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Foreword 

This research report on “Dawei Project’s Road Link: Hidden Costs from Project’s Impacts and Affected 

Communities’ Design Process to Handle and Solve Problems Caused by the Porject” was conducted by the 

Mekong Butterfly, its content relates to our previous study named “Dawei Special Economic Zone (SEZ) Road 

Link Project: Examining Governance of State and Private Investments”. The earlier study focused on the 

examination of relevant authorities’ governance in pushing the two-lane road project under the Dawei Deep 

Seaport and Special Economic Zone project. Particularly the role of the Neighbouring Countries Economic 

Development Cooperation Agency (NEDA) (public organization) in project’s financial and academic direct support 

according to the cabinet resolution dated 16 May 2016 concerning the Dawei project as well as the supervision of 

Thai oversea invesments done by government; state enterprise and private sectors. The study found that the 

NEDA did not comply with such cabinet resolution and might be against the UN Guiding Principles on Business 

and Human Rights (UNGP) 3 main pillars which are Protect, Respect and Remedy.  

This report will focus on pointing out the consecutive impacts or what will be called in the report “Hidden 

Cost” come after the Road Link project in target area, Kamoethwey, in which there are several villages both 

directly and indirectly affected by project developer since the beginning until now. Such impacts have never been 

resolved successfully and fairly for those who got affected in the area. At the moment, the NEDA is conducting a 

survey and designing project’s details in order to continue the project in the future. Another important content that 

will appear in this report is communities’ preparation/mechanism to confront the project and point out their 

standpoint; requests/recommendations; concerns; problem-solving methods as well as power bargaining towards 

powerful actors, mainly the government sector and project developer company. The research team highly hopes 

that this struggle and negotiation or problem-management methods caused by this kind of large-scale project will 

raise awareness among Thai government and private sector regarding the significance of human and community 

rights of the people in neighbouring or other countries, and will also make them seriously change their investment 

governance or guideline to concretely pay more attention to human/community rights as well as natural resources 

and environment.     

This research report was conducted by the Mekong Butterfly with the support of Heinrich Boll 

Foundation.  
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Abstract 

The Road Link project in the Dawei Deep Seaport and Special Economic Zone (SEZ) project was 

proceeded since 2011 until now. This road has a length of 138 kilometers from the Dawei SEZ project to Phu 

Nam Ron Thai-Myanmar checkpoint in Kanchanaburi Province. Throughout the past, the project’s operation has 

caused environmental and social impacts to Karen communities in target area and such impacts are still there 

unsolved. The Thai Government through the NEDA is now financially and academically pushing the project 

without any attempts to fix the existing impacts. It was found through the research that the Dawei Road Link 

project not only directly and physically affected the communities, but also caused the consecutive impacts or 

hidden costs which were not mentioned in the environmental impact assessment (EIA) such as an increased cost 

of living and opportunity cost of losing community resources. In addition, the affected communities also 

expressed their concerns over the reproduced impacts which might worsen the already existing problems. The 

affected villagers have urged project developer and relevant agencies both in Thailand and Myanmar to rapidly 

resolve the current problems by means of establishing a mechanism/measure called “Tripartite Committee for the 

Dawei Project’s Problem Resolving and Remedy” before moving on.     

 

The Mekong Butterfly 
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Introduction  

Rationale 

In the past decade, 2008-2019, Dawei Deep Seaport and Special Economic Zone (SEZ) project covering 

196.5 square kilometers of southwestern Dawei, Tanintharyi Region in Myanmar was constructed under the 

cooperation between the governments of Thailand and Myanmar. Its objectives are to create wealth and 

economic growth under the concept of development by bringing large-scale projects in the area: the SEZ; dam 

and other infrastructures such as huge seaport; electricity; transmission lines; waterworks and roads in order to 

develop the connectivity in the Mekong Region along the Southern Economic Corridor. The Dawei Deep Seaport 

and Special Economic Zone (SEZ) Project, or the Dawei project in short, will be the first gate of this economic 

corridor connecting the most western part of the Andaman Coast to the easternmost of the Mekong Delta 

heading to the South China Sea in Vietnam. An important construction of such connectivity is ‘road’, which before 

the arrival of the project was the area used by communities and local people with no road that could connect to 

Thailand’s border at Phu Nam Ron checkpoint, Kanchanaburi Province for the cross-border transportation of 

goods and services. There were only small or concrete roads within the country provided by the Myanmar 

Government and Tanintharyi Regional Government for traffic use.  

After almost 10 years, there is only the 138-kilometer-long road link between Dawei Deep Seaport and 

Phu Nam Ron checkpoint in Kanchanaburi Province being the first pioneering sub-project. Italian-Thai 

Development PCL (ITD), a Thai gigantic private company who received a concession from the Myanmar 

Government as a project developer since 2010, has entered to proceed with road construction by invading the 

areas considered (by the government and company) as left unused among the land that will become a large-

scale deep seaport to support marine transfer of goods and services. Moreover, there is an ongoing invasion of 

the area under the dominance and control of the Karen National Union (KNU) which is adjacent to Thai border, 

the road is yet complete. Most importantly, this road even though is in a concession and its implementation has 

been approved by the Myanmar Government, there was no consent or approval from local people. Rights of 

these people, who are indigenous living here for thousands years, were ignored as they were not received any 

information and notification from the developer in order to participate in decision making before the project 

started. The most affected people by this Road Link project are mostly Karen ethnic groups living along 

approximately 100-kilometer-long road before reaching downtown Dawei. According to the report “Voices from the 
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ground: concerns over the Dawei special economic zone and related projects” conducted by Dawei Development 

Association (DDA), it is stated1 that there are 14 villages affected by this Road Link project. 

The affected people, especially in the area of Karen ethnic group, have expressed many times their 

discontentment since the arrival of ITD to construct the road in 2011 until its concession agreement was 

dismissed in 2013. As the only project developer, there were several reasons for the termination of the 

agreement: company’s lack of responsibility in many aspects; human rights and community rights violation and 

the loss of natural resources and environment which are people’s economic and spiritual foundations; land 

invasion to build the road without community’s consent; no information or notification regarding the project; 

affected people have no opportunity to participate in environmental impact assessment (EIA) and decision-making 

process; unfair compensation which is inconsistent with the actual loss; many of affected people do not obtain 

any compensation until today and many of the compensation documents cannot be used for legal or official 

purposes.  

The affected people have expressed their dissatisfaction towards the Road Link project by obstructing its 

construction using KNU Army; issuing a statement about their dissatisfaction and concerns on community’s 

impacts as well as periodically protesting. 

