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Preamble:   

 
This article is written for thoughtful Myanmar readers. Myanmar is an inclusive word meaning 

Bamar, Chin, Kachin, Shan, Mon, Rakhine, etc. When word Burmese or Burma is used, it has to do 

with British usage during their rule or as leftover usage. Foreign readers are unlikely to know the 

sense of some of the Bamar words in this article. This is written as an article, in order to stay 

compact. Elaboration generally is kept to a minimum. 

 
Part 1: Disfranchising of a Nation, gave a very brief historical background of the fate of Myanmar 

and its people starting from the times of independence. It is to provide a brief review of how its 

political leaders let down the Nation in just about every manner. Blame it to the infancy of the 

Nation if one wants to, but major damage was done. 

 
Part 2: Empowering Self and Nation, is for strengthening the characters of patriots who still have 

the Will to fight and fix the damages done to the mindset of the populace. 

 
Part 3: Enfranchising the Nation of Myanmar, is to in spite of those self-serving characters who 

presently holding to political power, act together to replace them with a political system capable 

of providing fair deals for the people. 
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Part 3: Enfranchising the Nation of Myanmar 
 
A nation derives its powers from the synergistic totality of its power resource components.  The 

most important component is the integrated power of all its people.  The most 

important elements of that component are those people with positive personal 

powers (SAMADHI), whether great or small.  The synergistic power depends largely 

on the manner in which the people cooperate with each other and especially with 

their government.  A nation may have other important powers, such as rich 

deposits of natural resources, but those by themselves do not constitute a nation.  

A nation cannot be effective or powerful—unless the People have the National Will 

and the Spirit Requisite for the Growth of their Civilization (Bogyoke Aung San).  

Correct knowledge and formulation of a culture is essential to organize a society 

effectively. The above statements should help us define our aims and objectives.  

The Road Map to follow toward the growth of civilization should not be too difficult to work out. 

Many nations have already successfully reached that goal before this century. The 

immediate road map for Myanmar will be presented here below.  

The first order of business is with regard to the coming 2020 general elections. Do we vote or not 

vote for the current NLD government in Naypyidaw? If their performance is sub-

standard, can we elect a viable alternative government? 

Let us review the performance of the current government in Naypyidaw. After winning the 

elections of November 2015 by a landslide, and assumed governance in April 2016, 

there is absolutely no meaningful reforms regarding justice practices, fiscal, 

economic, educational policies, simply no systematic reforms of any kind. All the 

government policies are leftovers from President Thein Sein time.  

Are the Myanmars to allow the NLD another five years in state power with no meaningful progress 

and totally wasting the people' times/lives for up to 10 years or even more?  
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Su Kyi head of NLD is presidential advisor but above the president himself. That rule is only valid 

within NLD party, and not legal constitutionally. For any person elected as president 

of Myanmar, his oath of loyalty is to the country and its people, and not to the head 

of its political party. Do the people want to put up with a completely spastic 

president when Su Kyi is getting above the law treatment by a so call democratic 

government? Can the president totally cop-out and let the judges who ultimately 

answer to him constitutionally let Su Kyi win inheritance case in a totally sham 

manner? Are the people going to vote for NLD again and let this kind of shenanigan 

and similar others to continue to rule Myanmar? Are the people going to let Su Kyi 

conduct "peace negotiations" on and on, when she has only demonstrated failures 

after failures?  

Throughout the entire Myanmar history, Kalars and Tayokes are always consider as arriving to 

Myanmar from across the border. Those of them who were born in Myanmar from 

citizen parents are certainly Myanmar Nationals (standard citizenship regulation in 

every country). But by any stretch of imagination no Myanmar of the right mind 

would consider them as indigenous national ethnic people, except Su Kyi who 

consider the Rohigya Kalars as part of indigenous Myanmars. Myanmars should not 

vote for those who are incapable of knowing who the real Myanmars are. Is the 

media/press afraid to present to the people the above questions in a so-called 

democratic society with presumably conferred rights?   

