the Rohingyés since the independence of Burma and the

military ?akeover by the Burmese 1is no doubt the syﬁbol of
domination of the latter group's political iﬁstitutions over -y 4
the Réhiﬁgyas. This ob&ious;y has’effects on the economic
institutions and their relations.

The second conte;tual variable is the agreement or
disagfeement between doﬁinant and subordinate groups 6n
collective goals for the latter, such as assimilation/ .
pluralism. The discussion in the iqtroductory chapter of the
éhesié reveals that the Rohingyas were fighting agaihst the
assimi%ationist goal of the’' Burmese in gp‘effort to attain_.
cultural autonomy. -

The third contextual variaﬁle which has relevance here
is "membership -of a society in a class or category of societ-
ies sﬂaring overall common cultural or structural features."
In this context, the Burmese and the Rohingyas are two
ethnic groups in a multi-ethnic‘éociety and the problem is
fundamentally one of their difference in cﬁltural rather than

. * ’ . -
¢lass or social categories. ;

Schermerhornlprovides a theoretical framework for analy-
éing interéroup relations emphasizing the analysis of the
historical background of the démiﬁaﬁt and -subordinate ethnic
groups. He also €xplains the peolarity in group relations in

the present. For these reasons, his ﬁytline seems most applic-

LY



' 16
able to the case,ét hand. In the contextlof race relations,
G. Kinloch advocates a similar idea thatl"analysis of race
} relations...[shoulﬁj concentrate oﬁ the nature of the social
setting in which these relations have developed historically
and are presently defined."” (1974, 92) |

' Since this is a. soéioldgical study of the dynamics of
ethnlc relations ‘in Burhese’ society, the underlylng objective
is to analyze the process of interaction between the Rohingyas
and the_BPrmese in its present context. .

" The key concepts used %hroughout the thesis are defined

below. -, ) ) o .

Ethnic Group

+ L . ’ s -
. In the modern world each society contains subsectlons

6r subsyétgms more or less distinct from the rest of the

population. The general term to designate this fraction of

i

the whole is "ethnic group”. Schermerhorn defines an ethnic
group as,

A collectivity within a larger society
hav1ng real or ‘putative common ancestry,
memories of a shared historical past, and
.a cultural focus on one or more symbolic

- elements defined as the epitome of their
peoplehood (1970; 12)

A necessary accompllshment of ethn1c1ty is some conscious-

ness of kind among members of the group.
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Dominant and Subordinéte.Groups

Schermerhorn defines dominant group as

, Fhat collectivity within a society
which has preeminent authority to fun-
ction both as guardians and sustainers
of the contrelling value system, and
prime allocators of rewards in the
society. (1970; 12-13)

'S

: ~
Schermerhorn also refers to it as a "group of greater or

lesser extensity, i.e. a restricted elite"; or "a temporary
or pefmanent coalition of interest groups or a majority.”
' Here the Burhese are referred to a5 a dominant ethnic group.
To explain the two d}mensions of size and power, Schermerhorn

uses the feollowing pawadigm.

Figure 1. Dominant and Subordinate Ethni¢ Groups

DOMINANT GROUPS

SIZE : POWER
GROUP A + + Majority group
GROUP B ° - + Elite

SUBORDINATE GROUPS

- ‘ SIZE POWER
' GROUP C . + - Mass subjects

‘GROUP D : - - . Minority group

~

Source: R. A. Schermerhorn, Compérative Ethnic Relations:.
A Framework for Theory and Research, 1970, p. 13.

a
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Because of their greater numbers (17.000.000 as opposed to -
.'1;500,000 Rohingyas), and their control of power as an ethnic
group, the Burmese are considered in Schermerhorn's A categony
as the dominant group of Burma; while lacking both power and

population size, the Rohingyas as an ethnic group are iden-

tified as a subordinate or minority group in his D category.

Degree of Enclosure ‘ .

A multiethnic society is by implication a éociet& with
plural structural units. Thése units have different cultures
and corelativel& are segmented or compartmentalized into
"analagous, parallel, non-complementary, but distinguishable
sets of institutions." (Van Den Berghe, 1967; mimeo,3)

Such societies, Schermerhorﬁ maintains

form a continuum...At one extreme of
this continuum is moncpoly of power by a
single dominant group governing and regu-
lating one or more other ethnic groups
through a coercive ‘political institution
which is the only common and unifying
institution in the scciety. In every other
respect the institutions of kinship, religion,
the economy, education, recreation and the
like are parallel but different in structure
and norms...Generally, this is compounded by
differences in language and sometimes by race
as well. The distinguishing feature in it is
institutional pluralism and duplication which
assures that members of each ethnic group
//’ ‘ playing roles in their own institutions havee
most of their social participation restricted
to interaction with those of their own group,
meeting those of other ethnic. groups only
fleetingly or occasionally in impersonal
contacts...[in Furnivall's terms] 'chiefly
in the market place'...This exclusiveness
of social participation regulated by instit-
utional rules and standards for each cultural
unit is a variable, not a fixed category, 1i.e.
there may be more or less exclusiveness, (1970, 124-5)
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For this variable, Schermerhorn prefers the term "degree of
. enclosure” and points out that "...the greater the degree of
enclosure, among the cultural sections, the greatér is the

potential for purely cqercive integration." (1970; 125)

L

Integration
To eiplain "integration" in the context of intergroup
relations, Scherﬁerhorn,raised a guestion:

What are the conditions that foster or prevent
the integration of ethnic groups into their '
environing societies?....How this question is
answered will depend of course on the_meaning
we give to integration...[Integration] is not
an end-state but a process whereby units or
elements are brought into an active and coor-
dinated compliance with the ongoing activities
and objectives of the dominant group in that
society. (1970; 14) _ ' .
»
If this formulation leads the research in the right direction,

it is ‘then proper to acknowledge Schermerhorn's definition of

the task of intergroup research.

Polarity of Relat&ons ‘
In a multiethnic society the degree of difference
in the aims of the dominant group and the subordinate group
are a measure of the polarity in their relations. Schermerhorn
points out that ] ’
When societies attain the complexity of

the nation-state, the state itself becomes

more.or less identified with the interests

and values of a dominant group for fulfilling

the functional requirements of the entire

society. (1967; 235-240) .

In such a situation, when the fulecrum of the authority is the

L
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state, the domiﬁanf group, rather than the total sociéty,
becomes fhe agent of the lever. Both totalitarian societies
And many in the developing nations have oligarchical domin-
ation of one form or another. A minority ethnic group with
a high degree of enclosure is an obstacle to this goal of
total integration, and a polarity of relations with the
dominant group often results. -

~
Dynamics of Intergroup Relations

Now, when the dominant group tries to integrate a
subordinate group, there develops from a polarity iﬁ group
relaticns a polarity of actions that produces a series of
intermittent social structures to satisfy now divergent, now
convergent, now clashing aims. Such a continuous process of
modification in intergroup relations in the difection‘of
integration or conflict is termed here the "dynamics of

ethnic relations",

Pluralistic Minority to Secessionist Minority

Louis Wirfh (1975) defined é pluralistic minority as one
which seeks toleration for its differences from the dominant
group. He maintains.that the aim of the pluralistic minority
is aqhieved wheri it has succeeded in wrestiﬁg from the dom-
inant group the fullest measure of equality in éll ?hings
economic and poiitical. and’ the right to be left alone in
all things cultural. '

The initial goal of an emerging minority group, then,
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is to seek toleration of its cultufal'differences. If suf-
ficient toleration and autonomy is attained, the pluralistic
minority advances to the assimilétionist stage, characterized
by the desire for acceptance by and incorporation into the
dominant group. Frustration of this desire for full parti&— -
ipation, on the other hand, is likely‘to produce secessionisf
tendencies which may take the form of either the completeb
separation from the dominant gfoup and the establishment of
sovereign nationhood, or the strive to become incorpcrated into
another state with which there exists close cultural or
historical identification. N

What happens in the interim state betwéen a pluralistic
minoritj and a secessionist minority is one of the issues-
raised in this thesis. The failure to gain either acceptance
by the dominant group or to‘separate from it leads to alien-
ation on the pért of minorities. The term alienaticn has
a broad meaning in Marxist literature. In this research it
_is used to explain "ethnic alienation" in a situation of inter-
nal colonialism. In this sense it refers to two states of
mind: (1).pqwerlessness.befope the stafe §represented by the

‘dominanf group), and (2) estrangement from the state.

Methodology

- ,.

Empipical work,onﬂthis society is limited in both depth
and SCOPe: However, there are s@me étudies, such as M. Yegar's
(1972) which is historical in nature but also has some
~discussion of the ﬁresent, based on participation and obser-

vation of Rohingya life; and J. Silverstein's (1977) analysis
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. of politiecs in Bﬁrma,.two secondary sources on which for
historicai informatioﬁ and ihformation on the present soclety
this work relied heavily.

Considering the nature of the problem, and the availability
of data, this purely exploratory and analytical work emphas-
izes both qualitative and quantitative data. Tﬁe latter is
based on a field survey of the thirteen Rohingya refugee
camps in July of 1978 (see Table 5 for details). The
. total number of refugees registeréd in the.:émps was 207,172,
Of these 309 were interviewed. The attempt at interviewing
a large sé;ple was foiled by Bangladesh Government employees
responsible for the refugee camps, on whose orders the inter-
viewers' had to withdraw from interviewing. However, the
present §ample, thdugh a small proportion compared to a large'
population size, is fortunately proportionatély representative
of all the refugee camps. (See Table 6 for details.)

The questionnaire for the field survey:contained many
open-ended questions designed to tap the respondents' under-
lying perspective that shaped the dynamics of the Burmese
situation. (See Appendix q; 7 for qﬁestiénﬁairés used. )

In an attempt to*gstablish the validity an&.reliability
of the data, this research includes the reseafcher's own
pafficipation in and observation of camp life, and interviews
with Rohingya parliéﬁentarians, dismissed college professors
and R.P.F. leaders in Bangladesh, as well as with the Burmese.

To assess thé présent government's policy regarding the

Rohingyas, the research also includes references to Burmese
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Government circulations published in newspapers, national
periodicals and letters received from friends living ink
Burma. Besides these, the researcher through mailed question-
naires recently received the opinion of Rohingyalleaders {who
are presently liying oﬁ Burma3s'Indian‘aﬁ€ Bangladesh fron- -
tiers) about issues of concern.

Due to the government's restrictions on foreign and
-Rohingya scholars studies on the ethnic groups of Burma,

Iy
particularly Rohingyas, very limited up-~-to-date secondary

data and &ifferent official figures are availabie outside
Burma. Moreover, the census reports are incomplete and )
therefore{current figures are only approximéted. The inacces-
sibility of such information remains one of the most

serious limitations of this research.

Conclusion

There is littlé doubt that the social ferment of the,
mid-twentieth century which‘étimulated renewed interest in
race and ethnic relations on a global scalé has not yet suc-
" ceeded in bringing.toéether'ipformation on this topic from
every corner of the world. In Burma's case, though, there is
a poverty of attempts."Surely there exist assumptions made

from this part of the world. Such is the one made by Scher-

merhoern. This research is an attempt from a closer perspective

to examine such a hypothesis and bring it to add to the global
store of information on ethnic relations in Burmese society.

In this endeavour, with many unaveidable limitations,
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this researcher tries to make maximum use of various levels
of available data and fit it into the ‘related perspectives
so as to understand the dynamics of ethnic relations. To
explain the dynamics of present intergroup relations between

the Burmese and the Rohingyas, the next chapter in this research

begins with a historical outline of the Burmese situation.

Cp)

=3
&
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CHAPTER TIIT
Ca THE HISTORICAL OUTLINE

Burma was occupiled byithe British in three successive
wars. The last one was in the year 1885; after which time
British rule was established all over Burma. . Burma Became
independent in 1948 after only a short period of colonial
rule. Because of the brevity of colonial rule, thé emphasis
here is on the pre-colonial period as well. Leifef pointed
out that Burma's "...ethnic incompatibility goes back to
pre-colonial times. Burmese history is full of accounts of‘
conflict between Burmans led by their kings and other ethnic
groups." (19727 30) . .

Rbhingyéé"aé an ethnic groﬁp developed from‘differeﬁt
stocks of people as a result of Burmese and other‘various.
invasions,

[

The Burmese and the Rohingyas in Pre-Colonial Times -

: Since-the,Rohingyas are regarded by the Burmese as
illegal immigrants (people of Indian origin) in Burma today,
it is important for this analysis to examine the Burmese
reiatioﬁsﬁwith the Rohingyas in ﬁre—colonial days.

' Rohingyds are not an ethnic group which developed from

one tribal group affiliation or single racial stock. Tides

25
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of people like the Arabs, Portuguese, Moghuls, Bengalis,
Turks, and peoplés from central A8ia came-mostly.as'%raders
or warriors overland or through the sea route. Many settled

in Arakan, and mixing with_the-local'people, deve;oped the .