Although ITD’s contract for being a sole project’s developer was withheld in 2013, the governments of 

Thailand, Myanmar and Japan still made an effort to continuously push it through the establishment of a Special 

Purpose Vehicle (SPV) in order to jointly invest and support the project. However, under the three-party 

agreement between the SPV; the Dawei Special Economic Zone Management Committee (DSEZMC) which is 

responsible for managing and supervising the Dawei project and ITD, it was stated that ITD will still continue to 

complete all infrastructures including the Road Link project. Then at the end of 2015, ITD returned to the project 

as a concessioner for only the initial phase of the Dawei project. This initial phase covers 27 square kilometers 

consisting of several infrastructures including an additional 8 square kilometers of the industrial estate. And of 

course, ITD is still the developer of the two-lane road. In the same year, moreover, the Thai Government has 

also supported this project by offering a 4,500-million-baht loan to the government of Myanmar so that the road 

link could be quickly and efficiently proceeded since it is an important factor leading to other sub-projects. Even 

so, this loan offer was not approved immediately by Myanmar Government because, not long after that, Myanmar 

entered into a transition and had a new civilian government with the leadership of the National League for 

                                                             
1 Dawei Deveopment Association, Voices from the ground: concerns over the Dawei special economic zone and related projects, 
page 15 
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Democracy (NLD), many large-scale projects were then halted and needed to wait for approvals from the new 

government.   

On 16 May 2016, the Thai Cabinet issued a resolution regarding the Dawei project pointed out its 

human rights violation and mentioned that there should be a mechanism supervising Thai cross-border investors 

to respect human rights by applying the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights (UNGP) 3 main 

pillars which are Protect, Respect and Remedy. The Dawei project was considered as a main case study for 

other transboundary projects to follow. The relevant government agencies have not yet implemented any 

concrete supervision, there was only a preparation of the National Action Plan on Business and Human Rights 

(NAP) by the Rights and Liberty Protection Department under the Ministry of Justice which seemed to be one 

method to comply with the UNGP. The Road Link project, nonetheless, continued to move on as we can see that 

the government of Myanmar had finally approved the 4,500-million-baht loan for developing such project.   

The Mekong Butterfly as one of the ETO Watch Coalition has conducted a research called “Dawei 

Special Economic Zone (SEZ) Road Link Project: Examining Governance of State and Private Investments”, it 

was found that the 4,500-million-baht loan from the Thai Government through the Neighbouring Countries 

Economic Development Cooperation Agency (NEDA) was not consistent with the cabinet resolution dated 16 May 

2016. Such resolution required the establishment of a mechanism to control the oversea investment of private 

companies to prevent human rights violation and to respect the rights of affected people by applying the UNGP 

both in government and private sectors. It is obvious that the soft loan offered to support the two-lane road 

project does not comply with the UNGP, it moreover aggravates the problem since the old one remains unsolved.  

 The Mekong Butterfly also found through the research that there are still weaknesses of project’s 

information regarding the numerical and quantitative values of local economic loss as well as other hidden costs 

related to natural resources. A forum on “Developing Good Governance beyond Borders in ASEAN: Voices from 

Communities” held in August 2018 as part of “the campaign for developing public recommendations towards 

Thailand’s Extraterritorial Obligations (ETOs) in direct investing in neighbouring countries and ASEAN. During the 

forum, the follow-up operations of the 4,500-million-baht two-lane road project offered by the Thai Government 

under the Dawei project were talked about. Affected people; invited speakers and other participants shown up in 

the forum have reflected many lessons as well as interesting suggestions, one of the most important 

recommendations seemed like a conclusion for the next movement is to push for a more realistic and concrete 

responsibility and compensation mechanism.  
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Move on to 2019, the NEDA is still continuously and more explicitly driving the two-lane road project, 

that is to say, it has already hired a consulting company to survey and study the project’s details. It is expected 

that the project will be operated again in 2020 without any earlier problems solving in the project area.  

It is essential for the Mekong Butterfly to do a survey and data collection of the community’s invisible, 

especially in the past environmental/social impact assessment (EIA/SIA) reports, economic value; hidden impacts 

and future concerns from the implementation of the Thai investor’s 4,500-million-baht Road Link project 

supported by the NEDA. In addition, it is important to be aware of the community’s needs and proposals to 

promote the setting-up of a mechanism or process to remedy and restore the effects caused by the project 

towards the relevant authorities, particularly the Thai Government and business sector who are the main 

investors in this project. We have great hopes that all of the community’s concerns; requests; recommendations 

and mechanisms/measures will be practically implemented in the future. And we also hope that this case will lead 

to a creation of such mechanism and beyond.   

Research questions 

 Does the Dawei’s Road Link project cause any damages or affect target communities’ local economy? 

If yes, how? And how does the project consecutively affect the community? This consecutive impacts 

will be called ‘Hidden Cost’ which have not been calculated in the past EIA and when the road is done 

will actually change people’s daily life.    

 How do the affected target communities worry about various aspects of future impact caused by the 

Road Link project such as the damage of natural resources in the area and the good governance in 

project’s implementation right now and in the future?  

 What are the requests/recommendations from the affected target communities in order to create a 

mechanism and good governance for solving problems or restoring the existing impacts which will be 

proposed to the key actors like the governments of both Myanmar and particularly Thailand?  

 Research goals  

The goals of this research are to raise awareness about the concerns; requests/recommendations; 

problem solving and compensation mechanisms/measures of the affected communities and to create public 

understanding towards the Thai Government and business sector’s good governance in cross-border 

investments. The research team highly hopes that communities’ problems and impacts, especially economic 

damages caused by the project as we call it ‘Hidden Cost’ in this research would create better understanding 
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about the impacts which are often ignored by the project developer or consultant including the government. We 

also really hope that the project developer; the government and other relevant authorities in this two-lane road 

project would reconsider the project and seriously focus on changing their investment governance in this project. 

The remedy, in particular, is one of the 3 pillars under the UNGP that should be considered along with the 

concerns; requests/recommendations; remedy mechanisms/measures proposed by the most affected 

communities.    

Research objectives  

 To study and understand target communities’ various aspects of local economic damages, especially the 

hidden costs, for example, the increased expenditure and the opportunity cost as a result of the direct 

impacts of the two-lane road project connecting Dawei project to Phu Nam Ron checkpoint in 

Kanchanaburi Province. 

 To study and understand the concerns of affected communities, particularly in relation to their local 

economy and natural resources/environment, if the Road Link project still continues.  

 To develop concrete process and policy proposal for solving problems or restoring negative impacts 

based on the study of economic value data; communities’ concerns and requests/recommendations 

regarding the two-lane road project proposed to the Thai Government’s relevant key agencies such as 

the NEDA. 

 To raise awareness and to create public exchange of knowledge, among Myanmar; Thailand and 

ASEAN, about responsibility and governance mechanisms to restore the effects of cross-border 

investments.ทฤษฎีท่ีเก่ียวข้องในการศึกษา 

Research scopes 

The research scopes are divided into 3 parts, details are as follow:  

1) Scope of content:  consists of 3 main parts 

1.1) Scope of content related to the importance of community’s local economy based on the abundance 

of natural resources and environment within the area affected or disappeared by the two-lane road project. This 

part of the research focuses on presenting the existing impacts happened to water resources; land; forest as well 

as the consecutive impacts or “hidden/unmentioned cost”. This kind of economic damage will show up after the 

arrival of the project and communities’ environment has been destroyed. The research will explain this loss in 
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various aspects which are all the increased household expenses: water supply; food and fish; vehicle to access 

remote natural resource areas and economic opportunity cost derived from destroyed land, for instance. The 

aforesaid information will be explained both in household and village levels as the target area affected by the 

arrival of the Road Link project, including future directions of information in case that the project could still go on.  

