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Abstract

Research on the "Political concepts of Myanmar regime in its military state
media" is undertaken under the project of Myanmar Country Focus supported by
Thailand Research Fund. The purpose of this research is to study political thought
and practice of Myanmar regime by deciphering the hidden meaning in Myanmar
written texts, inclusively called essays for the sake of nation, selected from the
publications in the last two decades during 1988 — 2008. In order to unfold the
political signification and textual construction under the supervision of Myanmar
military government, the methodology used in this study is a hermeneutic
interpretive approach based on Constructionism, a sociological theory of
knowledge.

The results showed that Myanmar authorities are trying to practice mass
psychology in order to achieve the declared twelve national politic, economic and
social goals, paving the way for discipline democracy, by creating and underlining
discourses of modernization as saying: peace comes before development,
development is more important than politics and national politics is above party
politics. The essays for the sake of nation are manufactured with 3 underlying
components; namely actor, action and goal, to reach the conclusion that the regime
creates political significance for the army, official experts adjust national memoirs to
serve to the army, and subordinated authors provide dramatic images to the army
accordingly.

Structurally, the essays reveal three main categorical and oppositional
concepts, namely national history, political approach and national leader. That is,
national history consists contrastively of the national heritage (first mankind, natural
resource, multi-nationalities and ancient kingdom) and national enemies (British
colonies, Japanese fascist, white Chinese, American empire and pan-Thaiism). The
political approach consists contrastively of old politics (parliamentary democracy
and socialist democracy) and new politics (discipline democracy). The national

leader consists contrastively of good leader (national hero, national army and USDA)



and bad leader (politician, racialism, BCP and NLD). Practically, such concepts,
insinuated in state media, enforce at least 4 aspects of perception among masses;
that is, lesson-selection-conclusion; past-present; independence-unity-sovereign;
and hope-ebb. It can be concluded that "through the lessons of history (before
1988), leading to the current conclusion (after 1988), national people (masses and
political parties) had entrusted authority to the national army in selecting the ideal
leader to rule the country in a suitable time and lead their country to modernization.
That means the people of all nationalities (masses) would not authorize a group /
political party alone for fear that they may lead the country to no unity, end of
sovereignty and loss of independence in the end. So far, such constructed
concepts and derived perception have been emphasizing the military-leaded
political doctrine for USDA under the supervision of the Myanmar regime and the
armed forces.

Note that the political concepts stress excessively on national security, which
may be linked to sensitive issues between Thailand and Myanmar, such as the
invasion of sovereign territory, critique due to different political ideology and
conflicts relevant to political issues inside Myanmar. Therefore, some factors that
may lead to such conflicts between the two states are to be carefully considered,
such as unfair dependence on Myanmar resources, threat or advantage of neo-
capitalism, criticism of Myanmar military junta and political movements in Thailand

against Myanmar regime.





