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Refugees & South Asia
• 1947: partition of India resulted in over 14 million people
uprooted and crossing new borders of India and Pakistan
• 1971: Liberation war displaced 10 million people from the
then East Pakistan to India, many returned but not all
• 1978: The 1st big influx of Rohingya muslims from
Myanmar to Bangladesh
• Till today, cross border migration or seeking refuge
remains a common but challenging phenomena
• None of the SA States have signed the Refugee
Convention, yet a strong tradition of people seeking refuge

Geographical Location

Geographical Location

Genesis of the crisis
• Systematic oppression, denial & deprivation for
generations by the State and ethnic majority
• Creating a false narrative, denying socio-culturaleconomic history
• Conflict of global interests & ethical stand on rights
violations
• Creating a crisis of civil liberties, civic rights & identity

Ancient History
9th -15th
century

15th Century

Arab and other
traders settled
down in Arakan
and inter-married
with various races
in the region,
forming an
ethnically and
culturally distinct
group.

After being ruled
by different
entities
throughout the
early years,
Arakan enjoyed a
brief period of
independence

World War- II
1939-1945
Japanese army
invaded Burma
Arakan Buddhists
aligned with the
Japanese,
Muslim population
remained loyal to
the British

1784
Arakan became
part of Burma.
Ancestors of
“Rohingya”
ethnicity,
established their
presence in
Northern Rakhain
State

1948

1948-1954

Burma gained its
independence.

The armed revolt
to create a Muslim
state within Burma
continued but was
ultimately
suppressed,
resulting in land
and property
confiscation.

a group of
Muslims rebelled,
demanding their
own
independence.

1824-1826

The “Rohingyas”
attempted to
overthrow
Burmese rule but
failed, resulting in
a mass flight of
refugees into the
Chittagong area of
Bangladesh. This
was the first of
several refugee
outflows from
Arakan.

With the first AngloBurmese War, Arakan
became British. During
the British period,
many of the abovementioned refugees
returned to Arakan
together with new
settlers from Bengal
who flowed into the
depopulated country
bringing with them
Bengali culture and
language.

1978
Operation “Naga Min”
was launched and
drove 200,000 persons
out of Burma into
Bangladesh.
1,87,250 returned to
Myanmar, 10,000
remained in
Bangladesh while
another 10,000 died.

Recent History

Rohingya rendered
stateless by the
Burmese
Citizenship Law of
1982

Under this law, 135
ethnic communities
are recognised; The
existence of the
136th, “Rohingya”
ethnicity, is not
being recognized by
the Law, hence they
remain de facto
stateless.

UNHCR established
its presence in
Bangladesh to assist
the GoB with an
influx of some
250,000 Rohingya
refugees
Government closed
the registration in
September, 1992
Suu Kyi awarded
Nobel Peace Prize
.

Voluntary
repatriation
commenced in 1994
and more than
236,000 refugees
repatriated with
UNHCR assistance.
Around 95 %
refugees from the
initial influx
returned to
Myanmar by the
mid of 2005.
Many were forced to
return to Bangladesh
in subsequent years
upon recurring waves
of violence and
persecution targeting
them in their home
country

Bangladesh
government briefly
. the Third
supported
Country
Resettlement
programme for 926
persons, which is
one of the durable
solution options for
refugees.
.

Major systematic
violence & small or
mass movement
every year
2013: BD
developed
national strategy
separating
UNHCR and
IOM mandate
2015: ID card
card &
citizenship
revoked in
Myanmar,
census in BD
(no final report)
2016: Annan
Commission
report suggest
to review
citizenship laws

GLOBAL ROHINGYA POPULATION

• 128,500 in Myanmar
• 912,485 in Bangladesh
• 500,000 Saudi Arabia
• 350,000 in Pakistan
• 150,000 in Malaysia
• 50,000 in UAE

•
•
•
•

40,000 in India
12,000 in the US
5,000 in Thailand
1,000 in Indonesia

IMPACT ON LOCAL/HOST COMMUNITY IN CITY & VILLAGES

STORY OF COX’S BAZAR & ITS POPULATION
• Cox’s Bazar was set up with settlers in 1799 by British Captain Hiram Cox