1.2) Scope of content related to communities’ future concerns towards the two-lane road project. This 

part of the research will point out different dimensions of their concerns such as economic dimension regarding 

the income; livelihood dimension that will be changed; environmental and sustainable dimension; social 

dimension, including the existing local knowledge which might change if the project is completed. 

1.3) Scope of content related to the requests/recommendations or solutions that will lead to the creation 

of mechanism or concrete process about responsibility and governance, including the remedy. The information of 

this part will be proposed to the relevant agencies, especially under the Thai Government such as the NEDA; 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Rights and Liberties Protection Department. 

2) Scope of time: the Mekong Butterfly took 3 months (April-June) to conduct this research which 

includes documentary review; data collection in target area; preparation of a report and presentation of concrete 

recommendations towards the relevant institutions regarding the establishment of responsibility and governance 

mechanisms for restoring and ameliorating the impacts caused by the Road Link project. Such duration was 

divided into 3 periods: 1) about 1 month during late April until late May for collecting data both in the forms of 

document and field study of the target area (1 time) 2) about 1 month during late of May to the end of June for 

conducting the research report in Thai version and 3) in early July 2019, there will be a presentation of the 

research results along with communities’ concrete recommendations on responsibility and governance 

mechanisms for restoring and ameliorating the impacts caused by the Road Link project towards Thai and Dawei 

CSOs as well as other affected people. 

3) Scope of area: this research focused on field study of the area where the two-lane road was 

constructed to connect between the Dawei project and Phu Nam Ron checkpoint in Kanchanaburi Province. In 

our previous study “Dawei Special Economic Zone (SEZ) Road Link Project: Examining Governance of State and 

Private Investments”, there were 6 target villages which are 1) Taung Thone Lone 2) Ka Htaung Ni 3) Ka Lit Gyi 

4) Pyin Thar Taw 5) Thabyu Chaung and 6) Ka Lone Thar. However, after consulting with local organization like 

the Community Sustainable Livelihood Development Organization (CSLD), we found that 4 villages: 1) Ka Htaung 

Ni 2) Ka Lit Gyi 3) Pyin Thar Taw and 4) Thabyu Chaung in Kamoethwey area under the dominance of the KNU 
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are members of the CSLD and ready to provide data and support this research. The Mekong Butterfly therefore 

decided to choose these 4 villages to be our target areas of the research.  

Methodology and data collection 

Could be divided into 3 methods as follow:  

1) Documentary Research is a collection of data related to the Dawei SEZ project in the forms of 

book; research; academic article (both in Thailand and oversea) and Road Link project’s EIA in 

order to understand its details and in-depth information. Another type of document that should 

be studied is environmental economics research talking about local economics in relation to 

natural resources and environment so that we could see the economic aspects, both valuable 

and invaluable, which relate to public resources in the community. Such documents could help 

reviewing the collection of data about local or community economics related to environment. 

Moreover, papers on anthropology and ethnic, especially Karen, are also important in order to 

generally understand their ways of life and economic patterns which might be different from 

other ethnics.  

2) Household/individual in – depth interview together with household questionnaire which can be 

divided into 2 parts as follow:  

2.1) The collection of data regarding local economic and environmental losses as well as the 

increased cost of living of the people in target communities. The research team collected 

data by interviewing along with the questionnaires for recording numerical or valuable data 

such as land loss; cultivated area as well as household expenses like water; food; travel 

expenses to access natural resources and other economic opportunity costs since the 

beginning of the project. This part of data collection had been done approximately 4-5 

households per village.   

2.2) The collection of data regarding the concerns of people in target areas: done through the 

connection of local organization like the CSLD in order to visit and in-depth interview with 

affected persons (household or individual) of the Road Link project. In 4 villages of 

Kamoethwey area, there were 4-5 households to be interviewed for gathering their future 

concerns over the two-lane road project, including their requests towards Thai government 

agencies and Thai company who runs the project.  

3) Focus Group is a data collecting method that focuses on the discussion between researchers 

and target groups who are the 10-15 representatives of the people from 4 villages affected by 
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the two-lane road project including ones from relevant local CSOs such as the CSLD which is a 

Karen community-based organization also affected by the project. The discussions cover 

project’s overview and progress; valuation of economic losses which in relation to the damage 

of natural resources and environment in the affected areas, Kamoethwey in particular, as well 

as the future concerns. The discussions also emphasize the development of communities’ 

requests/concrete recommendations on mechanisms or process of rehabilitation and 

remediation of the project’s impacts which would be submitted to the government and its 

relevant agencies. 

The map shows the 4 villages target area  
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Data Collection and Village Discussion Meeting 

 

Final Stage Discussion Meeting at Pyin Thar Taw village 
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Research challenges and limitations  

There are several challenges and limitations in the research which may result in reasoning and 

explaining its finding, especially the calculation of hidden costs which are the consecutive impacts caused by the 

project. Numerical data then may not be fully comprehensive or correct as they are estimated numbers and 

average value calculated from the collected data. The aforesaid challenges and limitations are as follow:   

1) Time challenge: the research team had only 13 days in total (3-15 May 2019) to complete the 

research which is quite short to collect data in every dimensions or from every households or 

villages in target area, Kamoethwey.     

2) Distance and area limitations: as the target areas are under the control of the Karen National Union 

(KNU), the research team could not stay overnight in such area since the laws of both Myanmar 

and the KNU do not allow outsiders or tourists to do so. Besides, the target areas are located in the 

east very far from Dawei downtown where we stay, it takes about 1 hour and 30 minutes to get 

there. As a result, the team spent quite a lot of time traveling and this also caused time limitation on 

data collecting.     

3) Limitations regarding the number of persons/households and villages to be studied: these limitations 

relate to each target group’s lifestyle; culture; availability and willing to participate in information 

sharing. During the study, it was in Kamoethwey time for villagers to do crop rotation and prepare 

their gardens since it was entering rainy season which is good for farming, they consequently did 

not have much time for sharing data or being interviewed. There were only some families that could 

join in.   

4) Other limitations: there are several limitations in this regard, especially the language. It is 

undenialable that language is considered a key obstacle in conducting this research. Our target 

groups cannot communicate in English since they have their own languages which are mainly 

Burmese and Karen. For this reason, a translator is required and the communication was made 

through at least one medium taking more time compare to directly using local or English language. 

In addition, the calculation of hidden costs such as an increased cost of living or an economic 

opportunity cost both at household and village level, the relevant information was mostly collected 

from our target group which are 16 households (on average 4 households per village) and from 

each village per se. Such information was gained from the focus group or village meeting with 

approximately 15-20 participants from each village that did not cover every households or villages 

affected by the Road Link project in Kamoethwey area. These are only the average and estimated 
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numbers, making it difficult to get the real value or number in every dimensions of each household. 

These numbers nevertheless could point out the consecutive impacts caused by the Road Link 

project.  

Expected benefits 

 Research results will demonstrate the consecutive impacts set aside by the project developer from 

damage calculation, for example, opportunity cost due to damaged agricultural products and increased 

living cost after communities’ natural resources were heavily affected by the project.  

 Research results will demonstrate the concerns about communities’ changes under the impacts the 

large-scale development project like the Dawei Road Link project which will probably reflect the 

viewpoint of communities on the upcoming development.  