Let us talk about the issues related to some of the above questions. Why is Su Kyi incapable of 

reforming or continue to reform the justice, the economic, the educational etc., 

policies and systems where U Thein Sein had left off? Decades of dictatorship 

misrule requires diligent step by step reforming processes. Surely, there are both 

internal and international expertise who could help in mapping out the way the 

country evolved into a nation with meaningful rights for everyone.  

Su Kyi had never functioned at a professional level before she stumbled into politics in Myanmar; 

can we expect her to have SAMADHI for the well-being of Myanmar and its people? 
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Whoever the president for the moment of Myanmar is, he or she is simply serving 

the whims of Su Kyi, because the NLD party rule dictates she is above the president 

(above the law also?). There are no constitutional safeguards for her kind. A person 

who is highly wayward should not be freely allowed to jerk around a president who 

must have the power to protect the rights of all the people. Since this is actually 

happening with the NLD government, it should not be reelected, otherwise the 

same kind of dictatorial misrule will be perpetrated for further 5 years. 

Then there is the problem of inheritance lawsuit with myself and Su Kyi, going on for the last 20 

years. A separate article is in preparation, with complete facts and figures, and 

those perpetrating miscarriage of justice on behalf of Su Kyi will be exposed. Su Kyi 

may technically claim that constitutionally she has no direct authority over the 

justice department, and therefore she likely is not giving orders for injustice 

perpetrated. If that excuse is used, it is a total cop-out. True, it is the president who 

has, and so far he appears he could not care less if he goes down in history as being 

a constitutionally irresponsible wimpy president and would just allow the judges to 

kissy up to Su Kyi. That way his presidential seat is kept secure for himself. Maybe 

we will just have to wait and see if he still got any spine left and do something with 

courage and integrity before his term is over. Anyone with SAMADHI will not let his 

or her name be used for this kind of LCD behavior. I hope an incoming new 

government with a much better sense of justice is elected in 2020, and those 

perpetrators of injustice prosecuted.   

Watching how Su Kyi performed the peace negotiations was like watching someone not capable 

of construction work, but trying to build a housing complex. Any construction work 

should begin with a clear set of requirements. Then step by step, construction to 

commence according to the necessary planned sequence. Foundation 

requirements to be constructed first and then build upwards toward the roof. 

There should be a clear enough plan for the foundation of the central government 

and also for the foundations of all other local governments and plan for integrating 
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all the foundational aspects. Su Kyi appear incapable of taking responsibility of the 

central government by not coming up with any reform program, and then with 

nothing more than blowhard sessions with regard to her peace plan. Only the 

loonies may take her seriously of her peace initiatives. Building a roof system 

without knowing the foundation layout or the supporting columns plan makes no 

sense. Not surprising, all her negotiations kept failing thus far, and she have yet to 

promulgate any idea that may have the slightest chance to succeed. 

Su Kyi's foreign backers before NLD won the 2015 elections bestowed upon her many accolades, 

awards and prizes, including Nobel Peace Prize (see Web). Just about all the awards 

except the Nobel Peace Prize have been revoked when they finally realized the kind 

of person Su Kyi is -- Top of the Line XXXXXX (a saying by Cowboy Gus). There were 

serious talks of revoking the Nobel Peace Prize also, but that would do much more 

damage to the Peace Prize givers than to Su Kyi.  

To understand something of Rhohingyas, a short background history around the Rakhine/ 

Bangladesh border is needed. 

The Bengal famine of 1943 (Bengali: pañcāśēra manvantara) was a major famine in the Bengal 

province in British India during World War II (WW2). An estimated 2.1–3 million, 

out of a population of 60.3 million, died of starvation, malaria and other diseases 

aggravated by malnutrition, population displacement, unsanitary conditions and 

lack of health care. Millions were impoverished as the crisis overwhelmed large 

segments of the economy and social fabric. Historians have frequently 

characterized the famine as "man-made", asserting that wartime colonial policies 

created and then exacerbated the crisis. A minority view holds that the famine 

arose from natural causes. The British rulers undertook horrendous draconian 

economic and military measures to stop the Japanese to reach India, no matter 

how many millions of Indians perished. To a large extent, the famine crisis was also 

exacerbated by the uncaring and insensitive mindset business culture of the Indian 