'gresent stooquf people known as Rohingyas. In terms of

their origin and{cultu:e,'as'well'as their present geograph-
iéal'locatiogpeéﬁ;;e?is no doubt that historieally, they have
mixed more with the Ihdian'people than with the Burmese.
But the Rohingyas- clalm that in terms of their culture they -
are neither Indian nor Burmese. This is supported in the
interviews witﬁ fefggee'Rohingya leaders in Bangladesh.

‘ The Rohing&as-preéently populate an’area,which extends
from Arakan in the eouth to Chittagong in present Bangladesh
in the north. There is no great geoéraph;cal-barrief to
divide Arakan. from Chittagong On the-cbntrary,'the whole
area 1s-knom& as "Greater Chlttagong" ;It is 350 miles long,
lying along the eastern shores of the Bay of Bengal, and is

cut off from the rest of Burma by a range of near impassible

» mountains known as Arakan Yoma .The significant events that

shaped the Rohlngyas as a race and their demographic concen-

tration are disgussed below. d

- From a study of coinage and foreign relations, an

Arakan historidn M. S. Collis came to the conclusion that

The area now known as North Arakan had
been for many years...the seat of Hindu oo
dynasties; in 788 A.D. a new dynasty known
as the Chandras founded the city-of Wasali;
this city became a noted port to which as
many as a thousand ships came annually...-
Wasali was an easterly Hindu kingdom of Bengal....
Both government and people were Indian. (1925; 39-43)
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The first group to leave its mark upon the culture of this
area were the Arabs, who Collis méntions.'made the Indian Ocean
an Arab lake with their continued contact with the Eadt. They
extended their trade from the Red Sea to Chlna. :

Not all the Arabs who settled in Arakan d1d so by
choice; because of shipwrecks some were forced to éeek refuge
on the shore and remained there to settle. Suéh shipwrecks
were recorded at about the .time when Arakani Chandra King
Mahat -Sendaya ascended the‘throne in- 788 A.D.

In his reign several ships were wrecked

on Ramree Island and the crews, said to

have been Mohammadans, were sent to Arakan
proper and settled in villages. (Smapt, 19575 17)

The Arab presence in Arakan contipued uplto the seven-
teenth centﬁry, when European traders séifed to the Easterﬁ
Seas. The Arabs developed a port city in Arakan ;nown as
Akyab. The Arabic version Ak-Ab méans 'place of a river
meeting the sea'; .

Usdally the Arabs did not bring their women -and prob-
-ably took locél females as wives. Thg descendents of the
miked marriages between the logal Indians and  the Arabs no
doubt forméd the original nucleus of the Rohingyas of Arakan..
"The Rohingyas still carry the Arab dress and customse." (Irwin,
19453 22) )

T/

While this process was af wofk, a Mongolian invasion
in 957 A.D. swept'ovér Wasali, destroying the Indian Chandra
kingdom. Thus began the ::ijs?}dn of the Rohingya and Indian
populations from the southgto-the northern part of Arakan.

The second most important contribution to Rohingya
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identity and extension in the Arakan region came as a con- -

sequence of the Burmese invasion of 1404, When Arakan was

attacked, Noromi-Kala, the king of Arakan, took refuge at .

Gaur, the capital of Bengal in India. The Arakanese king

remained there for twenty-four years, leaving his country in

the hands of the Burmese. Nasir Uddin, the Shah of Guar, in

1430 sent troops to face the Burmese and restored Noromi-

" Kala to the throne of Arakan. Noromi-Kala took thi title
Solaman Shah and established the city of Mrohauné. The
people living in the dity were known as the Rohingyas.lf

For the next hundred yeafs, from 1430 to 1530, Arakan
remained feudatory to Bengal, paid tribufe, learned its
history- and politics. How many people from Gaur settled in
Arakan is not knowﬁ, but the_Rohingyas claim that'contaqt
with the people of Gaur during this period had a significant
impact on their life. During this period the Rohingyas
becéme Muslims. They bullt the Sandikhan Mosque at Mrohaung,
developed curious mosgues known as Buddermokan which were a

.common plﬁce of worship by both Muslim and Hindu Rohingyas.
Harvey mentions that "doubtless it is the Mohamedan influence
which led to women being more secluded in Arakan than in
Burma." (1947 90) In this period the foundation of unique
Rohingya culture and traditions was laid. ﬁohingya writérs
and poeté working in this period wrote in their own Rohingya
language. | . -

- Another important factor which helped inérease the

Bengali contribution to Rohingya culture in Arakan came as &

A
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result of the Portuguese presence in the eastern seas of the
Béy of Bengal in the seventeenth century at a time when there
existed a weak government in Bengal. It was early in that

century that %he Portuguese reached the shores of Bengal and

Arakan. They came 'in contact with the Burmese Mogh and their

knowledge of firearms and artilléry helped thé Burmese to
establish piracy'in civil war-torn Bengal.

The capture and enslavement of prﬁsoneré was one of .
tﬁeir most lucrative types of plunder. Half the prisoners
taken by the Portuguese and all the artisans were given to
the Burmese Mogh. The rest were sold on the market or forced
to settle in the. villages near Mrohaung. Year after year
they invadéd énd piundered the lowlands of Benggl, carrying
off the inhabitants as slaves. These depredafioné were
carried to such an extent that in Renell's map of Bengal pub-
lished in 1794 a note is entered across the portion of the
Sundarbans south of Backerguange, stating that
‘ This part of thé country has been deserted

on account of ravages of the [Burmese] Mogh. ..
whose general practice was to kill the men

and carry off the women. (0'Malley, 1908) R
igh

In conjunctidn with the Mogh, the Portuguese penetrated h

into the rivers of Bengal and carried away inte slavery the ~

inhabitants of the riverside villages. Bernier mentions in

his account (1656-68):

Sometimes Moghs would sail back to the coast
where they had captured their prisoners and wait
until the villagers brought out sufficient
presents. to redeem their kinsmen from the ship.
This they called collecting revenug, and the
Portuguese among them kept redular account books.
Their activity decreased when the British began
to police the coii?. (Harvey. 1947: 94)
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It is not recorded how many people were taken from eastern
India to Arakan by sea as slaves and settled there, but it
.1s recorded that "...;n a single month, February 1727, they
carried off 1800 caﬁtifes f;om the southern parts of Bengal."
(Harvey, 1947: 14) SN

Also added to tﬁe Arakan population were Po}tuguese
'offspring whom the  Portuguese preferred to leaue/ﬁf%h the
" Rohingyas and who accepted the Muslim faitﬁ. (Harvéy, i960)

The next and perhaps last event which helped influence
the Rohingya charaéter and number in Arakan 'was in 1661 when
Shah Suja, the Mughal prince utterly defeated by‘Aurungzeb,
was driven to seeﬁ refuge in Arakan. He and his fam;ly and
fbllowers were assured of welcome by Hhe Burmese Mogh king.
But he and most of his followers were murdered on‘February 7,
1661. Descendents'of Shah Suja;s followers sf}ll survive
among the Roh;hgyas with their spécia; name, "Kamans",.

About a century before the British presence ianu}ma,‘
much of the Arakan population shiftéd north into Chittagong
as a result of Burmese invasions and policies. One of the
Single most important invasionsof this kind which contributed
to the rise and expansion of the Rohingya population in
present-day Bangladesh was that of King Bodawpaya. ‘

It was in 1784-85 that 30,000 Burmese soldiers captured
Arakan, returned to Burma with 20,000 people. as pPrisoners,
destroyed mosques, temples, shrines, seminaries and libraries,
including the Royal Library. 1In 1798, as a result of Burmese

raids, a horde of Arakanese poured into the British Indian
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terri?ory of Cox's Bazar (named after Captain Cox, who

died of sickness in supervising the refugee camps) at
Chittagong. . The Burﬁese king sent an envoy to Calcutta tel-
ling the Vice~Roy to deliver the ungratefui "savages" who
had dared to run away from his "beneficient rule". Hafvey
records: "Most of the fugitives were not even polifical
refugees but simply harmless people fleeing from death,"
(1962; 282) bﬁt the Burmese demanded the surrender Qf all
fugitives and regarded the British refuge as an act of open
hostility:

Tréditionally Burmese cruelty was such that "to break
the spirit of the people, they would drive men, women éhd
children into bamboo enclosures and burn them ali?e by the
hundreds.”" This resulted in the depopulatién of minority
groups sﬁch that "there are valleys where even today the
people have écarcely recovered their original numbers, and
men still speak with-a shudder of 'manar upadrap'® (;he oppres-
Sions of the Burmese)". (Harvey, 1947; 161) During the seven
years of their occupation the population of Arakan wash
reduced by no less than half, "During the early months of
1884, a quarter of a million [refugees took shelter] in the
English territory of Chittag;ng.“ (Harvey, 1947; 181) The |
oppression of the Burmese became clear from what refugees had

to say at the fime:

We will never return to the Arakan country;

if you choose to slaughter us here we are wil-
ling to die; if you drive us away we will go
and dwell in the jungles of the great mount-
ains. (Stuart, 1923; 93)



Captéin.dox, visiting Burma via Arakan in October 1796,
described the situation thus:
I am told there are many villages within
the banks, and cultivated; but suppose it
very partial, as the country appears to be
but thinly inhabited. Most of the ancient
inhabitants had deserted the country to
avoid the oppressive government. (1971} 426)

Among the Rohiﬁgyas permanéntly settled ip Chittagong
in Bangladesh even today, Burma is known with a special name,
'Mugher muliuk', the lawless society. The reasoning behind
the .policies and actions of Bodawpawa in the late eightgenth
century was not an exceptidn. It was the regular policy of
"most Burmese kings. The consequence of this was the extension
‘of the present-day Rohingya community frém Arakan to ‘Chitta-
gong. The éurmese massacres of Arakan apd fhe exodus of
people, in Harvey's words, was "little short.of a racial
migration.” (1947; 155) ‘

in the British period the Rohingyas who stayed in
Chittagong in India and settled there received maltreatment
from the Bengalis. They had regular fights with the Bengalis.
Each group maintained relations within their own community.
Even though the Rohingyas settled in Chittagong, they con-
sidered Mrohaung in Arakan as their capital rather than Daceca,
the capital of.East Bengal.

in Cﬁittagong. Rohingyas are in the majority in thé
Cox's Bazar sﬁbdivisioﬁ. in Chakoria, Ramu, Teknaf and the Pal-
ong areas; whereas they are in the minority in other areas -
of Cﬁitéagong. The severe conflict between the Rohingyas

- and the Bengalis continued up tc the beginning of the second
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World War. It was common even when the Bengalis and the
Rohingyas shared thé Hindu faith. “The basis of such conflict
was that the Rﬁhingyas were perceivéd as foreigners in
Chittagong, uprooted from Ara%ep of Bufma." (Siddiqui, quoted
in Hoque: 1976, 15) : |

As a consequence of Burmese invasibns of Arakan (the
meeting point of India and Indo-China) there are mahy other
ethriiic groups settled in Chittagong as well. éroups such as
the Chakmas, Moghs, and Baruas, who had their roots in Burma,

J

took shelter in Chittagong to escape Burmese oppression.

The Colonial Period
The seriousness of the problem of national unity in a

heterogeneous society like Burma has emerged from the tragic‘
experience of pre-colonial Burmese history. But colonial
rule also had an impact on the present Burmese Rohingya
relations., Many writers such as Buchanan (19%7) specifically
point to colonialism and its legacy as the source of donflidt:
The problem according to Buchanan is one of

a legacy of European cclonial policy which

showed little .concern for ethnic and cultural

realities when the frontiers of the former

_ colonies were demarcated...The inevitable
‘ difficulties from this lack cof awareness Have

been aggravatedty the uneven impact of the

west and by a colonial pclicy based on the :

concept of 'divide and rule' which did little

to bregk down the suspicion and distrust with

which many of the minority peoples regard

the Burmans. (1967; 113—114? ‘

Colonial rule and its legacy are no doubt important

for societies that had extended past colonial rule, but Bu}ma
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~ with a short period-of colonial rule, has a different

"story. Laraw, in the Burmese context, states:

Colonial legacy...falls short...as an
explanation of minority problems. It
is politically popular to blame...
colonialism for most troubles. There
is only partial truth in this belief, and
hence 1t is only partially accurate as an
assessment of the problem. There is, of
course, a need for understanding the actual
historical development of- the minority and
colonialism is only one part of the story.
(19735 339)

L'}

With determined adhefence to a different religion, language
and culture Rohingyas developed their pluralistic nature
even before colonial timeél Like other minorities, they
received privileges and protecticn from the invading Burmese
at the time of colonial rule. Irwin states the Rohingya
situation thus:

They are living in a hostile couniry,
and they have been there for hundreds
of years and yet survive. They are

perhaps to be compared with the Jews:
a nation within a nation. (1945; 24)

A

In 1824, the year Arakan was first joined to British
territory, it was almost depopulated. Lieutenant Phayre

wrote at the time: s
Numbers of descendents of those who fled

in troublous times from their country and
settled in the southern part of Chittagong,

the islands of thé coast, and even Sundar-

bans of Bengal are gradually returning; and
during the North Mdnsoon, boats filled with
men, womén and children with all their worldly
goods, may be seen steering south along the
.eastern coast of the Bay of Bengal to return

to the land of their'fathers abandoned thirty
or forty years before. They have also told me
that in their exile }he 0ld men used to speak
-with regret for the loss of beauty of their
country. (Smart, 1957: 81)
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To the Rohingyas, as .to other éthhic groups in Burma,
British rule came as a welcome protection from the invading
Burmese. The.British found a sociét& in which ethnic groups

were already divided.