 Research results will raise public awareness and become a case study in creating community’s concrete 

proposal to have a responsibility and governance mechanism leading to rehabilitation and remedy for 

people affected by national or regional cross-border investments.    

 This research would probably hold the relevant agencies concretely accountable for rehabilitation and 

remedy of the economic impacts and for proposed responsibility and governance mechanism, and would 

finally make Thai government and business sectors’ investment governance better. 
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Chapter 1 Epic of Dawei Road Link project: project development from past to present 

The Road Link project has started and developed inevitably in parallel with the Dawei Deep Seaport and 

Special Economic Zone project (the Dawei project) since it is one of a series of projects which is an important 

element under the whole project. It is an indispensable infrastructure in creating this kind of large-scale 

development project, particularly one that, in investors’ point of view, will change Myanmar’s image into a country 

that welcomes industrial development. Thus, it is necessary to build a road connecting the southern economic 

corridor from the westernmost of the Andaman coast to the easternmost of Vietnam in order to easily, quickly 

and safely transport goods and services. This connecting road will surely shorten certain hours of traveling and 

will result in a huge flow of capital supply chain in the Mekong Region. It will be very useful for expanding 

Thailand’s industrial business platform, especially the Laem Chabang Deep Seaport and the Map Ta Phut 

Industrial Estate also known as Eastern Seaboard which is now promoted by the government to become the 

Eastern Economic Corridor (EEC) in Thailand.  

This section focuses on the background and evolution of the Dawei Road Link project from the past 

(before the entry of ITD) until present where the Neighbouring Countries Economic Development Cooperation 

Agency (NEDA) is in charge in surveying and designing for the project.  

 This Road Link project was actually not mentioned only when the Dawei project was officially initiated in 

2008 under the cooperation between the government of Thailand and Myanmar as signed in the Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU) right after Cyclone Nargis hit Myanmar. Going back in the history, this road has been used 

for a long time before the development project came in.    

 During World War II, the Japanese army occupied Burma in stead of Britain which had ruled Burma for a 

long time, they built a route for transporting supplies and military equipments as well as conveying tin through 

Kanchanaburi Province of Thailand back to Japan. At that time, this road was pioneered and paved by Burmese 

workers together with other foreign workers from Myitta to Hsin Phyu Tine village in the area of Karen ethnic 

group. 

 After Japan lost World War II and Burma was granted independence from Britain in 1948, the route 

between Myitta and Hsin Phyu Tine village was still used by local people but never developed into an 

infrastructure to support large-scale project. However, a determination to develop this route appeared again, 

along with the proposed development of the Dawei project in 1995 when Thaksin Shinawatra, Thailand’s Minister 
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of Foreign Affairs at the time, introduced to the Burmese Government the development of the Dawei project and 

an important element like the Road Link project. 

 This two-lane Road Link project is the name of the latest development of the project which initially 

appeared under the Dawei Deep Seaport and Special Economic Zone project as “Dawei SEZ-Kanchanaburi 

Road Link project”. Such project was determined to be as large as eight-lane highway with a width of 200 

meters, along with transmission lines; oil and gas pipelines and a rail link. Later, the width of this road was 

reduced to 4 lanes, and then 2 lanes at present with a length of 138 kilometers from Phu Nam Ron checkpoint in 

Kanchanaburi Province cut through local community area especially Karen ethic group along the Tanintharyi 

mountain range to the Dawei project area. The beginning of the road is counted as a road project in the Dawei 

SEZ area which is at the kilometer markers 156+500 right at the entrance of the Dawei SEZ area and it ends at 

the kilometer markers 156+500, the location of Phu Nam Ron checkpoint in Ban Kao Sub-district, Kanchanaburi 

Province.     

 

The Road Link of Dawei Master Plan (Source: Dawei Development Company Limited) 
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Mocking image of Road Link structure that is being supported by NEDA (Source: http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/index-

th.html#home )  

 

The Dawei Road Link project was initially developed by the one and only project developer which is a 

huge construction company in Thailand, Italian-Thai Development Public Company Limited (ITD), on behalf of 

Dawei Development Company Limited (DDC). The company has already completed the two-lane road 

construction since the period of 2010-2013 as a whole project developer under the plan of making four-lane road 

link. ITD has started to prepare some of the areas for creating an access road since 2010 to support the 

construction of the road.        

During the implementation of this Road Link project, ITD wrongly carried out the project. That is to say, 

the company started the project in the area without any EIA and its operation invaded in communities’ garden or 

arable areas. There were no notification or advance information for local people or even for the KNU who had 

political influence over such areas, they both then had expressed their frustration several times particularly in the 

http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/index-th.html#home
http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/index-th.html#home
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area like Kamoethwey where there has never been a pioneer road before in history. Even though, ITD had later 

hired the Environmental Research Institute of Chulalongkorn University (ERIC) to carry out an EIA of the road 

project, but it was without any consent from the communities. The results of such EIA itself said that the project 

had already affected the communities and environment in many ways, soil erosion; forest invasion by new 

immigrants; villagers’ original route for the transportation of agricultural products was cut off; soil from the road 

blocked the waterway and overlayed villagers’ sedlings and other small trees, for example. Consequentlt, this 

road project is contrary to the World Bank2’s standards and principles of conducting an EIA.    

Although ITD had been withdrawn from the project in 2013 because the co-investor in DDC, the Max 

Myanmar Company, had withdrawn its partnership along with project’s delay; financial problem and resistance 

from those affected in the area, the Dawei project has been upgraded to a bilateral cooperation project between 

Thailand and Myanmar. There was a joint establishment of a Special Purpose Vehicle (SPV) with 50:50 of 

investment propotion, Japan also joined later in 2015. ITD was still part of the project but being converted from 

an entire project developer to a concessionaire of the Dawei project’s initial phase in December 2015. The initial 

phase of Dawei project covers 27 square kilometers together with 8 sqare kilometers of industrial estate area, 

ITD on behalf of Myandawei Industrial Estate Company Limited jointly holding shares with Rojana Industrial Park 

Public Company Limited and LNG Terminal still being granted the concession to run the Road Link project3. The 

said road project has actually never been suspended, even during a “vacancy” period between 2013 and 2015 

before ITD’s entry into the initial stage of the Dawei project, it still could develop; repair and do the maintenance 

works of the road.   

After the return of ITD into the project, the company has conducted an Environmental and Social Impact 

Assessment (ESIA) according to Myanmar Environmental Conservation Law 2014 by hiring TEAM Consulting 

Engineering and Management Company Limited. The operation of such ESIA was yet moved on with out consent 

and approval of affected people in the area. Even if there was a public space for expressing opinions and 

participating, people still constantly showed their discontentment as the project developer did not solved any 

previous problems in terms of environment and unfair compensation. Moreover, most of the affected people still 

did not trust ITD in returning to this project with reasons as aforesaid.   

