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Inside Burma  
Activists released, but concern grows over continued detention of HIV&AIDS activist 
51 of the pro-democracy activists who were arrested during a prayer campaign in May were released, 
according to a statement from the National League for Democracy (NLD).  The activists had been 
detained without charge after leading a prayer campaign at pagodas for the release of Aung San Suu 
Kyi. However, there is growing concern over the continued detention of HIV & AIDS activist Phyu 
Phyu Thinn, who is also staging a hunger strike. “The NLD calls for the immediate release of Phyu 
Phyu Thin, who should receive health care from her family,” Myint Thein, spokesperson of the NLD 
said. “We [the NLD], together with her family, are seriously concerned about her health”   (source: 
Irrawaddy 28 June 2007 http://www.irrawaddy.org/article.php?art_id=7698 ).  
 
The United States also issued a call for her immediate and unconditional release (source: Burma UN 
Service 2007/522, Released on June 27, 2007 and http://www.state.gov/r/pa/prs/dpb/2007/jun/87531.htm) 
 
ICRC speaks out against the military regime 
The International Red Cross denounced Myanmar's military government for committing severe abuses 
against civilians and detainees that cause "immense suffering." The State Peace and Development 
Council (SPDC) forces thousands of detainees to serve as porters for the military, exposing them to the 
danger of combat and other risks, the Red Cross said. It also drew attention to abuses by the military 
against men, women and children living in ethnic areas along the Thai-Myanmar border, which include 
the large-scale destruction of food supplies (source: AP, 28 June 2007 and 
http://news.yahoo.com/s/ap/20070629/ap_on_re_eu/red_cross_myanmar  & http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/asia-
pacific/6252024.stm ) 
 
Europe 
European Parliament resolution on Burma 
In a resolution adopted during a plenary session of the European Parliament in Strasbourg, MEPs 
condemned the extended detention of Aung San Suu Kyi, and demanded her immediate and 
unconditional release.  They deplored the military regime’s oppression of the Burmese people and 
called for the release of all political prisoners.  They also urged outside actors, such as the EU, 
ASEAN, China, India and the business world, to each play their part in improving the situation (date 21 
June 2007, for full text see: http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?Type=TA&Reference=P6-TA-2007-
0290&language=EN) 
 
China/USA 
Senior US diplomats met with Burma's ministers of Foreign Affairs, Culture and Information in the 
Chinese capital, Beijing this week.  This is the first time such a meeting has taken place since 2003. 
State Department Spokesman, Tom Casey told reporters that the Burmese officials requested the 
meeting and that there was a ‘frank exchange of views’ on the situation.  The Burmese officials gave 
no indication as to whether they would release Aung San Suu Kyi or other political prisoners (source 
VOA 28 June 2007 http://www.voanews.com/english/2007-06-28-voa66.cfm). 
 
It's especially significant that these talks took place in Beijing and were arranged by the Chinese, 
although China is not a publicly active participant (Source: China Lends A Hand, By Richard Holbrooke, 
The Washington Post, Thursday, June 28, 2007; Page A25). 
 
India 
Delhi talks tough to Yangon; post Moreh incidents 
Further to the series of unseemly incidents that occurred at Moreh a few days before and after June 9, 
when at least 11 people were killed, Delhi has categorically told Yangon that it would be held 
responsible if such events occur again. The basic objective of the tough talk adopted by Delhi is to 
convey the message that it wants the neighbouring country not to offer shelter to any of the militant 
groups active in the North East region of India. (source: The Sangai Express 26 June 2006 http://www.e-
pao.net/GP.asp?src=1..260607.jun07) 
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EURO-BURMA OFFICE  
 

Special Issue Paper on 
 

HUMANITARIAN AID - BURMA 
 

 
A controversy seems to be raging on whether or not humanitarian aid should be provided to Burma. 
Some democracy advocates feel that providing humanitarian aid to Burma will be akin to rewarding the 
generals. What is being proposed and what is the position of the Burmese democracy movement? 
 
First, it must be stated that the Euro-Burma Office (EBO) does not make policy and it does not have its 
own policy on humanitarian aid to Burma. However, the EBO advises the Burmese democracy 
movement in general and specifically, the Ethnic Nationalities Council, which represents people of the 
seven ethnic states (40% of the population and 60% of the territory) of the Union of Burma. 
 
FACTS: 
 
The Ethnic Nationalities Council welcomes humanitarian aid provided that it: 
 

o Is not channeled through the Burmese military;  
o Directly benefits the people of Burma;  
o Is transparent; and accountable.  

 
The exception to the above is the Three-Diseases Fund (3DFund) which by its nature must necessarily 
be implemented through the public health system already in place. The ENC also makes a special 
appeal for the cross-border delivery of humanitarian aid to the most vulnerable populations. See ENC 
Humanitarian Position 2005.  
 
The National Coalition Government of the Union of Burma (NCGUB) which represents the winners 
of the 1990 general elections, agrees with the ENC. However, the NCGUB would also like to see 
humanitarian aid used as a tool to bring about a dialogue and national reconciliation.  
 
The humanitarian aid policy of the ENC and the NCGUB are based on a strategy consultation held in 
January 2002 amongst the NCGUB, the ENC’s predecessor – the Ethnic Nationalities Solidarity and 
Cooperation Committee (ENSCC), the National Council of the Union of Burma (NCUB), the Women’s 
League of Burma (WLB), the Students & Youth Congress of Burma (SYCB), and the United 
Nationalities Youth League (UNYL). The participants welcomed humanitarian aid given to the people.  
 