In 1885.when the British conquered the whole of Burma
with the joint British and Indian troops it annexed Burma to
India. Burma became a proiince of India.. Iﬂréurma.'lndians

were introduced into all departments of government in order

]

to impose the Indo-British system of administration. The
Rohingyas and other minority groups were given seats in the
legislature to protect their interests. However, once

- again, the Rohingyas were considered as part of the Indian

L)
population.

4 Labour Act was passed in the 1870's under .
which a recruiting agent was appointed in
India and subsidies were given to shipping

s companies to transport Indian immigrants .
to Burma. Between 1852 and 1900, Raooh...

* . developed from a small tawn into a city of '

about a quarter million people and looked '
Indian in appearance. (Chakravarti, 1971; 8-9)

Iﬁ the 1911 census, thé Rohingyas were included with
the Indiaﬁ populafi;n as an ethnic grouﬁvof Indian origin.
The reason given was that they.looked more like Indiaps than
like Burmese. The census of 1921 mentions the Rohingyas as
really Arakanese, but so clese to Indians that "the phenomenon
is as much an ammexation of.part of India..." (Gratham, 19217
220) However, these census anomalies of counting the Rohingyas
~as Indians no doubt contribu;eﬁ to the present controversy

over the Rohingyas' origin in Burma. However, in the colonial

period, minorities' protection and privilege under the British
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amounted to the sanction of cultural pluralism in Burma.
Furnival describes Burmese colonial society thus:

Probably the first thing thét strikes the

visitor is the medley of peoples...It is

in the strict sense a meédley, for they

mix but do not combine, Each ethnic group

holds its own religion, its own language

and culture, its ideas and ways. As

individuals they meet in the market place

in buying and selling. There is a plural

society, with different sections of the

community living side by side, but

separatelﬂ within the same political unit.

(1957 304)
In the colonial period, when the minorities remained priv-
ileged to enjoy cultural aﬁtonomy. the Eurmese_as an .ethnie
group lost their dominant position of pre-colonial days.
The result was a gradual awakening among the Burmese minorities
for self rule. '

Political awakéning among the Burmese took the form
of ethnocentrism,  and is evidenced in the agitation of
1917-18. Earlier protesters, who had been organized in a
" non-political Young Men's Buddhist Association (YMBA), in
197 formed a political organization known as the Generd
Council of Burmese Association. In the face of a growiig
Burmese nationalist movement, the colonial rulers in the 40's

. ’ + ‘
gradually became ineffective in enforcing the law in Burma.
This was in some respects helped by the events of the second
World War and the Japanese invasion of Burma.

, - During the period between December 1941 and January
1942 there was serious rioting between the Burmese and the

immigrant Indian population.
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in Burma attempted to walk over to India...
[There were an estimated] 100,000 dead at

K the tlme..,Practlcally all Indlans except those

: who were not physically fit or were utterly
helpless, began to move from place to place
in search of safety and protection until
they could reach India. (Chakravarti, 1971; 170)

//- Most of the estimated 900, OOO Indlans living

In the meantime, when the Japanese attacked'Burma.
the Burmese jqiﬁed with them, while the minorities including
the Rohingyas joined the British. With Burmese help, the
Japanese occupied Burma and the Burmese exercised self;
government under Japanese control from 1942 to 1945, " In the
attack on Arakan, the British reﬁfeeted.to the\extreme-of
the Burmese border in the Arakan—Chittagong region of British
fhdia. Here the British continued the war against the Jap-
anese, and the place received so .much importance for the
allied forces that it was named Brltaln s "principal shop
window" in the war against Japan,

Before the advancing Japanese forces the Arakanl
Burmese massaered the Rohlngyas as anti-Japanese, and called
them Indians. The Burmeee in the heat of the movement chanted
slogans such as "Qur brothers came, your brothers left,™
There are different Accounts of the Rohingyas' exodus to
British India in that period- the Rohingyas claim about
40,000 crossed the border, whlle Yegar (1972) puts the
nucber closer to 22,000. Many of them joined <the military
gervice in work units, reconnaissance and espionage on the
other side of the border or engaged in underground act1v1t1es

In order to strengthen the region and encourage

Rohingya loyalty, the British had published a declaration



38

granting thém a 'Rohingya National Area'. This entire area
was reconquered by the British at the beginning of 1945,
The British set up peace coﬁmittees and organized civilian
administrétions. Most of the office holders were the local
Rb@ingyas who functioned until Burma was grantéd independence.
Though colonial rule in génerai was. based on military
superiority, it seems that the Rohingyas and othef’minorities
gave‘voluntary cooperation to their rulers in return for
protection., Of course the minorities' voluntary cooperation '
only helped thefcolonial policy of "divide and. rule” to
work more effectively. Bﬁtlﬁhat is most importantris‘that
the British peolicy of granting autonomy to minorities createa_
" aspirations forvthem to firml& become plurélistic minorities

in the new nation state of Burma.

o

i
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NOTES

. ‘10f course, there are other meanings of the term'-
Rohingya as. quoted by Yegar (1972) from Ba Tha Guardian
monthly, Rangoon, vii, May 1960; 33-36, which explalns that

"The meaning of the term is "the dear ones' or .
'compassionate ones,' and there are those who believe that
it is a mutilation of the words, rwa-baung-ya-kyar, 'tiger
from the ancient village,' which means 'brave' and is the
name given to the Muslim soldiers who settled in Arakan."

e
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" CHAPTER IV

’

POLARITY IN BURMESE RCHINGYA RELATIONS
ke

Kl

. v

'Introduction

_ ~
 The discussion in the last chapter reveals that
the Burmese and the Rohingyas historicali& developed as two
different ethnic groups antagonistic to each other. This
chapter is an analysis of the factors affecting the degree -
of polafity in Eurmese Rohingya relations. 'Tﬁis-will be
~examined using Schermerhorn s two 1ndependent variables:
first, the Rohlngyas' ‘degree ¢f enclosure (lnstltutlonal '
separation or segmentatlon), and secondly, the Burmese control

of the Rohingyas' scarce resources. . \\v’/

. : Sectioﬁ T
Thé‘Rbhingyas'-Degree of Ené%ggjig ‘ Iy
. e | . @
Jéqherﬁefhorn maintains that the higher the dégrée of

enclosurg qf th% subordinate group, the'morg likely.that
,.min?rity is prone t;-develop po%grity in relations’wifh the:- .
dominant grefp when met wifh the other variable. The indica-
~tors of the dégfeé of enclosure examined here are; ecological
.cbnceﬁtrati?n, endogamy,- institutional duplication, asso-
ciational clustering, rigidity and clarity of‘gfoup definition,

4o

'8



segmentary relatlons of members with outsiders, etc.

The macro- vaf}%dyés are examined in the following.
An ethnic group's concentration in a common place has a
significant‘impact on their degree of'segmentation. ‘Rohingyas
are ecologically separated from the Burmese. They live‘in
the northern Arakan region of Burma. rNbrth Arakan is sep-
arated from south Arakan (where the Burmese live) by the
River‘ﬁaladan and from the mainland Burma by the Arakan Yoma;a
mountain ranée of the Himalayas. . These natural boundaries
separate the Rohingyas from both the Arakanl Burmese ‘and those
llv%ng‘ln malnland Burma. (See the map of Burma, Appendlx 9.)

Endogamy is another factor resulting in the practice
of segmentation. In other words, endogamy reinforces ties of
common descent: The Rohingyas pfactisé endogamy. Out of the
total numb;r of Rohingyas 1nterv1ewed in .the 1978 refugee
camps, 37.5 perceqt were marrleq to girls of Arakani Rohlngyé‘
families, while only 2.5'percent of the respondents weré
married to people of the same religion living in mainland
Burma. They mentioned that they knew of no ohé who had marital
relations with the Burmese. ™Among tﬁe Rohingyas...there were
alsocgwo well-td~do German énd Jewlsh fémilieé established
since long [ago]." (Saheb, 1978; 17)

In the process of thelr ‘historical develqpment as an

‘ ethnic group, Arakanese Rohingyas of both Muslim and Hindu

fai}hs developed common institutions and associations. For

example, "Kaya-Pari/Kaira-Pari" and "Hanifar Tonkies" (shrines)

N . o .

in the Mayu territory between the rivers Kaladan and Naaf, - -



Hindus. Their common institutions pfobabl& developed from

vy

-

the shrines of "3abuji Shah Monayam of Ampari”and "Pir Badari
Shah" at Akyab were places of worship for both Muslims and
. N I .
their living in the same geographical area.
Moshe Yegar notes that
The Rohingyas preserved their own heritage
from the impact of the Buddhist environ-
ment, not onlylas far as their religion
is concerned, but also in ...their culture.
(19725 25)
lLanguage is the basis of culture and the Rohingyas
have developed a language of their own from Arabic, Sanskrit,
Bengali and Urdu, which serves as a common source of contact
- ‘ . .
within the Rohingya community. Literature flourished espec-
ially during the fifteenth and eighteenth centuries; impoxtant

writers and poets include Alaol and Daulgtkazi. Rohingya

‘artists developed the art of calligraphy. Some manuscripts:

have been preserved but have not yet been examined scientif-
ically. Miniature painting in Moghul style also flourished
in Arakan during this period. The Rohingyas have songs and

music of their own. Rohingya ballads such as "Saiful Muluk

Badiu-zzamal” sand "Sikendar Nama" were composed in 1669 and

1673. Dr. D. C. Sen's ballads, "The Bereavemegt of Pari Banu”
and "The Lamentation of Suja'g Daughter" are both famous in
Béng}adesh and %ﬁdia as well. Special games popular in
villages,'apd songs sung by Rbhing&as 6ﬁ summer nights survive
till this day. Even in the face of present Burmese policies,

Rohingya language and culture have not lost their importance.

One of the demands of the Rohingyas at the time of indepen-

dence was+that they "would Dbe completely free to develop their

-

L2
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own special language and culture and reiigion.", (Yegar, 1972;
104) . ,

After the.independénce of Burma in 1948 the Rohingyas
developed different assqciations'to preserve'thei; cultural
heritage against Burmese aggression. In that year, the first
resistance movement sprang up in the Muslim section. Called
"Mujahid Mbvement”, it later changed its name in 19?5'to the
Rohingya Patriotic Front (R,P,F.) to reflect the inclusion
of the Rohingyaé of boéh religious groups. |

0f the Rohingyas interviewed in the r;fugee camps,

64 percent categorically stated that they agtively support
the R.P.F. Many of the respcndents of course had no idea
about any political ofganisation; this reflects their living
in a most neglected region, the Arakan of‘purma.

Threugh a structured questionnaire (see Appendix 7),
attempts were also made to identify respondents' attachment
to different elements of Rohingya ideclogy. Thoée who had
affiliation with R.P.F. stat.ed that they supported it because
of its aim to restore human rights. | |

Since independence, the Rohingya Youth Association
and the Rohingya Students' Association have held regular
meetings at Rangoon in an attempt to bring about the res-
toeration of Rohingya rights.

| The Rohingyas' feeling toward the present government

and its collaborators were examined from the interviews

with the Rohingyas. All the Rohingyas interviewed expressed
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deep hatred toward the present administration in Burma and

its collaborators, the Arakani Burmese. The reasons given
for this hatred were threefoid: 62 percent of the respondents
stated that theif hatred-was caused .-by the Burmese bractice,'
after coming to power, of using names like "kala" (a slang\ngd‘
meaning Toutsidérs") to denote the Rohingyas. Another 21
percent of the re5pondents mentiqned‘tﬁat they hated the pres-
ent government and its collaborators because of the unbearable
physical tortures éufféred under the forced-eviction. The
remaining 17 pgrcent said that their hatred was generated by
the Burmese practice/of confiscating their property and
their religious §up£§ession. | |

ALl this indibates that there exists a high degree of

enclosure among the Rohingyas as an ethnic group.