                                                             
2 The National Human Rights Commission of Thailand, Report No. 1220/2015 on the community right in case of deep seaport and 
economic zone in Dawei, Myanmar which Thailand sign the MOU to develop the project which violated human rights to people in 
Dawei, 23 November 2015.   
3 URL http://www.daweiindustrialestate.com/  

http://www.daweiindustrialestate.com/
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The operation of the Dawei Road Link project was not pushed only by ITD, Thai government sector was 

also very committed to drive this project forward. It can be seen from the cabinet resolution dated 7 May 2015 

regarding the implementation of the cabinet resolution to support developing the Dawei SEZ and relevant projects 

in the area. Such resolution agreed that the NEDA was responsible for providing a 4,500-million-baht4 loan which 

was a financial assistance to Myanmar for the two-lane road link in the Dawei project. Nevertheless, this 

operation was halted because of Myanmar general election in November 2015 and there was not much progress 

throughout 2016. It seemed to be a new beginning, especially to create understanding for the new government 

about the Dawei project, and also to wait for the new government of Myanmar to submit the loan proposal from 

Thailand to the parliament for approval.      

The progress of this two-lane road project appeared again in 2017, Thai and Myanmar leaders have met 

and discussed about the Dawei project. Both governments agreed to run the project as soon as possible, and 

held the first meeting of the Joint Coordinating Committee (JCC). They focused on the road connectivity in the 

Dawei project which would accommodate businessmen and tourists traveling between Kanchanaburi Province 

and Tanintharyi Region. In addition this year, the NEDA played a more important role in this Road Link project 

because there is the 8th meeting of the Thailand-Myanmar JCC in order to develop the Dawei project. As agreed 

in the meeting, there would be an establishment of the Thailand-Myanmar Joint Technical Task Force for the two-

lane road project5. For this, Thailand government sector consisting of the NEDA and the Department of Highways 

under the Ministry of Transport together with Myanmar’s Department of Highways and the Ministry of Planning 

and Finance had to prepare a plan; timeframe and operational guidelines for future project development. The 

Thailand-Myanmar JCC agreed to accelerate the development of the two-lane road project, giving 3 years for its 

construction. And in October the same year, there was a meeting of the Thailand-Myanmar Joint Technical Task 

Force redarding the first phase of the Dawei project and the two-lane road project. ITD as the concessionaire has 

acknowledged the route exploration and also the estimated contruction cost since the project was proposed to be 

a government investment in order to make private sector confident and to have public funds from the Thai 

                                                             
4 The Secretariat of the Cabinet, the implementation of the cabinet resolution to support developing the Dawei SEZ and relevant 
projects in the area, URL http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-
3.jsp?top_serl=99313538&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id
1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2=  
5 Komchadluek, JCC set up 2 working teams pushing Dawei-Kanchanaburi road link, URL 
http://www.komchadluek.net/news/economic/285486   and Thairath, Soothing Myanmar to run the Dawei project, URL 
https://www.thairath.co.th/content/1149635  

http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-3.jsp?top_serl=99313538&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2
http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-3.jsp?top_serl=99313538&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2
http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-3.jsp?top_serl=99313538&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2
http://www.komchadluek.net/news/economic/285486
https://www.thairath.co.th/content/1149635
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Government. Furthermore, the Road Link project would be separated from ITD’s concession so that the road 

project could be concretely and quickly happened6.  

As aforesaid, the two-lane road link project is no longer under ITD’s operation, even though the 

company had earlier conducted the ESIA of this project. The governments of both countries fully stepped into the 

road construction as project operators apart from the initial phase of the Dawei project which belonged to ITD. In 

so doing, it pointed out that the development of the road is too urgent to let the private company fully run with 

only financial support from the government. ITD, however, can still do the maintenance works for this project.   

During the past 2018, the progress of the two-lane connecting road clearly appeared not only on the 

side of the Thai Government, the Myanmar Government also clearly confirmed its commitment in more concretely 

pushing this project. In March, the government of Myanmar had approved to receive the 4,500-million-baht loan 

offered by the Thai Government7. The NEDA has set the loan’s detailed conditions as 0.1% interest rate, due for 

repayment within 20 years plus 10 years of interest-free period (30 years in total). The new company coming in 

as a two-lane road project operator must be a contractor and consulting company from Thailand, and the 

Myanmar Government must use at least 50% of goods and services from Thailand to carry out the project. This 

road project’s EIA must be done and approved by the government of Myanmar8. After the Myanmar’s Union 

Parliament has approved the financial assistance on April 5, its government applied through the NEDA for such 

loan using diplomatic channel. The application consisted of two parts: the preparation of project details and the 

adjustment of the two-lane road project9.    

The NEDA has started to obviously play its role in Road Link project at an institutional level in stead of 

ITD since mid 2018 via the Thailand-Myanmar Joint Technical Task Force. There was an agreement for 

surveying and designing the project’s details in order to study and improve the existing construction pattern 

regarding its safety; road structure stability; water drainage as well as horizontal and vertical route improvement. 

To ensure safety in operation according to the project’s purposes based on the current survey and structure 

design as provided by ITD as well as the engineering design details of the road will be revealed when the work 

                                                             
6 The Mekong Butterfly, Research report on “ Dawei Special Economic Zone (SEZ) Road Link Project: Examining Governance of 
State and Private Invesments”, URL https://1th.me/Mhby  
7 URL https://www.bangkokbiznews.com/news/detail/798824  
8 The Neighboring Countries Economic Development Cooperation Agency (Public Organization), (Reply letter) NEDA 660/2561 
Clarification on the development of the two-lane road connecting the Dawei SEZ to Thai-Myanmar border in Myanmar, 6 September 
2018. 
9 Ibid. 

https://1th.me/Mhby
https://www.bangkokbiznews.com/news/detail/798824
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of the consulting company hired by the NEDA has completed. This road will basically be constructed under the 

ASEAN Highway standard and not lower than the 4th standard road created by Thailand’s Department of 

Highways10.   

Even if the NEDA as a government agency had already taken part in this two-lane road project, the 

impacts such as environmental problems; land grabbing and unfair compensation caused by ITD’s earlier 

implementation of the project have never been remedied; solved or even recognized by the responsible agency. 

Neither did the detailed conditions of the 4,500-million-baht loan which was not required to be used as the 

compensation for those who got affected. In the mean time, project stakeholders’ responsibility gap therefore 

occurred at policy level.   

On 2 November 2018, the representatives from the NEDA and the Ministry of Construction of Myanmar 

have signed an agreement in order to enhance and develop the two-lane road in the Dawei project. According to 

this agreement, the NEDA will be responsible for surveying and designing in order to be ready for the project’s 

enhancement within 8 months. The consultant will begin surveying and designing the road project with academic 

support from the NEDA, from February to September 2019 for a total of 240 days. At the moment, there are 3 

companied listed as consultants which are 1) Index International Group Company Limited, conducting a study 

focusing on the environment and public participation 2) Decade Consultants Company Limited, studying the 

engineering works and 3) PSK Consultants Company Limited, conducting a study focusing on economic; social 

and traffic11. 