rice merchants of Bengal. The details of this event of 1943 can be read in Wikipedia.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bengali_language
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Starvation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Malaria
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Malnutrition
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Population_displacement
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Colonization
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The reason for bringing out this matter is, currently the Anglo-American media, in conjunction with 

the Islamic media are accusing the Myanmar government of genocide of the so-

called Rohingya Islamic ethnic group, supposedly native to Myanmar, situated at 

present time Arakan-Bengal border, and precisely where the British and Japanese 

savagely fought during WW2. The British never mentioned then and could not have 

mentioned about the existence of Rohingyas, for they had never existed on the 

Burma side. Had they ever existed they would never have survived the British 

scorched-earth actions, and the mega famine that followed.  

In 1971, East Pakistan was defeated by India and Bangladesh got Independence. Initially, the 

Pakistan Army was beating up the Bengalis, and the refugees streaming into 

Myanmar were Bengalis. When India joined the war, the Pakistan Army was getting 

beat up and entered Rakhine as refugees. Both group of refugees after that war, 

did not stay behind in Myanmar, unlike 1.5 million out of 10 million Bengalis who 

entered Assam in India.  Assam already declared that those unwelcomed refugees 

will never get citizenship (see Web). The Bengalis claimed 3 million of them died, 

whereas Pakistan gave as only 26,000 (see Web). There are absolutely no records 

of any dealings with the Rohingyas within Myanmar during those events.  

A few Bengalis who regularly did some kind of cross-border trading since 1948 were called 

Khortaws. They could speak a limited amount of Bamar language with some 

characteristic accent and easy to be spotted by the locals. On the other hand, the 

so-called Rohingyas simply cannot speak a word of Bamar (Rahkine is a Bamar 

language dialect) and could not get along with the locals. The population of 

Bangladesh in 2017 was 164.7 million, larger than the Russian Federation. Bengalis 

since WW2, have perished by the millions due to wars. Any Bengalis calling 

themselves by any other name (such as Rohingers) who strayed into a neighboring 

country and got unwelcomed treatment, and if that become an issue, it need to be 

considered as only between just two countries, and simply cannot be considered 

as international genocidal (should be in millions, in Bengalis historical context) 
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matter. It was unfortunate some illegal Bengalis died on Myanmar soil, but is 

miniscule in comparison with millions of their deaths previously, and yet no global 

media fussing regarding against the perpetrators for those previous deaths.      

With the military government in Myanmar, economy was going so bad many Myanmar villagers 

moved out of the country and set up villages in Buddhist countries of Laos, and 

Thailand, starting about nineteen eighties. Many agriculture workers from Rakhine 

also left, and acute shortage of farm workers created a crisis throughout Rakhine, 

the same as for the rest of the country. The well-off land and farm owning Rakhines 

with the help of bribable Border Security forces smuggled Bengalis for agriculture 

work (not as migrants) and very soon villages sprouted up. The illegal immigrant 

population grew and spread and problems started to erupt with the local Rakhines. 

The fact that they were not Buddhists did not help them to assimilate with the 

locals. Myanmar political system was changing and who was and is lying (both 

military and civilian authorities) and who was and is telling truthfully (anyone?) 

about the Rohingyas after that, became very hazy for all the Myanmar authorities. 

Entered Su Kyi; invited Kofi Annan ex-UN Sectary General (God Sake what for?) and 

escalated the internal local matter into an international crisis. She seemed well 

adapted to create bigger and bigger mess, and is still continuing.  

Well, what on Earth had Su Kyi accomplished for Myanmar? She can claim she lead the NLD and 

won the General Election of 2015, and finally got rid of the military LCDs ruining 

the country and its people for decades. The fact that she fumbled several times and 

which fooled the opposition into thinking they cannot lose and got complacent and 

careless, is to her credit. At the last moments, just in time prior to the election date, 

she appeared quite rational and to follow the advice of her political handlers and 

won, is also to her credit. The people hated the military LCD rulers and decided to 

get rid of them and their underlings. Above all, she got Bogyoke Aung San as her 

father. Myanmar people love Bogyoke. Bogyoke Aung San love Myanmar and its 

people. 
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Is it wrong to take advantage of one's extremely well regarded father to right the wrongs for one's 

country? Absolutely no. Is it wrong to take advantage of one's extremely well 

regarded father, and hanging on to state power even though one is highly incapable 

of doing good, but actually doing many bads? Absolutely yes. 