Section 2

Burmese Control in Rohingya Life ' ™

The discussion in the last section argues that therke
exist physicai and 'social boundaries between the Rohingyas)
and the Burmese. Hall mentions.that "other variables in
themselves [remain] neutrai...[but] become active agents only:
insofar as fhey interact with ﬁatterns of domination." (1979}
xxvii) The other important variable of intergroup relations
emphasized by Schermerhorn is that of the degree of control

of.scarce rewards by the dominant group. Hall uses "pattern

of domination" as a general term for it. He stated.that "the
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pattérns of ddmination may be large;y economic. . It includes
"several aspects of power, includ;ng physical coercion, an&
cther forms of negative sanctions." (1979; xxviii) ?his
section focuses on the nature aﬁd type of Burmesé control in
‘the pblitical, cultural and economic aspects of Rohingya 1ife
in the post-célonial period, during which time Burma experien-
ced both a constitutional government and a military dictator-

ship.

The Constitutional Period (1948-1962)

" In the late colonial period most of the office holders
in North Arakan were the Rohingyas. Because of colonial’
protection and prifilege, the Rohingyas aspired to the ;‘

~statas of a ﬁluralistic.minority in the new state of Burma.
But when in 1948 the Burmese replaced the British as the
dom}nant group, theyldismissed man& Rohingyas, pﬁtting Arakanj

Burmese in their place. Moshe Yegar points out that the
N 4 .
' -

Rohingyas

were not accepted for military service. The
government replaced...[Rohingya] civil
servants, policemen and headmen by [Arakani
Burmese] who increasingly offended the [Rohingya]’
community, discriminating against them, ,putting
their elders to ridicule, treating them as
kalas, and even extorting money and bribes from
them and arresting them arbitrarily. The
authorities made no effort at all to correct
the wrongs against the Rohingyas by means

of educaticnal facilities and economic impwve-
ment. The [Arakani Burmese] conducted propa-
ganda against the Rohingyas, accusing them of
being pro-Pakistan and of “aspiring to
annexation to Pakistan, and cast suspicion
-upon their loyalty to the country. (1972; 98)
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Immigration authorities imﬁosed limitatfons of movement upon
the Rohingyas from the regions of Maungdaw, Buthidaung, and
ﬁathédaung to Akyab. The Rohingyas were no{ resettled in
the villages from which they had been driven out in 1942,

Some 13,000 Rohingyas still living in

refugee camps in India and Pakistan whence
they had fled during the war, were unable

to return; as for thosé who did manage to
return, they were considered illegal Pakistani
immigrants. The properties and lands of all
these refugees have been confiscated. The
Mujahids tock to arms only after all their
protests and complaints brought no results.
(Yegar, 1972; 98 . '

%

The Rohingya demands were that all these injustices be

corrected and that they be allowed to live.as free citizens

of Burma, their cultural identity preserved and guaranteed.l

At thisq%oint the Rohingyas' struggle was not for autonomy
but for cultural freedom within one Burma. They sought
especiélly to avoid what the Rohingyas described as 'evil

Arakani Burmese' interference in their cultural matters.2

In 1949 when all attempts at negotiation had failed,
the Rohingya rebels took up arms and made rapid progress in
uprobting the Burmese wﬁo had settled in Rohingya areas.
Yegar relates: .

There was heavy fighting against army units
and police patrols in the region which for
a2 long time had been under virtual seige.

In June 1949, government control was reduced
to the port of Akyab only, whereas the
Mujahids were in possession of .all of
Northern Arakan (1972: 98)

With the Rohingya occupation of north Arakan, the Rohingyas,
in their extreme polarity of relations with the Burmese,

at this stage form a secessionist minority.
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From 1951 to 1961 government forces annually conducted
large sc%ie operations against the Rohingyas. On the first
of May, 1961 they finally succeeded in putting down -the

rebellion, and put the provinces of Maungdaw, Buthaung, and -

Rathedaung under the Mayu Frontier Administration (MFA). It

was faffroﬁ\ézionomy; for the region was administered by
army officers. Since then, armyloperations in Rehingya areas
have continued in wha# aﬁounts to a military dictatorship.
Period of "Constitutional” Dictatorshiﬁl(l962 to the present)
In éomparison to the present %onstitutionﬁf dictator-
éhip of General Ne Win, the constitutional period following
indepehdenée was a favourable time for the Rohingyas; at
least in fhéﬁ period they enjoyed the privilege of electing
their representatives to the parliaméntr Even the Burmese
Health Minister was a Rohingya. Besides thid, they had the
right of appeal to the court. For examp;e..in one case the
Supremé_Courf set aside orders of deportation against a group
of Rohingyas rounded up by immigration authoritiés in i959

in a drive against illegal immigraﬂts,

.ruling that in a country like Burma with

S0 many groups there might be people who do .

not speak Burmese and whose customs are
dlfferent from the Burmese, but who never-
theless are 01tlzens (Guard;an 27 October 1960)
However, after the army took over power in 1962,
military operations in Rohingya areas continued. Following
the Burma Territorial Force operation of 1949 and the Joint

Operation of Immigration and Army in 1955, the government
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forces launched several operations in order to quell the
Rohingya movement, vThe major operationé wére as follows:

1, B H%in Gyau (1959) '

2. Shwe Kyi (1966)

3. Kyigan (1966)

4, Nga Zin Ga (1967-68)

- 5. Myat Mon (1968-70)

6. Sabe (1974-78)

7. Naga Min (King Dragon) (1978) . ‘
Each of these operations led to the exodus of Rohingyas to
join their fellow refuéees in Bangladesh. (See Table 2)

In 197%, after eleven years of military rule, General
Ne Win gave the countqy a constitution in which he and his
senior military officers wﬁuld continﬁe to rule. Legally,
power would rest with thé pelitical party of their creation,
- the Burmese Socialist Programme Party,(BSPP)_whose'platform.

wés a so-called objective of 'Burmese way to socialism’,

| Both in the preamble and in the bedy it is mentioned
in the constitution that the power belongs to the BSPP. In
the preamble it is stated that the party authored the constit-
ution. In Article 11 the proposition is set forth that it
shall lead the nation. The same article declares that Burma
will be a one-party state and the BSPP will be the sole
party. Silverstein comments: ‘ o
With no legal: competitors and its leaders -in
all the dominant positions in the legislature
and in the executive,...the panty rules in

fact as well as in theory.. As long as the con-
stitution remains in effect, the military
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controlling the party remain in power.
The constitution therefore confirms the
military dictatorship. (1972; 122)

Under this constitution and the unitary structure it proposed,
all discussion_about ethnic states and the right to seces-
gion came to an end. All persons whose parents wefe nationals
of the Republic and Efl'persons who were naturalized before
the implementation of this"constitution were declared citi-
zens, “Citizenship‘may be acquired or revoked in accordanéé
with the law" (Article 145, 146), Silverstein égain_comments:

The-citizenship provisions reflect the policies.
of the government...In their effort to establish
clearly that there is one citizenship and that
all who have it are equal, regardless of their
residence, their racial origins or their rel-
igion...the emphasis is upon being a Burmese
and not upon the place of origin, ethnic back-
ground or religious affiliation... ‘

In name, Burma is the Socialist Republic of
the Union of Burma; emphasis is clearly upon
the republic and not upon the union. It is

3 not a federal state, either in the‘accepted
sense of the term or in the unique ‘way it was
applied in‘the 1947 constitution...

In theory it [the 1974 constitutior] assures
cohesion and unity in all the territory of the
nation.  In fact, it fails to satisfy the
desires and hopes of the ethnic minorities
who have been in revolt against Burmanization

s and the total integration of their historic
territory into a single political unit. (19723 124-25)

Leadership of the government is limited to a few men.
Its leader and the dominant figufe in Burmese politics since
1962 is General Ne Win. Accordiﬁg to an estimate, -"more than
80 serving-military officers and about as many, if not more,
retired military personnel serve on the new centrmal committee"
(F.E.E.R., 27 January 1978; 28). Further evidence of{this

military preponderance can be seén in the newly elected Council
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of Ministers {see table below).
“ Table 1. Council of Ministers
q(fzzggegacolonel) Prime Minister v
| o 21n Dgpusy Frine Minister (as of 0ot
. Finance
"General Kyaw Htin Minister for Defence
Col, Sein Lwin Minister for Home and Religious
. ‘ Affairs
U Ye Goung : Mﬁniéter for Agriculture and Forest
| Col. Tint Swe ‘ Miniéter for indﬁsfry (1)
Col. Maung Cho Minister for Industry (2)3
Khin Maung Win Minister for Education
Col. Khin Maung Gyi Minister for Trade (as of Oct. 25)
Col. Sein Tun. ‘ Minister for Cooperafives
U Mahn San‘Myat Shwe Minister for Social Welfare ;;d
- Labour
Brig. Gen. Myint Maung Minister for Foreign Affairs
Vyma Maung = Minister for Information and
- Culture .o
Brig. Gen. Hla Tun Minister for Construction .
Col. khin Ohn .ﬁinister for Transport and
] Communieations

Source: The Working People's Dailv(Rangoon)h-March 1978,

"Cther prominent state'positions are likewise held by military
figures, as for example, the Chairman of the Council of People's

Justice as well as that of the Council of People's Attorneys."

(Asian Survey, vol. xix, no. 2, Feb. 1979; 149)

2
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Burmese Control of Cultural and Political Aspects of Rohingya
Life -

The Rohingyas were not allowed to attend religious
institutions (Shaheb, 1978; 51). There were reports that
Rohingya students wanted to do research on Rohingya culture
and were not allowed in the educétionél institutions.3 In
1965 the go#ernment-banned the Rohingya language programme
from the state Broadcasting Service, the BBS, in Rangoon

(Habib, 1978: 4)

- "

Ne Win and his army, when they took control in 1962,
reinforced the army administration in Rohingya.areas which
had already been set up in'1961. This was done by employing
special army batallians. In 1974 for the first time the
Rohingyas were denied the right to elect representatives to
parliament.  In 1975 only dne member of parliament was
selected from the Rohingyas. In the‘same manner, tﬁe viliage
‘councillors (village heads) were appoihted from the Arakani
Moghs in the place of the Rohingyas (Habib; 1578; 11),

Roh¥ngyas were not allowed to carry even simple arms
(Habib: 1978, 1). After 1973 the central jails at Akyab and
Insein (Rangoon) became the place of detention of Rohingyas
detained as illegal-imm?grants: o

In protest against the loss of basic rights, the R.P.F.
was formed ;n 19%3, uniting.the Rohingyas from village to
those of the city and demonstrating all over Arakan which
was "barbarously represéed by the government (Rohingya Outery and
Demands (R.0.D, 1976 64). In 1976 Mutahar reported the Rohingyas '

situation thus:

v
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Reports about the plight of [Rohingyas]...
+w ~  1in Burma continue to reach the Rabeta Head-
quarters from that country as well as
Pakistan and Bangladesh. Instances of
intimidation, persecution, violence and
even murders are not unusual in the Arakan
region,,.It seems that instead of main-
taining law and order, the police and civil
administration have a spgecial role to play
- {i.e. of protecting and encouraging the
targets of these] planned and blatant attempts
to drive the victims off their property and
business.) (Quoted in R.0.D., 1976; 48¥
In 1996, the R.0.D, further reported:
It has been learnt from most reliable sources
that the government has taken a _secret decision
to start a massive country-wide drive against
the Rohingyas and push them off the country
through the Arakan border., (1976; 69-70)-
This claim was confirmed in 1978 when the Burmese government
launched project 'Naga Min' (Operation Dragon King).

- The refugees straggled in bearing babies in slings,
 bedrolls under their arms; same carried their parents, too
ill.or toec cld to.wélk;"on_their backs. Women were found
begging strangers to listen while they told of husbands and
brothers shot dead, houses looted and burned, mothers and
daughters raped while their families were forced to watch.
Some of them claimed they were evicted at gun point.. When
asked why they did not fight back, oﬁe«refugee replied that.
they had indeed ambushed and killed six government soldiers.

The official Burmese news agency alleged that the
Rohingya refugees'we:e illegal immigrants who had left Burma
during the immigration checks. The "refugees" presented a
different picture to them and some of them evenr produced their
national registration cards (NRC) to back claims to their

Burmese nationality.
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It is reported that since 1970 ro new cards had been

~issued in_the Arakan region, whereas according to regulations _

. -

-every person abdve the age of twelve would have to have had

an NRC. That means that in 1970 those who Weré between the
ages of 4 and 11 should have been issued with NRC's by 1978

as their present age would be betwegn_lé anq 19 years. As

they had not been given NRC's_tﬁey coyld ﬁake;no.ciaim to be‘
citizens of Burma. It was'also.reported that in many cases
éven those who had received.the card had these later arbitrar- _

ily replaced with FCR's (foreigner's registration'card). ‘The

- system of issuing the NRC'S was designed to fit into a well

plannéd pelicy of denationalizing the Rohingyas.