• Under Mughal and Tripura rule (India) and Arakanese rule (presently part of Myanmar) at different times
• Became a ‘market town’ for small traders, while major sea port is the adjacent district, Chittagong
• West and South of the district is the sea; salt, betel leaf farming, fishing and sea products is the main
local occupation/trade
• With urbanization, increasing trend of employment in the local tourism industry and short term overseas
employment to the Gulf
• Settlers from Myanmar – both Rakhine Buddhists and Rohingyas (mostly Muslim, but also Christians and
Hindus)
• Local settlers are from adjacent districts of Chittagong and the minority groups from Chittagong Hill
Tracts
• With a history of settlements and trade with or without border, Cox’s Bazar had been used to hosting
neighbours and accommodating local livelihood
• Tensions among hill community and Bengalis, Bengalis and Rakhines, and now tensions among Bengalishill communities-Rohingyas-Rakhines – not completely new to the area

ROHINGYA & COX’S BAZARIAN – IN NUMBERS
•
•
•
•
•
•

905,695 Rohingya (including 34,172 officially registered refugees)
6,790 in local/host communities
Over 30,000 Rohingya children born in 2018
Total population of Cox’s Bazar 2,901,370
In 2 sub districts, the ratio is 3:1
Humanitarian aid targeted during 2019 for 1,245,000 (902,000 Rohingya in
camps, 7,000 Rohingya in local/host community and 336,000 local/host
community)
• USD 920.5 m required in 2019, commitments less than 50%
• Slow influx and migration continues at the same time
• Current rainy season will also see some dislocation & mobility

ROHINGYA INFLUX 2016-18: LOCAL IMPACT
• Increased drop out from schools and colleges, teachers and government officials locally serving humanitarian
work – some temporary employment for the local middle class
• Restricted or fearful mobility of rural girls and women – both in rural areas and in the city
• Employment in the informal sector slowly being dominated by Rohingya and other settler community –
changes in wage rates
• Price of essentials and transport is high – both in urban and rural areas
• Inter-relationships and inter-marriages bringing about a mixed community - both of harmony & tensions
• Differences in access to government, humanitarian and development services for the poor – both in villages
& the city
• Cultural change of attitude towards Rohingya
• Deterioration of law and order around the camp areas and sub district – increase in human smuggling and
trafficking, other organised crime, gang violence, community violence, GBV
• Increased commercial sexual activity in the urban, semi urban areas
• Weariness towards too many ‘outsiders’ (9 UN agencies, 100+ NGOs)
• Deforestation in a protected forest area
• Rumours and misconception about what is going on - real participatory community dialogue is missing in
rural and urban centres

EFFORTS BY BANGLADESH GOVERNMENT
• No plans yet to ratify the UN Refugee Convention
• Advocacy on for a national refugee law as well as legal provisions within existing law
• Stricter monitoring of and stronger coordination with national-international aid and
development partners
• 5 point strategy since 2013 - documentation, humanitarian response, border
management, diplomatic efforts, local and national coordination
• At the UN, raised 5 points in 2017 - stopping persecution in Myanmar, UN Fact Finding
mission to Myanmar, creating ‘safe zones’, sustainable return and implementing Kofi
Annan Commission report
• Further 3 points raised in the UN in 2018 – abolition of discriminatory laws in Myanmar,
ensuring voluntary return and protection, accountability and justice
• Relocating 100,000 to a remote island but with government infrastructure – still under
consideration, and debate
• Bilateral MoU, lobbying at UN and regional platforms, followed by bilateral discussion
with key actors (recent: China, Malaysia)

MITIGATING THE NEGATIVE IMPACT
• Humanitarian response plans target local community and local government representatives as well – not fully
enforced yet
• Checkposts and temporary camps by the law enforcing agencies – but not significantly increased personnel
• Legal aid NGOs working towards some legal awareness and sensitisation, as well as limited legal assistance for
both Rohingya and locals
• Need for creating dialogue platforms and community representatives for improving relations and ways to
measure local satisfaction
• Advocacy needed with local traders and employers on fixing wage rates and prices of essentials
• Need to move towards cash incentives than in-kind support to the Rohingyas
• Correct information on humanitarian and development efforts for all communities need to be increased
• Need for lobbying and bilateral discussion for partial third country resettlement
• Move needed from emergency-development efforts to more long term development efforts for both
communities
• Ensure/accept natural integration of partial Rohingya population into the local community
• Alternative livelihood and living conditions for both communities needed
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