In August 2002, the then National League for Democracy (NLD) spokesperson, U Lwin, also 
reported that Daw Aung San Suu Kyi does not object to humanitarian assistance that will benefit the 
people -“under the strict control of transparency, accountability and monitoring."  
 
In February 2007, another strategy consultation amongst Burmese democracy advocates (ENC, 
NCGUB, NCUB, WLB, SYCB, NYF, etc) reaffirmed the humanitarian position of 2002, welcomed 
cross-border assistance and agreed to the Three Diseases Fund. The exception was the National 
Council of the Union of Burma. 
 
The National Council of the Union of Burma (NCUB), agrees to cross-border assistance and the 
Three-Diseases Fund although it requires working through the Burmese military. It is against any other 
form of humanitarian aid inside Burma. 
 
The Women’s League of Burma (WLB), the Students and Youth Congress of Burma (SYCB) and the 
Nationalities Youth Forum (NYF), have not yet made separate statements on humanitarian aid. 
 
 
 
 



FEARS: 
 
The rest of the Burmese democracy community (refugees and exiles) is divided. Many fear that 
humanitarian aid delivered inside Burma will: 
 

a) Be diverted by the military for its own use; 
b) Be impossible to deliver without the involvement of the SPDC – a case in point is the Three 

Diseases Fund (3DFund); 
c) Enable the SPDC to continue ignoring social problems and use its own resources to further 

suppress the people; 
d) Give credit to the SPDC when in fact it is the cause of the problem; 
e) Lull the people into a false sense of well-being and reduce their motivation to overthrow the 

regime; 
f) Reduce aid to refugees and internally displace persons, and to democracy activists along the 

border. 
 
OPINION: 
 
Fears that the Burmese military will divert the humanitarian aid provided for the people are valid. That 
is why stringent safeguards are needed for aid delivery inside Burma as is the case of any aid currently 
being delivered along the border. 
 
The 3DFund does involve the SPDC’s infrastructure but no cash is disbursed directly to the Burmese 
military. Safeguards are in place and they need to be vigorously and continuously monitored. However, 
there are many other needs that can be addressed by humanitarian aid without officially going through 
the SPDC and its organs. This has been done in the past and is being done today. Those who say it is 
impossible have not been seriously involved in the delivery of aid inside Burma.  
  
The Burmese military has been ignoring Burma’s social problems for a long time. They will continue 
to prioritize spending for defense and military matters whether or not humanitarian aid is provided for 
the people. The European Union is considering humanitarian aid for Burma in the scale of 100 million 
Euros. The SPDC currently earns about 2,000 million Euros (2 billion) in untied hard cash from the 
sale of natural gas. This estimated cash flow will grow as more projects come online. The income from 
aid for the SPDC is insignificant compared to what it can get from gas and other natural resources. But 
the humanitarian aid being considered is significant for the people of Burma and it can help alleviate 
the suffering brought about by the military’s neglect. 
 
Anyone that believes that the provision of humanitarian aid will give credit to the SPDC has a very low 
opinion of the intelligence of the people of Burma. People know the cause of their suffering. They will 
also know who is providing the assistance. The SPDC will get credit only if they actually change their 
policies and become ‘people-friendly”. If they do, is it not something that we should welcome? 
Another way for the SPDC to get credit is if it is reported that the democracy movement is blocking the 
delivery of humanitarian assistance to the people of Burma. 
 
People who believe that humanitarian aid will lull people into a false sense of well-being are 
completely out of touch with the reality on the ground in Burma. The aid being contemplated is 
miniscule compared to the actual need. There is no way anyone could feel a false sense of well-being 
because of the aid being provided. The aid will barely save lives. Humanitarian aid on the Thai border 
roughly amounts to about 130.00 Euros per person per year.  Nobody who has visited the refugee 
camps can claim that the refugees are living in comfort and therefore, do not have any motivation to 
better their lives. The amount being considered for Burma is at most 1.50 Euro per person per year if 
we assume that a quarter of the population in Burma live below the poverty line and are potential 
recipients of the aid currently being targeted. 
 
The level of funding for the people of Burma is not proportionate to the need. Fears that aid delivered 
inside Burma will reduce aid to refugees and internally displaced persons and to democracy activists 
along the border, would be valid if the level of funding for Burma as a whole is not increased. More 
funding for the people of Burma (inside and on the borders) is needed. 
 
 



Summary: 
 
In March 2007, a panel discussion was organized by the Association Suisse-Birmanie.  The panelists 
were Professeur Paulo Sergio Pinheiro, United Nations Human Rights Special Rapporteur for Burma;  
Harn Yawnghwe, Director of the European Office for the Development of Democracy in Burma (Euro-
Burma Office), Brussels; and Dr Jean F. Freymond, Director of the Centre for Applied Studies in 
International Negotiations (CASIN), Geneva. The discussion concluded -  
 
“HUMANITARIAN AID – It was generally agreed that the dire situation of the people of Burma calls 
for the international community to deliver humanitarian aid. It was agreed that it should not be 
dependent on whether or not the SPDC agrees to allow the aid to be delivered. If people are suffering, 
they should be helped. Innovative ways and means to deliver aid to the most vulnerable populations 
should be explored even if it means crossing international boundaries.” 
 
The EBO will continue to work with the Burmese democracy movement to prepare for a transition to 
democracy – empowering the disenfranchised, mediating conflicts, proposing political solutions, 
defining public policies, and building the capacity of political parties and civil society. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