Anyone acquainted with the procedure in developing .

- countries for issuance of citizenship certificates knows that

most of the citizens in such countries do not possess even
residence certificatés,'let alone citizenship paﬁers, and

yet they are enrolled as voters and accepted as full'citizens
on the basis of residence, education and oﬁnership'of property.
This system is in vogue in India, Sri Lanka and other countries
of that region. The question of motives is further raised

by reports that the NRC's are only being thecked in the
Rohingya settlements in Arakan, )

In the camp three-fourths of the total refugee population
were old people, womenland cﬁildren. These people reported
that Rohingyas aged between.about 1% and 25 years had been
rounded up by the Burmese afmy and éome were ﬁeing_&ﬁed’to

build a highway. linking Rangoon with the Akyab hills. As

"y
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mentioned earller, the researcher did meet some young people

in Bangladesh who revealed to hlm‘tbat they were actlve mem-

" bers of the R.P.F. and who hid themselves from the Burmese

army before comihg to Bangladesh. In addition to international
pressure from several major countries and international bodies,

one of several importaht spokesmen, U.S. Senator Edward Kennedj,._

C . S
is quoted as saying ‘
3

Lgn
1Y

The continued flow of...the refugees into
Bangladezh from Burma represents not only an
immediaté’ humanitarian problem, but a serigis
diplomatic issue that must be of grea% concern
to0 the internatidnal community. and the Unlted
States. (Habib, 19783 8)

_Kennedy appealed to all Eoncerned to hélp resolwé ‘the recot
cause of the messive refdéee influx into Bangladesh. He also
~urged the U.S. Secretary of State to support strongly the
United Natlons' 1n1t1at1ve and to work directly. o

The Burmese gbvernment on July 9, 1978 agreed to..
accept the refugees and signed an agreement w%th Bangladesh
without Rohingya representatdves present. Rohidgya leaders
: mehtiohed that they supported the repatriation but under terms

and conditions which were not met. Earlier, abou#®80 percent

of the refugees interviewed stated that they would never return

to Arakan

On September 21 1978 the Bangladesh governmer's -

-

attempt to send them back.farcefully made refugees attack .

Bangladesh of£y Ladese;  When Bangladesh police opened fire in
defense, "-: ? ~-':i'were k%lled-ahd many injﬁred. ﬁowevena
repatrlatlon\qph ¥ and present reports show that approx—

LY
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s

Bangladesh:u' On account of this; the s1tuatlon in Arakan .

. was described as "one qf the world's great unreported trag-

- edies." (Sunday Times, 1k May, 1978)

»

Burmese Economic Control

Politicallpersechtion of Rohingyas resule}ng in their
being,uprooted-from-Arakan had its economic impact. The
government‘seized all the land of the Rehinéyas uprocted
since 1942, in'both.cities as well aei;ural areas such as
Akyab Maungdaw, Buthldaung. Rathedaung, Mrohaung, Pauktaw,
Mylnbya, Kyuktaw, ete.

Some of the refugees of the 19?8 exodus interviewed

“personally by the researcher had been reasonably rich in

Arakan, but had lost everythlng before they left for Bangladesh.
In.one camp, . Sultan Ahamed, an ex- parllamentary Secretary,
dlSClOSEd that in 1977 the year before the exodus, he had
harvested about 10,000 tons.of rice from hls own land He

had crossed to Bangladesh with his relatives where the researcher

' ﬁet him wearing a torn cloth., At 75 he is now a pauper. He

said that his 30 year old son, Samsual Alam, had been killed

by Burmese soldiers.

The Rohingyas are baeically agriculturists;_ Some of
, them are traders and businessmen. The majoriQy of them had'.
uery little or no formal educatlon. Very few of those thrown
out were really.rich. But Rohlngyas once dominated Arakaf 5.
economic life, In this regard, Majlis remarked, "The clash

between the original Burmese and Arakan Rohingyas:is mainly

LY
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economic. The native Burmese want to take over what the
Rohingyas built up over the centuries." (F.E.E.R., 21 July
1978; 20)

The Rohingyas'IOutcry and Demands mentions that

.*he ill-fated progeny of such an ethnic
race like the Rohingyas who were once the
backbone of the.gconomy of Arakan, -are today
found wandering over the whole world being

— ; jobless and homeless. As a result, presently
more than one fourth of the total area of
approximately 12 lacs of its arable land is
reduced to vast tracts of jungles...[of course ]
the government has started a massive resettle-
ment 'of these lands with Buddhists from becth
inside and outside Arakan. (1976; 24-25)

PO

Mr. Zakatria, Pfofessor of Bdtany at Ak&ab College, whom
the researcher interviewed pérsonally, expiained that he was
dismisséd.from his position for bteing "Rohingya'.

The Rohingyas were running three high schools for boys
and one for girls in Rangoon. There were lecturers and pro-
fessors at the univefsity and colleges. At one time there had
been a large number of'university étudents both men and women,
many of whom were educated—abroad.' However, the number of |
educated people, Rohingya leaders claim, deéreased radicaliy
from 1942 to 1962. Rohiﬁgya political and cultural organiza-
tions in“Rangoon were banned in 1964. |

The land and properties of returning refugees accepted
by thse Burmeée under the repatriation agreement and sent %o
their homes to settle were not returned. Such Rohingyas .
who had held Jobs were not reinstated. (R.P.F. Report, 1981;
16)

After the repatriation of the Rohingyas in 1978 sirong '
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restrictions weré imposed‘on their movement, even from one
village to ano?her; For any such movement; one was required
o get a ﬁermit‘from the village head (who was Burmese).

These permits expired after a certain peried, and R.P.F.
reports disclose tha% it was difficult to get a permit, espec-
ially'for_a 1978 Rohingya refugee,

Forced laboﬁr was introduced by the Burmese military
on young Rohingyés. Carriers were collected by %he'army
mainly at night and from fhe market. The Burmese arrested
the Rohingyas arbitrarily from the shopping areas, Qhether
they were buyers or sellers. Sometimes the military dragged
Rochingyas into custody and demanded ransdm.

Youﬁé Rohingyas were required aéainst their will to
carry heavy loads on their shoulders for the army, leaving
their wives and childr;n who often died in their homes from
~.di§ease and starvation. JHundreds of Rohingyas, who have
been forcefully taken to Burmese Government's military instal-
lations iﬂ the Sing Dong hills, have not returned." kR.P;F.
Report, 19813 17) _ A -

The Burmese government presently began changing the
names of places bearinginames refleéting histerical Rohingya
influence in Arakan. Akyab, a Rohingya name for Arakan's
Headquartérs, now bears the name Sittwe, a Burmese word (see
Appendix 9). Rohingya leaders mentioned that the Burmese
have fabricated "historical" works on Rohingyas in the Burmese
.language, as procf that Rohingyas as a people settled in

Arakan after the British conquest of Burma. The 1942 Nation-
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ality Act in which the British recognized the Rohingyas'
existence, was repealed. The R@hinéyas fear that this is a
new plot to eliminate them from Burma. . The fear-stricken
Rohingyas livi in Burma believe that the already horrible
~—F . .
conditions mightf further worsen because of this action.
- ‘ . _ :
In the cdse of Burmese Rohingya relations the root
cause of fension is the Burmese, who are oriental iAf g;igin
and Buddhist in religion, urge to dominate cver the Rohingyas,
who are primarily Indo-Européan by origin and. Hindus or
Muslims by religion. The lawlessness in the Burmese treatment
of the Rohingyas-described above is not an exception but the
rule in Burma. Donnison says of this disregard for law in
post-colonial times:
The British sought to estdblish in Burma%-
the fact and concept of the rule of law...
If the idea of rule of law ever took root
. in Burma at_all it was but a tender plant.
And [it has] now totally.died out, except
perhaps in the inner recess of the minds of
a few of Burma's distinguished lawyers
trained in the West. (1970, 244)

FBurmese discriminatory treatment of the Rohingyas (the
denial of the right tc vote, right to have a job, the forced
.marriages, kidnapping, abduction, confinement, and the rape
of their girls) under General Ne Win's rule, is therefore
no doubt symptomatic of the Rohingyas' gradual powerlessness

in the state of Burma.



Conclusion

The “shape of a soclety's social structure is dependent

on the nature of its role assignment" (Kinloch; 1972; 51){
The denial of Rohingya achievements and roles in every field
' of activity sindé independence is a clear indigation of theif
posiffon in-Burmese society. As an ethnic gfqu they have
li, le control. over political, educational and -econcmic
policies affecting them. Frbm this it can be said that, from
the time of independence, as a consequence of the Burmese L.
éovernment policy of Rohingya extermination.:Burmese socliety
-'has developed in the directipn of ethnic stratification, of

the haves and the have-nots.

The-Burmese, as the dominant group, have identified
their interests and vaiues with those of the é;éte in order
to maintain their "nationalist imperative." Thus Burma is
an instance of Schermerhorn's type of society in which

The dominant group identifies its interests

and values with those of society as a whole,

and regards itself as responsible for maintain-

ing stability and integration in the whole. A

minority ethnic group is an obstacle to this

goal to be...suppressed,.,.obliterated,...

transformed, converted,...ingested, ete. (1967, 235-40)
Ag the fulcrum cof authqrity was the state, the agent of %ﬁe
lever became the Burmese rather than the totai goclety.
As assumed guardians of the state, they had the power and
author%:y of the military and social control agencies to

maintain their self-defined order in the society'against

highly segmented ethnic groups.
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. Burma appears, then, as'an extreme example of'this
type of society ip contemporary timeé, though possibly not
an exception among developing countries with similar social
structures.  Had there really been any alarming number of
aliens in Arakan (as the Burmese government labelled the
Rohingyas), the question woula have surely been taken up in
courfs of international law with the bountries.goncerned.

As far as it is known, the ﬁﬁfmese government has not yet
brought any such guestion Before any international body: on
the other haﬁdu'some of its neighbouring countries have
raised such issues in the interngtioﬂal arena.

. Therefore, it is difficult to believe that the infil-
tration of foreigners is a true assessment of the problem in
Burma today; certainly there is'no ‘truth whatsoever in tﬁe
propaganda campaégns inside Burma. . Reports published about
"Indians in Burma" refer to Indians who had lived mostly En
Rangoon.’the capital:city of Burma, and whose property had
teen nationalized when the military todk over. In any event,
most of these had left Burma fgllowing thg loss of their
property and indusiries. Donniscn adds:

In the two years following the decision to

nationalize the retail trade, some 100,000

Indians and some 12,000 Pakistanis left

Burma for their homeland,..The flow'of

Indians returning to India as a result .

of these polipies began in 1964. (1970, 199, 240)

It is the contention of the author that the Rohingyas

are not the aliens in Burma, as they have lived there for

centuries. The Burmese at times insisted that they were

foreigners, and at other times accepted them as citizens.
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4

This treatment reveals that the Burmese p

as aliens because they consistently resisted the Burmeég

assimilationist goals.

erceived the Rohingyas



NOTES

1See Jamiat-Al-Ulama, North Arakan General Secretary,
"Memorandum for the Arakan Enquiry Commission" -(Rangoon,
August 1960, mimeo). See also Yegar (1972) p. 98 for detail
on-it. ’

2Rohingyas' contact with the mainland Burmese was
always complicated by the Arakani Burmese who are loyal to
"the Burmans and work on their behalf as Burmese. The cause
cf™most of the troubles Rohingyas had to endure, as the

Rohingyas claim, came from the evil nature of many Arakani
Burmes .

3This is revealed from the interviews with scme former
students of Rangoon University.

4The account of the estimate of 1978 Rohingya refugees
§til} living in Bangladesh was received from the R.P.F,
leader, Mr. Rahman. : ’



CHAPTER V
¥ .
CONCLUSIONS, IMPLICATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Introdudtion

In spite of their differences in religion and racial
origins, the Rohingyas, in response to the Burmese domination.
deVeloped a subjective é%rceptién of themsglves as "us" and
" the Burmese és "them" . As‘an'ethnic group, the Rohingyés'
exhibit a.high degree of enclosure which helped develop a
polarity of relationé with the Burmese. Even in the colonial
period, the Rohingyas, as well as other minorities, were the
target of Burmese oppression. Protection afforded them by
the British heightened their consciousness %s a group and
they began to work more indepénden%ly. o

‘Growing oppression by the Burmese in the post-colonial
period led to a sense of oneness and increased awareness of
their differences from the Burmese. In their common resis-
tance to domination, an objecfive gsense of identity emerged.
The pattern of oppression and resistance, and change of role
with accompanying changes in achievement and aspiration levels
. forms the dynamics of Burmese Rohingya relatigns.

