INTERNATIONAL LABOUR CONFERENCE

3 June 2006

Special Sitting to examine developments concer ning the question of the observance by
the Government of Myanmar of the Forced Labout Convention, 1930 (No. 29)
Conclusions

The Committee had before it the observations of the Committee of Experts and a report from
the Office on the latest developments as reported by the ILO's Acting Liaison Officer, whose
action and dedication received full support. It aso listened to the statement of the
Government representative, Ambassador Nyunt Maung Shein. It was noted, however, that he

was absent from the room during the comments of the Workers' spokesperson.

As regards the observation of the Committee of Experts, the Committee noted its profound
concern that the recommendations of the Commission of Inquiry had still not been
implemented, and deplored the fact that forced labour continued to be widespread,
particularly by the army. This was underlined by current reports of extensive forced labour
being used in the context of increased military activity leading to significant internal
displacement in Kayin (Karen) State. The situation in the Northern Rakhine (Arakan) State

remained very serious.

The Committee recalled that as aresult of concerns expressed both in the Governing Body
and in the present Committee the matter was, for the first time since 2000, on the agenda of
the Conference as such. The Committee concluded that the inclusion of such an agenda item
was more thanjustified. There would thus be an opportunity for the Conference to fully
consider what steps the ILO should now take. The Committee's conclusions would therefore

address the question of Myanmar's compliance with its obligations.

The Committee underlined that it was now eight years since the Commission of Inquiry had
issued its report and recommendations. While a few interventions claimed that Myanmar was

making some moves in the right direction, however owly, none of these recommendations



had so far been implemented by Myanmar. Indeed, instead of progress in the elimination of
forced labour and action against those responsible, people were liable to be prosecuted and
imprisoned for complaining about forced labour, with the result that victims were being
doubly victimized. The policy of prosecuting complainants was incompatible with articles 23
and 25 of Convention No. 29, and Myanmar could not claim to be committed to the
elimination of forced labour or to cooperation with the ILO while it continued to pursue such

apolicy.

In this context, the Committee noted the comments of the Ambassador of Myanmar that his
Government was willing to consider option 1 but rejected option 2. He stated that the
Myanmar authorities were ready to put a six-month moratorium on prosecutions of
complainants. The Committee underlined, however, that although this may sound positive, it
was late and limited. Words had to be urgently confirmed and completed by deeds in al
relevant matters, in particular the acquittal and release of persons who had already been
prosecuted (in particular, Su Su Nwe and Aye Myint) and the cessation of prosecutions
currently underway. Such action was particularly important as the Conference was to discuss
further action to be taken by the ILO, and other organizations including ECOSOC, and that
the decisions of the Conference should be based on credible information and commitments
confirmed at the highest levels as to the Government's intentions. The authorities now need to
immediately enter into discussions with the ILO, with aview to establishing as soon as

possible a credible mechanism for dealing with complaints of forced labour.

It would be very important that all the deliberations of the Conference on this matter
would be brought to the attention of ECOSOC and other organizations concerned as soon as
possible. Myanmar was also requested to provide a full report to the Committee of Experts on

the Application of Conventions and Recommendations in time for its Session later this year.