There are off-springs or relatives of people well known in the past within a society, who try to latch 

on to their parent’s good names, and to behave self-importantly. They are known 

as brasso-polishers. That is, proverbially polishing with Brasso, the name brass-

plate (or erecting statues, or making movies of highly regarded relatives) of their 

related highly regarded ancestors, and hoping that the extra shine generated will 

increase their own importance within the society. Voters should be aware of 

brasso-polishers with no constructive caliber whatsoever, and not to vote for them, 

even if they are related to a person of high character.  There is nothing wrong if 

capable children of highly regarded parents continuing to do good work of their 

forbearers. The populace need to be fully aware that the elections of 2020 are very 

important for them, very important for their children, and very important for 

Myanmar to get on track toward progress. Do not vote for incapable people and to 

provide them with undeserving life with wealth and power. Do not waste another 

5 years of the Myanmar people.  

NLD will deny its lack of performance as described above, or of Su Kyi's behavior. What NLD might 

try to tell the loonies and flunkies is that there is not a single sound party large 

enough that can compete and win against it and can form the alternative 

government. Even if smaller parties banded together may win as a coalition, they 

afterward will not have the unity, resources, or the intelligence to come up with 

reform policies, regarding justice, fiscal, educational systems, etc. The voters 

should not be afraid of any implied political threat. Whoever claimed to be 

democratic but is clearly unethical, the people must exercise zero tolerance and 

have him or her voted out.    

     ____________________ 
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What a major political party might try to tell is that there is not a single sound party large enough 

that can compete, and win against it and can form the alternative government after 

the 2020 elections. Even if smaller parties banded together may win as a coalition, 

they afterward will not have the unity, resources, or the intelligence to come up 

with reform policies, regarding justice, fiscal, educational systems, etc. Whoever 

claimed to be democratic but is clearly unethical and undemocratic, the people 

must exercise zero tolerance and voted out those unfit for state political leadership. 

The voters should not be afraid of any apparent lack of any meaningful political 

choices if the political system is currently formulated correctly, but it is not. If the 

voters are unsure of these issues, the following discussions should provide food for 

thought of how to fix the Myanmar political system as operated under previous or 

current pseudo democratic governments with high self-enriching practices. 

Scenario 1. Let us discuss first, the minimum percent of seats NLD must win to retain outright 

victory. That percentage is 51.  

Scenario 2. NLD can still be the outright winner even with less than 51 percent if the anti-NLD 

collation added up less than whatever the total number of NLD wins. There will be 

MPs that will not join any collation.  

Scenario 3. If the anti-NLD collation added up more than whatever the total number of NLD wins 

just by itself, NLD may still retain state power if it can form its own collation that 

has more MPs than the opposition collation. 

 Scenario 4. If not, then it will have to step down from state power. One may consider more 

scenarios but meaningful insights would get more difficult to ascertain. 

 Scenario X.  Non-NLD, non-constitutional government after 2020. 

Scenarios 1 to 3 are all very undesirables. Scenario 3 at least will make Su Kyi difficult to become 

above the president, presidential advisor. Theoretically, NLD and the military may 

form a collation to form a government. But pragmatically, it would be difficult for 

their lower echelon people to cooperate. However, if both sides do not care to 
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serve the people, but just interested in exploiting the situation, they might 

superficially be able to stick together. Scenario X is an impossibility unless the 

military decided to grab power and may or may not form some kind of collation. If 

military leadership mindset remains unchanged, that will be considered as very 

bad. Military led collation can become real if the Scenario 4 collation failed to work 

out and collapsed. However shaky Scenario 4 situation is, we need to understand 

its implications and challenges it will have to face, just in case something good can 

be figured out and made it workable. Regardless, that way is our best chance 

toward progress and therefore we need to give it our best thoughts. 

Scenario 4. can be in two flavors. With the military's 25 percentage votes (version 4A), and without 

those votes (Version 4B). Let us explore the Version 4B scenario first.  