From the preceding analysis, cerfgian conclusiqps about
the dynamics of this interethnic group relationship can be

made.

63
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Dynamics of Burmese Rohingya Relatioﬁs

N .
%
-

Pluralistic ASpiratiQns at the Time of Indepehdence

Tpe history of the Rohingygs r?veals that th;y devel-
oped from different stocks of people w;o concentrated in a
common geogréphical location, the Arakan regioﬁ of present~
" day Bdrma. They spokg a common language, aqd developed a
common identity in the face of Burmese -oppression.
" In the colonial period the Rohingyés enjoyed cultural
autonomy, and in the lggter part of that period, they even
received the promise of a Rohingya national area. Thus, at
the time of:#independence, their aspiration and achievement
levels weréﬁfgat of a pluralistic minority within a nation

state.

Secessionist Aspirations

In the post-colonial perfiod, with the ché?ge to a unit-
ary system of government ggmi‘aféd by the Burmese,\the
Rohingyas lost their cultural, economic and social éépurity,
and experienced a sudden'reduétioﬂ in achievement level.
Failure to negatiate with the government led the Rohingyas
v(and many other ethnic grdups as well) to change to a secess-
ionist goal. .In that endeavour, soldiers were trained and
given uniform; Kas®m, the Rohingya leader, was given the
title of Majof%?énefal, having'held rank in the British Army
in World War Ii. Twenty thousand Rohingya soldiers marched

under their own flag of green and white stripes with star and

crescent. ‘ ..



But due to-strong military control, the Rohihgyas
failed to achieve their goal. In the interaction process of

polarity of relations, the gap between their aspiration and

achievement levels created a stage of alienation. The follow-

1ng flgure shows how the level of asplratlon and achlevement
level changed and forms the dynamlcs of ethnic relations.
Pigure 2  Dynamics of Ethnic Relations
Expressed in the Changing

Aspiration and Achievement Level -
of the Minorities
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Achievement

Aspiration and Achievement
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Assimilation

Achievement

Coleonial ’ Post-Colonial

The prlnclple of polarity postulates that
centripetal and centrifugal tendencies of
(the dominant and subordinate groups res-
pectlvely] are simultaneously present in
every soclety, and that if unchecked by

the other, will exhibit cumulative growth
toward its own extreme. Centrlfugal
tendencies move toward autonomy, 1ndependence,
or in more extreme cases, toward secession

of the parts. Conversely, centripetal
téndencies move toward increased participation
in the whole by the parts, and in extreme
cases, domination of the whole by a single
part, (1967, 235-240)

Schermerhorn summarizes the interaction process thuS1~\\\

™
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To explain the'miﬁority*s response to‘the dominantl
group, some typologies have been developed. - According to
P. I. Rose, there are four ways in which a minpritﬁlgroup
respdnds: submission, withdrawal, avoidance, or integration.
In the case of submission, minority members aécept inferiority
an& Segregatign by playing the role their superordinates
expect of them., Withdrawal is submission to an inferior
status and/or a denial of inferior identity as the individual
accepts the majority's image of h%s group as inferior. .Avoid—
ance is non-acteptance of the inferior image by avbidiﬁé
contact with the majority group. Integration is a réjection
of both the segrégated role and the inferior imége,’and.a
demand fof integration.

Taking Burmese and Rohingya relations as a whole, in
_Rose's analysis there is no cateéory that fits well. &Gbmis-
sion is partially applicable here; however, fhe existence of” _
the.R.P.F. indicates that they have not rgally submitted to
the inferior status agssigned %o them by the Burmese. Becéuse.
this type of typoiogy is not based on the experience of the .
Burmese type of society, it does'not really help to explain
it, | ‘ '

Taking an interaction.of dominant and subordinate
group approach, and apbplying the principle of polarity of-
'rélations between groﬁﬁé, Schermerhorn develéged four direé—
tional types of societal contexts. He predicts that, if the
'orientations toward centripetal and centrifugal directional

movements by superordinate and subordinate groups are cohgruént.
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the intergroup relations will tend toward integration,
“while if they are incongrhent, the groups are likely ‘to have

cohflipt. ~These are presented in fhe‘following'figura.‘ Y 3{
: ' ) §

a

N Figure 3 Showing 'the Corgruent and Incongruent
o Orientations Toward Centripetal (CP)
and Centrifugal (CF)- Directional Move-
ment by Superordinate and Subordinate .

. Groups
Superordinate CP (o) 0 * Tending
. - Toward
Subordinate CP -|CF Integration
Assimilation Cultural '
Amalgamation Pluralism, _
S Federation
c D
Superordinate. "ICPF ’ Cp Tending
. ' . Toward
Subordinate ‘ CP . CF Conflict
Forced: Forced.
Segrégation = Assimilation
with "% with '
Resistance Resistance
™ . . .
Scurce: Richard Schermerhorn, Reprinted in Minako.- -
. Kurokawa (ed.) Minority Responses, 1970, p. 58.

Schermerhorn notes parenthetically that box D 'is especially

applicable to the new states of the developing areas.’

Considering the Burmese-Rohingya'relations. the analysis.

in Chapter IV reveals that, in spite of the stated goal of
federalism since independence, the Bﬁrmese carried out a

programme .of forced assimilation or "Burmanization". Faced’

1
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:with these centripetal tendencies on the part of the Burmese,

the'ROhingyas' response was initially one of resistance, and e p

later of actual fllght into foreign countrles Only after -
.severe crltlclsm did the Burmese accept the 1978 Rohingya
refugees. The present situation remains one of forced :
assimilation with‘resistance Burma then falls into Bchermer-
horn's D category of societies, where the resu;t\;s confllct
‘sincé the attendant response of the Burmese to the Rohlnﬁyas'
centrlfugal tendency was coercive control. The end result >
was. to render the Rohlngyas powerleaﬁnand create\ﬁ sense of
allenatlon from Burmese- soc1ety among them. However. consid-
" ering that the Rohingyas are powerless yet secessionist, even
this category does not expllCltly explaln the{gohlngyas'
situation 1n'Burma. For this, the present research makes_it
¢clear thét there exists‘a gtage of alienation;vcreated because
" of a gap in their asp}rationrand achievement'levels which has
rendered them powerless. _;i | ‘

+ An 1nstance of the Rohlngyas' lack of control over
thelr own fate is seen in the occupatlon of thelr property and
An the repla%;ment of Rohlngyas in their gobs and p051tlons
in local polltlos "~ The Rohlngyas' fallure in the face of the -

'Burmese government contrdl nelped helghten their sense of

Voae oM ' T . ’

allenatlon from the state of Burma.

1

There also exists at present a strong 1dent1f1catlon l
\ - .- .
or acknowledgement vf the Burmese w1th the sta%e of Burma. ’ -kl
‘ ) "

\

This- is reflect d in their natlonallst Burmanlzatlon programme.
one of the slogans of whlch is “Burma is for the Burmese and
' ‘Burma is for:the Buddhlsts." The extreme natlonallst sentlment

¢

'waé also evident in the comments ‘of ‘some Burmese interviewed

B
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by the researcher. This imposition of Burmese values on

the whole of Burmese society is further reflected in this

quotation from Christian: "If a Burman becomes a Christian,

.
~

in the eyes: of his fellows, he is a 'kala' or féreigner."

(1945; 4B) As was mentioned earlier, the Rohingyas were

also referred to as kala. The Burmese practice of referring -

to all who were different from thém as foreigners hélped
develop-minofityiestrangeheht from "Burmese society", which
‘explains the Rohingyas' demand for autonomy and their desife
to fight for separation.

Interviews with Rohingya refugees in Bangladesh

revealed their feelings of élienetion;_ when asked what pre-

conditions would justify their returning home, 77 percent of

them said that they would never return to Arekan unless it
received complete separation from Burma. .

However, Rohingyas were forced to return home by
pressure from‘the Baﬁgladesh government, and presently, as
recent reports show, many young Rohingyas are trying to get’
out of Burma to escape the forced labour in the army instal~
lations imposed after their return.

The Rohlngyas were not the only ethnlc group to flght
against the Burmese domlnatlon Other groups such as the
Karens, Kachlns, Mons, Kayahs, Chins and Shans’ also developed
r§51stance ¢ ,In this 'seghse, from this summary 1t becomes

clear that ethnic relationg in Burmese'society in@general

place it in the category'of a society‘in conflict,



Implications

’ Qver the past’ three decades or more, neither of the
partles has really succeeded in achieving its goal. The
Burmese have not established complete control over the minor-
ity areas, nor have the minority groups managed to separate.
themselves from the Burmese state. Other minority groups
who have no control over their land,'but who, like the Rohingyas
aspire to indepehdence, will continue to live in aliénation,.
until thefe is a substantial change in their relations with
.the Burmese.

There are examples of external help being bfought-to
bear: the.Bengalis of Banglade§h who lived for 24 years
under Pakistani domination became independent with'the Indian
government's military help: There are examples as well of
ﬁutual agreement on secession: Singapore, a small ter- .
ritory of Malaysia, became an independent state.

However, apparently any prospect of such an event in
Burma seems diﬁ; at least for the tiﬁe being there seems to
be no neighbouring country to come forward with sufficient
help for tﬂe thingyas( ot

Considéring the coﬁtinudus.persecution of the Rohingyas
in Burma, and the exile of 500,000 along with their leaders

%o neighbouring countries, as well as Araskan's location in

-the trlangle zone formed by Burma. Ban adesh“aﬁd India,.the
‘ flght of the una851mllable Rohlngyas will\no doubt continue.
Jaffer Hablb,vthe Chairman of the~R.PaF.,_ akes it clear:
"Until there is a solution of thé.Rohingya problem, the '

Rohingyas' self-definition will continue to inspire the -
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Rohlngyas. it only,gg a surv1val mechanlsm.

Since the independence of Burma. the Burmese have
attempted to build "a united Burma with one Burmese culture,
while the miﬁoritiés have sought through éesistance to
'presérve their long cherished identity as ethnic groups. All
that has resulted to‘datg is the estrangement of both sides
in a continued determination to-fight on.

The cominggto power of General Ne'Win-(who was one of
twenty-two young men who in the Second World War, slipped
secretly ffém'Burma to train undeE the Japanese-German forces)
.onlﬁ led to a fu;thep deterioration in.the sitpation of minor-
ities in Eurma; The policies of his government are claimed
by maﬁy Burmese scholars to be the re%ival of the Burmese
natlonallst 1mperat1ves of long ago. The ethnocentric
ambitions of the Burmese which form the basis of the violent
nationalist politics of the post-colonial period, can be
traced back to the Qurmese kings of old who, although ignorant
of the outside world, dreamt in the 18th centufy of annexing
Thailaﬁd, China and India and even of congquering England ﬁuch
farther west. Carrying fhis ethnocentricity into the 20th
céntury by a people‘who believed that the ideology of decol-

onialization would free Burma does nothing but create a form

of "1nternal colonlallsm"'ln which the Burmese, through forced '

serv1tude and mlllﬂﬁry control over mlnorltles, supplant the
Bp;tzﬁﬁﬂgé "colonlal.masters". This has led only to misery
for the'Rohingyas and othef groups (the death toll officially
'in~ﬁang1adesh refugee camp;lfollowing the'19?8 exodus was

r
——— e ™
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2000). The reoccupation of the ﬂinorify areas has resﬁltéd E
in‘continual gprooting of these pecples and Burma's neighbour; :
(Thailand, India and Bangladesh) have continued to be infected
with the old disease of Burma's'refugee problem. '

The-'economic implicétions of the present politics are
manifest. Defense already absorﬁs up to 30 percent of the
budget. Rich mineral deposits, precious stoneé. and even
up to 80 Percent of the forest reserves are under rebel control,
denying to the government central control of the economy.

Under thesé conditions, Burma maintains a weak economy, with
increasing dependenece on a small range of exports. Given -
its economic stagnation, its slow but steady populafion
expansion. Bﬁrma's economic situation wiil become explosive
in the years ahead. ” o \

In a multiethnic'socie%y like Burma, with many alien-
éted minorities, unity seems to be a more immediate and
preferred goal than that of avoiding the problem of under-
development. Until it resolves internal conflicts, thinking
of develobment_fdr Bﬁrma seems to-be far from realistic. There
is evidence to suggest (fra£ the experience of a multiethnic
democracy (sucﬁ as Switzerland) that Pifferences among diverse
peoples in a shared social environment cause a minimum of

" conflict when the misuse of power, the desire to dominate and

the creation of "we" versus "them" dichotomies are Not allowed

s

to exist. Indeed, cultural pluralism has been held by the
civilized world as cne of the pre-conditions of a rich and -

dynamic civilization, and accepted as the selution to the
v
problems of a multiethnic society. i | -
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Interviews with Rohingya leaders revealed that some -
believe that the Roh;ngyaigpoblem can still safely be resolved
by the granting of culturai autonomy. This .would necessitate
the end of the ethnocéntric aspirations of the Burmese. The
20th century must bring-%he realization that if Burma is to
stand on a firm foundation, the Burmesg_willlhave to shake
off their pre-colonial traditions and share power with the
minorities who are'alsd parts of a wider Burmese social
system. AN

If Burma's pélicy makers come to understand that future
progress can only come about if minority conflicts are
resolved, not only will it help to reduce the suffering of
the Rohingyas and other mlnorltles, but it w1ll put an end to
the influx'of refugees to Burma's nelghbours, which threatens

the peace of that region.