The details regarding the survey and design of this two-lane Road Link project was shown in the 

NEDA’s new website that12 it is a 138 kilometer-two-lane road link started at the kilometer markers 18+500, 

continued from the Dawei SEZ’s internal road, and ended at the kilometer markers 156+500 at Phu Nam Ron 

Thailand’s border, Kanchanaburi Province. The NEDA also stated that the road development this time is based 

on the same route as already implemented. And during the consultant’s working on road surveying and 

designing, there will be a review and improvement of the previous EIA, or at least a production of the Initial 

Environmental Examination (IEE) along with the engineering study and design under Myanmar Environmental 

Conservation Law. Such law covers 4 main kinds of natural resources as follow: physical natural resources; 

biological natural resources; human use value and quality of life value, to be concerned when assessing the 

                                                             
10 Ibid.   
11 http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/index-th.html  
12 http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/projectarea-th.html  

http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/index-th.html
http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/projectarea-th.html
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initial environmental impacts that may arise from the constructing and operating period of the project 

development. Also, in order to set up the measures to prevent; resolve and reduce environmental and social 

impacts from the project as well as to mitigate the expected effects to the minimum. The NEDA additionally 

informed that13 there would probably be a new study and impact evaluation in some areas since some parts of 

the route that have to be cut or extended. Some parts of the road must be excluded, some flat; curved and 

sloped parts must be adjusted and will encroach on forest or local people’s areas. There certainly must be an 

adjustment of the curve and slope for the speed of cars and to prevent accidents as much as possible. For the 

slope or vertical direction, it was adjusted to 10-12% or not more than 100 meters high since it will be too difficult 

to transport, especially for trucks, and must also prevent car brake failure.     

Furthermore, it was determined in the consultant’s TOR to have an underpass and overpass for wildlife 

animals in Tanintharyi mountain range, where found many rare of them, to avoid the impacts caused by road 

construction. Such under/overpass will be built en route between in Myitta and Hsin Phyu Tine village. This 

creation of this under/overpass for wildlife animals was proposed by the World Wildlife Fund (WWF) through its 

study report’s data. The NEDA informed that none of such passage was mentioned in the previous TOR.      

These 3 consulting companies have a timeframe under the aforesaid study paln for submitting a 

progress and study report divided into 4 periods: 1) the Inception Report to be submitted in April 2) the Progress 

Report to be submitted in May 3) the Interim Report to be submitted before the last reportr and Final Report to 

be submitted on 28 September. The NEDA also notified that during such period of conducting the Interim Report 

until the deadline of the Final Report, it will organize project clarification meeting and public hearing 2 times in the 

affected areas14.  

In relation to the progress of the road survey and design preparation, the consulting company has 

already submitted the Inception and the Progress Reports to the NEDA. And the NEDA has organized a meeting 

for reports presentation in Naypyidaw on 4 April 2019 among the representatives from Myanmar Ministry of 

Construction as appointed to receive such reports from the NEDA15. Then on 26 July 2019, the NEDA itself has 

handed the Interim Report to Myanmar relevant agencies like the Ministry of Construction to acknowledge and 

approve in Naypyidaw16, this is 3rd step of the operation of the project survey and design study and is the last 

step before the submission of the Final Report in the end of September. However, the information in the 
                                                             
13 Interview of Colonel Saranyu Viriyavejakul, Vice President of the NEDA on 19 April 2019 at the office the NEDA.  
14 Ibid.  
15 URL http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/index-th.html  
16 URL https://www.neda.or.th/2018/th/news/detail?d=qQucAKtm  

http://www.neda-daweiroad.com/index-th.html
https://www.neda.or.th/2018/th/news/detail?d=qQucAKtm
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Inception and Progress Reports has not yet disclosed to the public and villagers in every affected areas, not even 

on the NEDA’s website. The NEDA seemed to pay more attention to people participation as it organized the first 

public consulting and hearing on 17 May 2019 at the Dawei SEZ project meeting room17 in Nabule for providing 

information on the Road Link project development together with its progress in studying and designing its details 

as well as gaining participants’ opinions. Nonetheless, it was found that affected people from many areas did not 

participated in such meeting that is to say the meeting did not yet provide enough information and truly open for 

public hearing in every affected villages. Considering the timeframe of conducting the surveying and project detail 

designing study, there will be only one meeting for consulting left for the NEDA and consulting companies to 

discuss, but it is not sure where it will take place and how much the affected people can participate in such 

process.          

Apart from the said timeframe, after the process is completed the NEDA will submit the findings from the 

consulting companies to the governments of Thailand and Myanmar. Then if the Myanmar Government approves 

it, they will sign for implementing the project immediately. The predicted project beginning period is during the 

year 2020. As for the company who will afterward continue the project, it is certain that the NEDA will propose 

the list of all high-standard construction companies in Thailand to the government of Myanmar who will select the 

appropriate one to run the project. It all depends on the consideration of the Myanmar Government regarding the 

possibility and potentiality to operate the project, it is likely that ITD may come back again as a project developer 

owing to its capacity in being a construction contractor along with its availability of tools and materials and its 

long time working in the project area18. 

The physical development of the two-lane road under the Dawei project is still currently undertaken and 

maintianed by ITD, even though it does not have a status of the road project operator. From the Mekong 

Butterfly’s last field trip to the area, we still saw ITD’s road adjustment and maintenance and its working 

machines. Workers’ accommondation and ITD’s subdidiary company are still there even of the road has not been 

developed much. Local traffic; transportation and trade have been continuing for nearly 10 years since the 

company’s entry as a full project developer, unlike the road, many problems/impacts seemed to be unsolved in 

the project area: good governance in project implementation; environmental management as well as late and 

unfair conpensation. The lack of an inclusive participation throughout the project is still an unsolved and 

neclected problem. 

                                                             
17 URL https://www.neda.or.th/2018/th/news/detail?d=qQEcZKtm and https://www.facebook.com/dawei.sez  
18 Interview of Colonel Saranyu Viriyavejakul, Vice President of the NEDA on 19 April 2019 at the office the NEDA. 

https://www.neda.or.th/2018/th/news/detail?d=qQEcZKtm
https://www.facebook.com/dawei.sez
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In relation to systematic; structural and institutional developemt, this Road Link project was massively 

pushed by the Thai government sector through the NEDA in the forms of financial and academic supports since 

the issuance of the cabinet resolution dated 7 May 2015.  

In terms of the 4,500-million-baht-low-interest loan for improving and developing of the project which is 

the highest amount of the NEDA’s support ever since it is responsible for basic construction to create trade and 

development linkage in the region. Such amount of loan is actually exceeding as to the NEDA’s financial 

assistance provision of not more than 2,000 million baht19 for all types of project. In the details and conditions of 

this 4,500-million-baht loan itself, no budget has been identified for solving previous problems such as the 

remaining compensation and concrete environmental management which already happened.    

The Road Link project has also obtained the academic assistance as mentioned in the contracts hiring 

consulting companies to survey and design the project’s details. Such study seems to still continue in accordance 

with the timeframe which will terminate at the end of September 2019, but considering its current operation, there 

is no procedure for publicly and truly clarifying and disclosing information already appeared in the Inception 

Report and the Interim Report. Although, the first public consultation meeting has been held, the venue located 

very far from the affected area, that is to say the meeting did not create any real and thourough participation of 

the affected people.  

As for the progress of such studies, the consulting companies had submitted both reports to the NEDA 

and the NEDA has already held a meeting for presenting them to the relevant representatives of the Myanmar 

Government. It was found during The Mekong Butterfly’s field trip that the affected people in the area, especially 

Kamoethway which is a target area, were still unaware of the project’s progress. In addition, they have not 

attended any public consultation meeting already held.     