Scenario 4B is likely to be collation of medium and small political parties. Their political agendas 

are not nation-wide, and will be limited to the regions of activities they are 

involved. The size of party will be measured by the number of MPs who got elected, 

and not by the numbers of candidates fielded. The first problems off the bat are 

which of the small parties will have their members as president, ministers, and high 

level officer’s positions. These problems affect all collations and every collation will 

have to cross that bridge when they came to it. The Think Tank approach of 

governance to be described a little later, should moderate this issue, because the 

acquisition of high position in government would not equate to exploiting the 

political system for self-aggrandizement. Those who can think better of wider 

issues than just their regional areas of interests are preferable for higher posts. If 

they started facing a total impasse, they need to bear in mind, Scenario X can and 

most likely will replace Scenario 4 very quickly, that may mean possibly another 

twenty years under the military adhering to its current mindset. If the civilian 

collation cares about Myanmar, it need to rethink and decide efficaciously among 

themselves, or accept our advice of how the setup should be.  
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Once decided, the collation members will have to take care of the day-to-day business and they 

need to learn fast of how to. Special training arrangements probably will be needed 

for this stage. Then at the same time, they need to consider and decide how the 

(central) Think Tank for the collation is going to be organized. Among themselves 

(until new constitutional laws are established) agreements are needed to adopt 

and carry out policies that the Think Tank people worked out. These policies are for 

near term (less than a year) and longer term programs. Again, we can advice of 

setting up detail procedures as needed.  

This Think Tank capability with knowledge based approach can provide the multi-party collation 

much greater power than even major parties with no Think Tank. This is a game 

changer of how within the whole country and at many electoral districts, to have 

their own fully empowered mini political organizations, fully empowered 

individuals within the bureaucracy, and even able to vote for the local candidate 

who may have actually born and grew up there.  

To begin with, we need to identify and recruit, let us say, the top 100 or so minds with expertise 

in key areas of knowledge within the country, to form the Think Tank. They are to 

be tasked to develop the (Pillars of Principles) Mundaings, on which the National 

Will and the Spirit Requisite for the Growth of  Civilization (Bogyoke Aung San) can 

rest upon. They are to be from all branches of government, including the military, 

and any governmental Ministries. Also included will be from all Special Interest 

Groups (SIG) capable of positive contributions. The manpower requirement to be 

adjusted, on as-need basis and availability. Experts from abroad may be included 

as needed. Many Think Tank personals are likely to be well adapt in the use of cyber 

systems and therefore the operation is to be akin to modern business corporations.   

All major projects above a certain funding level and life-cycle must be submitted through the Think 

Tank for approval, disapproval decision process before particular Ministry or 

Ministries can implement. That way, the "Signature Bonus" corruption practice may 

be mitigated. All major projects must be compatible with the Mundaings (Pillars of 
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Principles) and the projects must submit to specified inspections to be monitored 

by the Think Tank people for staying within budget and making real progress.   

The important Mundaings to consider for a government are for rule of just and fair laws, equitable 

sharing of wealth, pragmatic educational programs, health and fitness programs, 

conservations of wildlife and ecological protection programs, conservation of 

natural resources, understanding of advance and modern civilizations (elimination 

of cultural disorders), understanding of pragmatic spirituality (minimize loonies, 

flunkies, LCD, and all of the above hybrids), anti-corruption methodologies (cyber 

based systems), monitoring the practices of the various branches of government 

(executive, legislative, judiciary, bureaucracy), freedom of expression and of the 

media, etc. It is important to know these Mundaings, well before learning about -- 

Establishment of Democratic Institutions, Considerations for Federalism or 

alternatives, Container Rail Systems to China and Vietnam from Indian Ocean side 

(neighboring countries issues), etc. These latter broad base "Upper Level 

Structures" (utilizing the support of hopefully very sound Pillars of Principles) 

related studies are more likely to be better understood and optimized (in Myanmar 

context), after interactive thinking among them.  In many ways, the Think Tank 

organization should be considered as another branch of government needed for 

developing countries.    