Recommendations
. . "‘

Tn an effort to resolve the problems outlined in this
study, further research is needed in the‘following specific
areas. (1) A comparative study of the dynamlcs of ethnlc
relations of the Rohlngyas 11v1ng in Burma and Bangladesh
with other groups in those societies can help to explain the
ethnic relations_in both those countries.

(2) Thére'are many Third World countries in the south
and South East Asia which have colonial baékgrounds gimilar

to Burma's, such as Sri Lanka, India, Bangladesh, Pakistan

*



* ) ?4
‘and Mﬁlaysia.. Sociological studies of intergroup relations

in these countries could help in the understanding of the

dynamics at work. Some interesting case studies present

thgmselveé: 'in Sri Lanka, between Sinhalis and Tamils; in
Bangladesh, between Bengalis and Chakmas; in Ihdia. hetween
caste Hindus ahd Harisons.'dp Indians and Assamese. ﬁindus
and Muslims; in Pékistan, between Panjabis and Sindis,
Panjabis and Péthans: and in Maiaysia between Malays and

the Chinese.
(BKIIn the aforementioned societies interesting research
could also be done in an.effort t¢ understand the correlation

1 b -
between colonialigm.and minority ethnic alienation and the

problem of underdevelopment, etc.

AN
-
’ .
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ROHINGYA OPPRESSION IN STATISTICAL FIGURES FROM 1942-76

Crimes

Approximate Na.

Remarks

Destruction of
settlements

Exodus/expulsion
Massacre

Arson

Rape

Murder

Detention

Destruction of’
religious institutions

Confiscation of. waqf

land and trust property|

Confiscation of land
and property, etc.

Removal from government
services (including
nationalized organi-
zations

Missing

-

692
500,000
100, 000

5,000
1,500
5,000

1600

2,000(acres)

N

10,000
20,000

over the whole region

massive in 1942
over the entire region

mostly by BTF {Burma
Territorial Force);
now alarmingly increased

mostly in Maungdaw,
Buthidaung, Akyab,
Ruthidaung, Insein,
Moulemein areas

worth millions ofKyats

Government explanation
is 'left the country’

—

Source: N. A, Shahib, History of Arakan, 1978, p. 36.




SOME OF THE :
MAJOR EXODUSES [PUBLISHED 'IN NATIONAL

TABLE 3

AND INTERNATIONAL NEWSPAPER3) FROM 1948-1976

Newspaper 1 Date of Number of Country of
; Publication Refugees Sheljer
Daily Kuhistan ! .
(Urdu) Lahore | 4 Sept. 1959 50,000 East Pakistan <
: ‘ (now Bangladesh)
Pakistan ‘
Observer, . . ..
Dacca 29 March 1956 30,000 Zast- Pakistan
Bangladesh : - _
Observer 6 August 1974 | Captioned

;-]

RN DS

'‘Non-nationals

in Banglades

-

Burma border(.

Sept. 1976

{No figure
mentioned. )| Bangladesh
Daily Tttafa
(Bengali) . ' '
Dacca 4 Mareh 1975 15,000 Bangladesh
Hindustan Times| 2% Jiarch 1975 250 India
Daily Ittafaq | 6 tarch 1975 | Mentioned .
' 500 refugees -
entering -
Bangladesh Bangladesh
India Express 24 March 1975 157 f/ India I
Rabatat Al Alam A e
1 A1 TIslami, vol. no figure
3y 'no. 11, mentioned :
liececa Bangladésh
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The preceding table shows Roﬁingya exoduses only into‘
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e

Bangladesh and India: in Bangladésh refugees went to Chittageng,
Rangpur, Dinjpur, and Bagura district. Besides the 1978
exodus, the Rohingya accounts claim the approximate figure

" of refugees taking shelter in' different countrieé as follows:

Country ‘ Apprqximate Number
Bangladgsh ' . 230,000
Pakistan 110, 000
Saudia Arabia - 75,000
Thailand 35,000
india 5,000 ‘
Kuwit ' 10,000 . ;{*
Duki 20,000
Jordan T 5,000
Egypt - - 5,000 . ~
Others (Malaysia, ' 5,000
Syria, Canada, U.K., , .
and USA : -

~ 500,000

One exciting commentary on the exodus of Rohingyas
since independence comes from an Indian newspaper: e

Over 250 Burmese nationals, allegedly dispossessed

of their land and evicted out of their villages
A “in Arakan, have arrived in Delhi, after crossing -
" over from Bangladesh...locking for a home, |

: occupation, and a country they can call their

- own. " ) : . .

(Nazmul Hossain, The Hindustan. Times, lMarch, 1975,

quoted in R.P.F., Report, 1976, pp. 42-60.

b |
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™ TABLE 4

ACCOUNT C¥r 1978 ROHINGYA VICTIKS
INSIDE BURMA DUE TO NA GA MIN OPERATION

-

. This operaﬁion was directed ,under special supervisioh
of the Deputy Home Minister Ukin Méung Ti., It is of special
significance %o the Rohingygs because it tbd# unaccountable
livés: Rohingyas &laim that a total of 20,000 peoﬁie died
as a result of this 1978 operation only. Also called'the

Dragon King Operation, it began in February and continued to

July of the same year.

Dax _ R Area of ‘ Event People
Operation ) Involved
11 February Akyab town 5000 arrested - - Armed forces
and suburban . with BSPP -
area . ' ‘ -members
7 February Ambari village 400 women Police and
: " tracts, Akyab arrested army
18 February 2000 arrested .~Immigra£ion
. ' officials
-}21 February \500 women Police, Immit
A o arrested, most gration per-
: of them raped; - sonnel and
30 died in con- ‘the army
centration camp '
1 March Myebon 500 arrested peration
: Township = -° . party
3 March Kyaktaw, 200 arrested
continued
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Day Area -of Event People
~N Operation ) Involved
5 March Buthidaung and Looting and arrest Burma Army
: Maungdaw ' continued but no under command
figure recorded. of Major -
Seinlin
9 March Buthidaung “Raped wiyes of ' . Burma Army
Township many prominant men
: Rohingyas
: ‘ . o
10_March ‘Thratkamanu, Iooted villages urma Army
Dabruchung and Mogh
villages : : collaborators
15 March Buthidaung Four Burma naval
- ‘ gunboats arrived .
from Akyab with
senior army offic-
ers ’
16 MMarch Buthidaung arrested.360 Burma Arﬁy;
~ young people and Immigration
60 'girls; kept personnel
in Operation 0ffice and local
for a long time; Moghs
girls sentenced to
imprisonment
17 March Buthidaung Looted and took Police
’ o a hundred girls . :
to Maungdaw Jail;
one girl (18 years)
raped by policemen
of Akyab Jail and
subsequently died-
18 March Kyauktaw, Rohingyas Began
Akyab, Myebon, fleeing to safer
Rathedaung, areas
fJ Buthidaung
19 March Buthadaung 5 women arrested,
i 1 raped, 1 died
20 March Nyoungrhaung L deaths Dragon
e . ‘ Operation
i I team
21 March Moidau&? Looted by MOghs; Burmese
. _ -t . 50 arrested © Army

continued
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b Days Area, of -Event People
- Operation - Invelved

27 March

Pakira Bazar,
Buthidaung

Maungdaw

Arrested 6 prom-
inant village

leaders,

looted

. and set fires

15 girls taken
to* concentration
camp and never

returned

Burma Army

Burmese Army

TABLE

5

STATEMENT OF ROHINGYA REFUGEES IN -

BANGLADESH AS ON JULY 12, 1978

: ,;Q\ﬁ\'

O o
ame of Camp ;;??E%%fﬁi%gﬁs%ﬁg'BeEESEZred n?%izn%atal onagifggtal
. | Day Day Day Day '
Dech?upalong 23,202 | 23,200 1 | .53
Dechaupalong | 27,199 | 27,194 - 87
Maricha o }ifﬁ 2,932 | 2068 . 2 2
Dhoapalong | . 20,753 12,791 P 48 1 77
Kuthpalong I| 10,030 |10,032| 16 57 | 2 |62
Kuthpalong II| 15,150 | 15,139} " 20 | 1 |124
‘lAnjumapara W13,81.11 13,863 673 37 2 1102
ﬂhykong 14,516 1#;316 k7 1 8k
Nilla 26,236 -| 26,227 118 | & |205
Ledha 20,189 | 20,187 117 | 3553
Ghundum 7,312. | 7,312 3 | a5 |1 |
|Nainong-chari| 21,690 |21,698| 1| 62 h |11
Khuniapalong 8,189 3811 5 2 2 2
Total 200,088 R01,214| 5958 695 1514
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EABLE 5 continued
Grand total = 207,172 ‘
. . .
Source:. Headquar"ters of 1978 Rohlngya Refugee Control Room £1n '
i 5 Uklya. Bangladesh - ' ..
- R : . e
S , TABLE 6 o )
. 'SAMPLE DISTRIBUTION - %"'"‘
o , | . .
Name of .Camp Populatioﬁ Size -, ‘-S*am{)le- Size[
: [ . - .-
‘Dechaupalong T - i . 23,200 . .36‘
.Dechat;;along IT 27,194 .+ _ o 42
. .Dhoapalong - A '10',791 b ' 21. , '..
Kuthpalong I | 10,032 15 )
Kuthpalorg 1T - 15,139 o (2/3 o
Anjumapara | 13,803 o . 21
- Whykong. ' - . -ill-l,516 | T . 19 .
Maricha Y 2,932 ‘ 8"
{wia - 26,227 | 390
Ledha ~ .. 20,187 | . 307 .
Ghundunm 7,310 1
Nainong-Chari 21,694 - - | 32
Khuni apalong . 8,189 S 12
20172 309
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"APPENDIA l
CHRONOLdGY OF BURMESE AND ROHINGYA RELATED EVENT S

* Fl

Year (A.D.) ' ) mvent

-

800 - Arab predominance in the Eastern Seas
. . " N ' I '
788 . First trace of Arab settlement in the

Indian State of Arakan in Chandra King.
Mahat Sen Daya's time. Several Arab
ships wrecked on-Ramree Island. Survivors
sent to Arakan proper and settle in
villages.

785-957 Age of Chandras.and mixture of Chandras

- and Arab traders, forming first group 'of Rohingyas.

957 Wongollan invasion and fall of Chandras.
: Beginning of Rohlngya exodus to Eastern
India.

1044-77 Rise of Burmese Pagan King in Burma
- proper. Burmese King Anwardhta's con-
quest of North Arakan and Burmese mixture
with local people, -  formed Arakani.
Burmese, or Mogh.: ‘ .

1406 King of Ava invaded Arakan. Noromi —Xala

-fled country.with followers to Guar, the

capital of sultan of Bengal.

1430 ¥Min Saw Mwan restored to ﬁis throne by the
King of Guar.
1433 Foundation of the city of Mrohaung and the
: beginning of the development of Rohlngya
culture. . _
1538 . Fall of the Kingdom of Bengal and the.

beginning of thg Portuguese plracy in
Bengal coastal regions.

1660 Shah Suja's taking of shelter in Arakan.
1665 ‘Shayesta_Khan and the éonquest of Chitta-
* gong.

]

«



1784-85.

. 1760

1824

1852 L
- 4f Pegu ) .

1885

1917-18

1942 .
<\.

1945

c194?

19’4-'8A
19’4—8B

1949,
1950

1951

1954

. Possession.of Chittagong from Moghulﬁiy

-

.Year (A.D.) ' - : 'ﬁvengﬂe‘ ' .

Bdrmesa\K;ng'Bodawpaya s conquest of
Arakan and’ Rohlngya exodus to Chlttagong

East India Company.

Flrst nglo-Burmese War antl the British
occppatidn of Aquan and Tenasserim.

Second Anglo-Burmese Nar ‘and, annexation .
Third Anglo-Burmese War and the annex-
atlon of Upper Burma.

Rev;val of Burmese nationalist movements

in the formation of Young Men Buddhist
Assoc1atlon (YMBA)

‘ Japanese occupatlon of Burma and Burmese

massacre of minorities such as Karens,
. Shans,. Ching and Rohingyas. Rohingya
exodus to Chittagong.