In regards to the Myanmar Government’s progress, President Win Myint had visited Dawei and 

inspected the completeness and progress of the Road Link project on 4 May 2019 in Myitta where located the 

intersection linking the two-lane road to the non-pioneer area of Kamoethway, then leading to the SEZ area. The 

President also expressed the standpoint and intention of the government in completing the project20 which was a 

                                                             
19 The Mekong Butterfly, Research report on “Dawei Special Economic Zone (SEZ) Road Link Project: Examining Governance of 
State and Private Invesments”, page 27. URL 
https://themekongbutterfly.files.wordpress.com/2018/11/e0b8a3e0b8b2e0b8a2e0b881e0b8b2e0b8a3e0b982e0b884e0b8a3e0b887e0
b881e0b8b2e0b8a3e0b896e0b899e0b899e0b8aae0b8ade0b887e0b88ae0b988e0b8ade0b887e0b897e0b8b2e0b887_2.pdf  
20 http://www.globalnewlightofmyanmar.com/president-meets-taninthayi-region-administrative-legislative-judiciary-
officials/?fbclid=IwAR3HeRD0l4UW3wmwH-xkS_vItkmFWcP5HqaHxk5KRJ66aZrqz9Su6nVlG1g  

https://themekongbutterfly.files.wordpress.com/2018/11/e0b8a3e0b8b2e0b8a2e0b881e0b8b2e0b8a3e0b982e0b884e0b8a3e0b887e0b881e0b8b2e0b8a3e0b896e0b899e0b899e0b8aae0b8ade0b887e0b88ae0b988e0b8ade0b887e0b897e0b8b2e0b887_2.pdf
https://themekongbutterfly.files.wordpress.com/2018/11/e0b8a3e0b8b2e0b8a2e0b881e0b8b2e0b8a3e0b982e0b884e0b8a3e0b887e0b881e0b8b2e0b8a3e0b896e0b899e0b899e0b8aae0b8ade0b887e0b88ae0b988e0b8ade0b887e0b897e0b8b2e0b887_2.pdf
http://www.globalnewlightofmyanmar.com/president-meets-taninthayi-region-administrative-legislative-judiciary-officials/?fbclid=IwAR3HeRD0l4UW3wmwH-xkS_vItkmFWcP5HqaHxk5KRJ66aZrqz9Su6nVlG1g
http://www.globalnewlightofmyanmar.com/president-meets-taninthayi-region-administrative-legislative-judiciary-officials/?fbclid=IwAR3HeRD0l4UW3wmwH-xkS_vItkmFWcP5HqaHxk5KRJ66aZrqz9Su6nVlG1g
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crucial sign showing that the Myanmar Government, who has not take on a role in the project for long time, is 

now striving for the change of Dawei future development together with the Thai Government. Moreover, the 

construction of this road is happening in the middle of the political problems between the Myanmar 

Government/Armed Forces and the KNU which have a long-standing conflict and are now in the peace 

negotiation process. Earlier in 2012 and again in 2015, the KNU had signed the Nationwide Ceasefire Agreement 

(NCA) along with other ethnic groups, it is possible that the rush of the Road Link project would aggravate the 

ongoing peace process. The affected local people also seem to be more stuck with the existing problems caused 

by the project which have not been much mentioned and still unsolved. These are the things that the KNU is the 

most concerned since the Road Link project might not have a positive effect on the current peace process21.  

 Although the NEDA’s implementation of the Road Link project is in accordance with cabinet resolution 

dated 7 May 2015, it is problably against the other resolution dated 16 May 2016 regarding the summary of the 

consideration over the request with policy recommendations about the community rights in the case of the Dawei 

Deep Seaport and SEZ in Myanmar operated by ITD. Thailand has signed the memorandum of agreement to 

develop the project in which human rights violation of Dawei people is found, it is essential to improve the 

governance of both Thai government and private sectors in oversea investment to conform with the UN Guiding 

Principle on Business and Human Rights (UNGP) focusing on 3 main pillars which are “Protect, Respect and 

Remedy”, including the problems caused by the Dawei project. This is the first case according to such cabinet 

resolution as the NEDA’s implementation of the project would worsen the existing impacts which are still there 

and not properly solved. The local people are still overlooked by both government and private sectors under this 

so-called development.     

 

 

 

 

 

        

                                                             
21 Interview of Pado Eh Na, Secretary of the KNU Tanintharyi Region on 26 April 2019.  
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Chapter 2 Kamoethwey: history, ecology, economy and culture versus the entry of the Road Link project  

In the first chapter of this report, the true development of the Road Link project during the cooperation to 

promote the Dawei project in early 2007 was already explained. ITD has been developing the project before the 

governments of Thailand and Myanmar came in and played their direct roles. Thai government agency, 

particularly the NEDA, took part and pushed the two-lane road project forwards after ITD left (even though it is 

still instantly responsible for the maintenance of the road structure). This chapter discusses on Kamoethwey 

which is one of the inevitable-affected areas and of couse will be impacted by the new phase of the Road Link 

project currently pushed by both governments together with the future project developer.  

 The content in this chapter talks generally about Kamoethwey basic information in terms of history; 

ecology; natural resources; environment and especially local economy, focusing on the common basic information 

as well as the information of 4 target villages. In addition, it will describe the relationship of the two-lane road 

project towards the communities in target areas in order to understand and see the connection between the 

conditions of the area and the problems caused by the Road Link project that will be discussed in the next 

chapter.   

 

2.1 Kamoethway’s geography and physical characteristics 

Kamoethway is Karen name of a perennial plant which is “Tabak” in Thai (Lagerstroemia floribunda Jack 

ex Blume)22. This Tabak or Kamoethway can generally be found in Kamoethway area or Kamoethway valley, 

which is perhaps one of the reasons why the ancestors living here for more than a hundred years named the 

area like that. Villagers living here are able to differently use this plant, for example, its trunk and branch can be 

used and sold as firewood, bole and flower can be used in local medicine and most importantly its bole can be 

used as house components such as poles; boards and beams.  

Kamoethway area is a collective name of the Karen village group located in an upland valley on the 

Tanintharyi mountain range with a main river, Kamoethway River, flowing through. This river is an important 

bloodline of local people. Kamoethway area is located in the area of Myitta which is in the Taninthary Region in 

southern Myanmar. The destination of this river is where it meets with the Tanintharyi River outside of Myitta to 

                                                             
22 URL http://bot.swu.ac.th/upload/meattree_document/1228993670.pdf  

http://bot.swu.ac.th/upload/meattree_document/1228993670.pdf
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the east (the Kamoethway River can be called as the Tanintharyi River’s water source), then flows to the South 

in Tanintharyi Township.     

 

The Map shows Road Link alignment and affected area in Kamoethway 

2.1.1 Physical characteristics and population 

Kamoethway area is located approximately 30 kilometers east of Dawei Township, it takes about 1.45 

hours by car to get there. It is approximately 85 kilometers far from Myanmar border at Thiki village which is 

adjacent to Thai border at Phu Nam Ron checkpoint.     