Military dictatorship ended in Brazil in March 1985 after about 21 years’ rule (see Web). The new 

civilian government immediately set out to reestablish democratic institutions that 

any current Myanmar pro-democracy government should find out how they go 

about reestablishing democratic reforms. Countries like China has minorities, and 

minorities within minorities but did not adopted Federalism. So Federalism is not 

necessarily the only approach for governance wherever minorities exist. China and 

Myanmar in some cases even have the same minorities across their common 

border. Container Rail Systems to China and Vietnam have very important geo-

strategic Values, and therefore their construction cannot ordinarily be considered 
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based upon Cost Pricing, but must be in terms of Value Pricing. Myanmar should 

receive the most revenue for the operation on Myanmar territory, and paying the 

least in terms of investment. The Think Tank and Parliamentary people can work 

out for new government policies and operating processes to be considered, even 

if the government is a formation of small and mini parties.  

Coming back to think about the 2020 elections, and now we know we can have a new possibility 

Scenario 4B-2, which can now be a very viable, possible and very important option, 

but need to set up local mini parties in time before the 2020 elections if they wish to 

compete. Even if such an arrangement cannot be readied fully for the 2020 

elections, the institution of the Think Tank approach is essential as soon as possible 

for a properly functioning political system of Myanmar, and should therefore be 

considered as compelling.  

It is advisable that an over-arching committee (with its logo to indicate as collation coordinator) 

be formed to coordinate the mini parties, and to let the voters be aware of collation 

arrangement by displaying its logo with mini party's logo together as needed. The 

collation committee may be tentatively called DoePyi (our country). Any party 

except NLD, can become member of DoePyi even after the elections as long as it 

has at least a winning MP. NLD MPs may split from NLD and join DoePyi collation. 

It would be desirable that Scenario 4B-2 would likely be a collation which is 

comparable or bigger in size to the 25 percent voting power of the military. If that 

is the case, even the military could be part of the collation without needing to be 

too concern of them getting overbearing. That is, Scenario 4A and 4B-2 be 

considered broadly as to be in the same league.  

One weakness of the mini party approach in the early stages, is that many of the local MP's ethics 

can be sub-standard. In this poverty ridden society, US $1000 per person can buy 

plenty of shenanigans. In addition to the Think Tank oversight arrangement, there 

are now anti-bribery methodologies such as ISO 37001 (see Web) that companies 

such as Microsoft is using. It should not be difficult to adapt and adopt these 
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methodologies to a comparatively much simpler system requirements of mini-

party collations. By 2025 elections, many of the undesirables could by then, be 

weeded out. Another important challenge will be to find an effective party whip. A 

positive character who will constantly remind his troops of the reasons of why they 

are together and to fight the good fight and win for Myanmar.  

There are NGOs (local as well as international) already within Myanmar whose fields of interests 

are about Local Government, Public Participation, etc. They should be capable of 

organizing the planning and implementation of the above strategies and tactics. It 

should not be too difficult for those like them to handle using the cyber approach 

called for ISO 37001 requirements, or of the support regarding the Think Tank of 

the best minds of Myanmar.  

Is Myanmar going to be regressing back for the next 10 to 15 years to the days of the last Bamar 

kings? The last Bamar king was driven out of the Palace's West Gate normally 

reserved for removing corpses. There may not yet be the last President of the 

Republic in 15 years from now, but if humungous foreign loan debts are allowed to 

accrue unchecked, he will be merely serving essentially as head peon of an 

insignificant people.   

Thoughtful people of Myanmar are watching, the military community is watching, the Taing Yin 

Tars are watching, the poor people who has to eke out a living are watching, people 

who are concern of the rule of just laws are watching,  people who cares of the 

sovereignty of Myanmar are watching, international groups interested in Myanmar 

are watching, people with positive sense of Spirituality are watching, students who 

are very concern of being able to grow up within a progressive and humane Nation 

are watching, of whether the next so called pro-democracy government will have 

more vision or greater sense of justice will be in state power after the 2020 

elections.  

Myanmars need to be fully aware that they are at an extremely critical cross-road -- The elections 

of 2020. To be, or not to be -- a Nation with SAMADHI? When the National Will and 
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the Spirit Requisite for the Growth of Civilization become real to be so, we will be 

together to make it happen. Will that be in 2020? ☼ 

 

 

 