'Bqﬁtish're—occupation'of Burma.

Panglong linority Conference held in
Panglong, Shan region. '

Independence of Burma end Rohingya appeal
for autonomous state in Arakan. Prime
Mimister U Nu refused.

Rohingyas' open revolt in Mujahid tove-
ment,

Karen and ﬁén revolt. ‘
Rohlngyas occupy most of North Arakan,

.

Hemorandum by public of Waungdaw demanding

- fundamental rights and unconditicnal repa-

triation of Rohingya refugees left Arakan
in 1942,

Rohingya demand for immediate cessation of
genocide of Rohingyas in Arakan.

Memorand&m of appeal bj Rohingyas demanding
fundamental rights and freedom.



" Year - (A.D.) ' Ivent

1958

1959,
1959, -

1960,

19608

1960

1961A

19614
19§2A
;9623
1970

1972

1973

~<autonomous state or direct ‘government

(Y]

"An

/

.Shan and Kachin revolt.

-

¥ayah revolt.

Burma agfegd with East Pakistan Governor
Zakir Hossain to take back Rohingya
refugees who had taken shelter in 1953. '

Rohingya ‘memorandum of appeal te Chair-

man of Constitution Revision Committee .
by public of North Arakan through Mr.
Sultan Ahamed (ex-M.P. and parliamentary
secretary) to keep in view the difficul-
ties to be yemedied on grant of Arakan
state.

vemorandum by Rohingya M.P.s demanding

rule or Rohingya parity in services on
grant of Arakan state.

Representation to Prime Minister UNu by. '
Mr., Sultan Mahmood, ex-Health iMinister

and Mr. M. A. Subhan, Advocate,. demanding
unconditional release of detenus (in Akyab
Central Jail) arrested under Citizenship

Act, the Immigrant Emergency Provision-

Amendment Act, etc.

UNu's 'declaration of Buddhism as the state
religion of Burma and reaction among the
Karen Christians, Rohingya MNuslims and
Hindus, and the Mon Animists:

RPormation of army administration in
Rohingya areas.

UNu opens federal seminar to hear minority
problems. '

General Ne-Win took over power, dissolved
federal seminar, arrests minority leaders.

Burmese Government agreed that Rohingya areas
to be ruled by military with Arakani Burmese
in the administration to help the military.

Memorandum to General Ne Win by Rohihgya .

. leaders to stop deterioration of Rohingya

situation.

Formation of R.P.F (Rohingya Patriotic
Front). .



Year (A.D.} ' Event.

1974 Govermment's denial 6f Rohingyas'
. right to vote. Rohingya demonstration
< all over Arakan leadlng to mass_ arrest.-

1978 -Rohlngya exodus of 207,172 refugees

N to Bangladesh.
1978 Burmese,Goveqnm nt agreed to repa-.

' triate Rohingyas:
1981 2000 of the 1978 refugees, Rohingya

leaders (a total of 500,000) still
living in Bangladesh. India, and
other foreign countries.

g6

e st
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"+ ARAKANT RULERS ‘FROM 1434-1638

APPENDIX 2

For centuries Arakan received so much Muslim cul-
tural influence that it used to be a common practice to
issue coins and medals bearing Arabic and Persian alphabet.
The official language of the kings of Arakan was Persian

"until the year 1836 (i.e. 12&{

. Arakan by the British in 182

" Arakani Name

Min Khari (1234-1459)
Basawpyu {1459-1482)
Dawlya (1482-1492)
‘Baswyno (1492-)

Yanaung (1492-)
Salingathu (1492-1501)
_ Minyaza (1501—1523)-
Mihsaw-0 (1525)

Thatasa (1525-1531)

. MiW Bin (1531-1553)
lianapalaung (1571-1593)
Minyazapyi (1393-1612)
‘Thrithaudama (1622-1638) -

ears beyond the-conquest of
. The names of Arakani rulers
with Muslim names are as follows: N

Muslim Name

Aii Khan

Kalima Shah
Mohmed Shah I -
Mohmed Shah II
Nuri Shaﬁ o

She ikh Abduilah Shah
Illias Shah
Jalal Shan

Alil Shah

Zabauk Shah -
Sikandar Shah
Salim Shah I

Salim Shah II
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APPENDIX 3 \

PROWINANT ROHINGYA LEADERS OF COLONIAL AND POST-
INDEPENDENCE PERIODS -

1. Colonial Period

Omrah ileah, President Arakan State (1942-43)

Zahir Uddin, Vice-President I Arakan State (1942-43} : = %
A. Majid Chowdhﬁr&. Vice-Preéident 1T (1942-43)

Kasem Raja._Major—ﬁeneral, Rebel leader (1948<19£3)

2. Representatives in Burmese Government Since Independence
) - .. /

Sultan Mahmood, Ex-Minisfer of Health of Burma

Sultan Ahamed, Ex-Parliamentary Secretary, Burma -

A; Gaffer, Ek-Parliamentary Secretar& _ . {
A, Basher, Ex-Parliamentary Seﬁretafy o - .

Mrs. Zohora Begum, Ex-Parliamentarian



APPENDIX 4
MAGOR ROHINGYA EXODUSES FROM ARAKAN TO CHITTAGONG

Tﬁé influx of Burmése, éSpecially Arakanj refugeéé
intc Bengal was élmost an intermiftent phenomenon in Burma's
history. .This resulted in the development of diffeqent |
ethnic groups iﬁ Chittagong of present Bénglédesh, such as
the Chakmas, Mogh, Baruas,'énd the Rohingyaé. Thé Chakmas
histofically took shelter in Chi%tagong at the ﬁime of Guar
sultans. They came under Bengal Sultan’'s protection té
escape Burmese Qppression. Chakmas were labelled by the
Burmese as miscreants at that time.

lMoghs took shelter imméaiat;ly before the British
pccupied Burma. The tetm ‘Barua’ derived from Boro-Ua, meaﬁing
the Big One; or the Eldest One. Probably the leader of the
tribe was the eldest prince of the country for some reason
possibly defeated in the competi?ion of royal hefedity took
shelter in Chittageng. They are also called.Rajbanshi or
people of royal fémily. But in Bangladesh they are mostly
cooks by profession.

The presence of Rohingyas in Bangladgsh;developed
not as a result of a single exodus from Arakan, but of many
such exoduses. R.P.F,. Publication Secretar& Mf. Sabbir Hossain
handed the researcher a list of such ma jor exoduses with dates.'
They are as follows: A.D. 957, 1044, 1406, 15bb4, 1660, 1752,

~
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1775, 1782, 1784, 1785, 179%, 1796, 1798, 1799, 1811, 193C,
. 1938.'19U2, 1949, 1950, 1958, i967. 1975, and 1958. '

‘ ' -A¥l of the above mentioned years are Felated to
eiﬁher fiongolian cor Burmese invasion of Arakan, or post-col-
onial Burmesé intefnal control p;oblems.: Mr. Sabbir could
not suppl# the reseafcher with the Aumber of péople who each
tiﬁe-migrated to Beng;l. but some approximations;from the
analysis of certain historical réqprdsand dates o. exo.lses are

+ glven: ”
; 1775-- 2,000
1798--150,000
1?99--100,000_

1811--~ 90,000.

© 17814-1785--500, 000
1%42-~ 40,000
1978--200, 000

No definite figures cén b%)gﬁwen as none exist, especially

: ~
before the colonial peripd.

~~
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HQW MANY ROQHINGYAS AARE THERE IN BURMA?

oot S
‘Arakan is a provinee of Burqa, and it is here that -
Roh;ﬁgyas are concentrated. Arakan fakeé up 14,91# square
miles of the total area of Burma's 261, ?98-square miles of
the more*than two mllllon people wﬁo inhabit the reglon, nore
than helf are Rohlngyas. The rest are Arzkani Burmese and
other miﬁorities. . ' . e

For the purposes of “the Burmese census, Arakani Burmese
and other small minorities are included with the Burmese, and
Rohingyas are counted ‘as Muslims and Hindus of Arakan.

The first census takenzin Burma Was in 1872; the next
was iﬁ 1881 and thereafter the census has been taken evefy N
ten years. In these latter censuses, only a part of the
‘Rohingya populetion who lived in NorthlAraken was counted{
since only liuslims' of North Arakan were counted, Rohlngyas
of the Kaman, lyedus and Hindu groups were excluded. In
addition, in the 1?21 census eount. meny‘Arakanese Muslims
were listed as Indians. (Bennison, 1931, 213) Therefore,
the population figures fof‘Roh}ngyas availablearenot alto-
gether exect.

After Burma's independence, only census samples and
estimates were made because of interhal problems. According
to such an estimate done in 1963, Burmese numbered 17, OOO 00¢,
a figure which also includes Mons. Arakanl Burmese. and

other small mlnorltles. A
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Impact International (May 26, 1978) reports the total

number of Rohingyas in Burma as one million. This estimated .
figure, which excludes Rohingyas living outside Arakan, is

supported Ey the Far Fastern Economic Review (1978).

The R.O0.D. in 1976 claimed that Rohingyas numbered
1,500,000 inclusive of Rohingyas who took shélter in Bangla-
desh, India; Pakistan, Singapore,‘Thaiiand. U.A{E. Saudi
Arabia, U.K., USA and Canada. . |
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APPENDIX 6 . .
QUESTIONNAIRE FOR REFUGEES IN 19?é
REFUGEE CAMPS IN BANGLADESH
How o0ld are you?
‘hat is your marifal status? Married__quarried__cher__
what is your religion? Islaﬁ__Hindu__Buddhigm__

what is your country of origin? Burma__Bangladesh__
India_ Other_

Jhat is the first language you speak in your Ibcallty°
Rohingya__Burmese__Other

_Mhat is your father or forefather’ s country of or1g1n°

Burma__Bangladesh__India_ Other_ #

Do you or any other member of your famlly or anybody from
the Rohingyas you know have marital ties with. the
Burmese° Yes__No__

what are the reasons hehind your taking shelter as a
.refugee in Bangladesh° Detail.

#ho are the people that made problems for you to leave
Burma?

Do they kill or rape any member of your family? Yes_ No__

What is the total number of your family members that
came with you?

Howy many family members did you have while in Burma,
and how many survived now?

Jhat are the movable and 1mmovable propertles that you
" left in Burma?

* .- . ..
Jnat was your proflession while in Burma?

Do you know of any Rohingya who have a job in the Burma
army?



!

. - : . ‘ 9t
- : S . ’
16, “hat are the different tyne(s, of lagg}ling used by
Burmese +to malntaln social dlstan with your group?,

17. .How'do the' Burmese express thelr feellngs of hatred to
you when you meet them?

18. Jhat are the reasons behind that nhatred?

19. How do yoh consider the Burmese? -

20. uhat is the name of the polltlcal party-ﬁGG/eupnort°

21. what is. the 1deology of the polltlcal narty you support?’

QZ.,Mhat is your opinion about condltlons for your return .
to Arakan of Burma? o

.\\
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’ ' APPENDIX ? ‘
SPECTAL MAILED QUESTIONNAIRE FOR ROHINGYA
LEADERS CONDUCTED IN 1981 .
1. What is the present politicgi programme of the R.P.F.?
2. hat do you know of the present Rohingya situation in
Burma? Detail.
//’#\\\\ 3. As Rohingya leader, what future do you predict about
L T the Rohingyas?
L. What do you think would be the most appropriaté solution to
the Rohingya problem in Burma? \
»
.
%
- .
&
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e

ROHINGYA LEADERS AND BURMESE |
PERSONALLY INTERVIZWED BY THE RESEARCHER

1. Mr. Zaffer Habib (Chairman of'R P F.)

2. Wr, Zakarla (Ex-Head of the Department of Botany of Akjab
Government College)

3. Mr. Sultan Ahmed (Ex- Parllamentary Secretary, Government
of Burma)

./ M. abbir Ahmed’ (Publication Secretary, R.P.F,)--

Sajjad Hossain (Member R.P.F.)

Advocate Shafiqur Rahman (an already settled Rohingya in.
Bangladesh) —~.

[

7. WMr. Archi Khin and Mrs. Archi Khin' (Burmese living in

Windsor)
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APPENDIX 10

g VICTIYS CF MASSACRE AND

PHOTOGRAPHS  SHOWING THE 197
EXTERIINATION

wWounded hrother teing rushed towards Bansladesh - Victims of rape

Courtesy of %.P.F. Publication Bepartiment,Arakan
Burma. ' ' ‘
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PHOTCGRAPHS SHOWING THE'197é vzc*rmi OF' MASSACRE AND:
EXTERMINATION/ - N '

Rohingyas taking

territory

+ Two aistera,victims of
rape

. , R.F.7. Foreign Secretary

_ ' Advciate Yurul Islam
Courtesy of Dainik Bangla Prakashani,bacea

Bangladesh.
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