Kamoethway area consists of 12 villages23 covering 264,151.75 acres24. Most of the people are Karen 

with some other ethnic groups like Burmese or Mon. All of the 12 villages have been influenced by the 

                                                             
23 Kalitgyi, Ka Miek, Ka Htaung Ni, หมู่บา้นการต์อนีกองเซชอง, หมู่บา้นกยนิตาเอ, หมู่บา้นเมกนับอ, หมู่บา้นนนัปาโย, หมู่บา้นนองโดน, 
Pyin Thar Taw, Seik Pyone, Thabyu Chaung and Myitta (divided in accordance with the KNU’s administration).   
24 Zaw Aung and Khin New Cho (the lead researchers), Growing up together with the forest: the unique relationship between the 
forest and indigenous Karen people of Kamoethway, January, 2018, page 13.    
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administration and military of the KNU for a long time. These villages are situated along the Kamoethway River 

which is an essential river where several small rivers or streams are united. Its water source is upstream on the 

mountain where found very abundant natural components and biodiversity both in terms of rare plants and wildlife 

species. Such biodiversity and natural abundance are indispensable for Karen people in Kamoethway area since 

their identities; beliefs; ways of life and production are closely linked to these nature and environment. 

Community’s existence and economic basis therefore inevitably depend on the abundance of local natural 

resources and environment.     

2.1.2 Natural resources 

Natural resources in Kamoethway area are really diverse: water source; forest; wildlife and land, which 

are sources of local people’s ways of life as aforesaid. This part will explain more about each resource as follow 

in order to easily understand 1) water source 2) forest 3) wildlife and 4) land 

Water source 

Water source is so essential for livelihoods and culture determination. Kamoethway River is a very 

important river for local people as it has been nourishing various lives in Kamoethway area for a long time. The 

Kamoethway River originates from Paw Klo River located on a high mountain, it has dozen of small streams 

traversing from other remote villages which are also crucial for people living in such area since they are like tiny 

capillaries of the Kamoethway River. Villagers use this river very much for both utilizing and consuming whether 

bathing; drinking (for both human and pets); cooking as well as watering plants and flowers. There are many 

ways to bring water to use, for example, pumping for groundwater use; going directly to water source and 

bringing a container for storing up if the village is far away from the source. Furthermore, within each water 

source, there is also a variety of aquatic animals such as fish; crab; shrimp and shell which are good sources of 

food and protein for local people. The findings from the field study pointed out that local people here mainly and 

mostly eat fish within their families. Currently, fishing for sale is almost not found because of the amount and 

species of fish have tremendously decreased and not enough to be sold as income-generating economy. 

However, these fishes and other aquatic animals are absolutely food sources and guarantee food security for 

people if these local rivers and streams are not affected by various development projects.     
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Kamoethway River 

 

Forest  

Forests are very crucial resources for local people’s livelihood and well-being. Forests in this area are 

categorized as dry evergreen forests with very dense hardwoods and deciduous trees which can naturally grow 

well in this climate condition. There are, for example, bamboo; bungor; rubber and palm which are used as a 

source of raw construction materials for the entire house components which mean pillar; frame; gable; door; 

window; wall as well as stair. They can also be used as hunting and fishing gears. Villagers can find wild herbs 

to make medicine too. There is a saying which goes “Forest” is their home, it is a shelter for life; food source; 

residence; hospital and a place where everyone can access without spending even a single baht. These are the 

reasons why villagers really respect their forests.  

Wildlife  

It forests and water sources are abundant, wildlife is of course also abundant. Forest areas in the 

Dawna Tenasserim Landscape including Kamoethway area are very important water sources for numerous 

animals being their habitats and food sources. The report of the World Wild Fund for Nature (WWF) found in 

such areas rare and very vulnerable to harassment wild animals, 9 endangered species needed to be seriously 
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protected and conserved which are tiger; cloud leopard; gaur; Asian tapir; sambar deer; Asian black bear; sun 

bear; white-handed tapir and Asian elephant.  

Land  

Land is a very significant factor for Karen people here to start a family and make a living. They use land 

for agriculture and shifting cultivation. In regards to land ownership, it is stated in the report of the Dawei 

Development Association (DDA) that more than 94% of Karen villagers here have their own lands inherited 

through many generations within families without any clear borders or fences between each of them. They know 

exactly who owns which land as they live in the same community. However, the use of land is relatively not fixed, 

some of villagers may allow others in the community to benefit from their lands or when labors are needed for 

gardening or crop rotating, private land may become collective land.   

Land issue is now very problematic in Myanmar because the Constitution of the Republic of the Union of 

Myanmar 200825 stipulates that all land and resources are state properties. No one can own land, people in 

Myanmar territory therefore cannot completely occupy and are unable to sell land themselves. This directly 

effects Karen areas in terms of document of ownership and possession certificate, especially over the lands 

during the pause of crop rotation or abandoned after the war (which actually have the owners and some of them 

are community’s collective lands) often considered by the central government as unoccupied wastelands. These 

kinds of land, as stated in the Vacant, Fallow, and Virgin Land Management Law 2012, might be expropriated or 

seized by the state for various benefits or to be used as concession areas for capital groups or development 

projects at all times if there is no legal ‘Land Use Certificates’ in such areas. The aforementioned law came into 

force in 2012, the same period as when the Foreign Investment Law 2012 was enacted. Earlier in 2011, the 

government already legislated the Dawei Special Economic Zone Law.  

 

 

 

 

 

                                                             
25 Ministry of Information, Constitution of the Republic of the Union of Myanmar (2008), URL http://asean-
law.senate.go.th/constitution/full-const/Myanmar2008.pdf  

http://asean-law.senate.go.th/constitution/full-const/Myanmar2008.pdf
http://asean-law.senate.go.th/constitution/full-const/Myanmar2008.pdf
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Land Use in Kamoethway 

    

2.2 Community’s ways of living; culture and lifestyle 

The content in this part is very important to understand the overview of Karen livelihood; ways of living 

and culture which are unique and connected to nature and resources, including the existence of communities and 

their local economy in Kamoethway area. These things related to the impacts and losses caused by the road 

construction which will be described in the next chapter. The explanation of this content will be divided into 3 

parts   
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Betel Nut, the most crops cultivated in Kamoethway 

Gardening  

Gardening is genuinely a very crucial economic activity because it is the source of household main 

income each year. From the interviews and field data collection, it is found that the very popular cash crops are 

respectively betel nut; cashew nut; rubber tree and djenkol bean. Banana can also be grown in some areas. 

Betel nut is the most planted crop in Kamoethway area, one betel nut tree can produce a maximum of 

250 nuts per year, on averge 200 nuts. One betel nut costs about 20 Kyats and one betel nut tree can live 50-70 

years. The age of betel nut tree can be noticed from its height, the old tree has a very high trunk. Villagers here 

do not cut the fully old betel nut trees, but let them naturaly die and then replace them with the cultured 

seedlings. Hence, there is a process of good seed selection for further use or sale. Local villagers like to grow 

betel nut trees around their houses, also on the highland for those groups of villagers living in lower areas. The 

betel nut orchards in village areas have a high biodiversity since they are not monoculture, most of them are 

diversified betel nut orchards. As for the planting period of betel nut tree, it starts from the rainy season in mid-

May to October and the harvest season is during March and early May, the drying process also happens in this 

period.  

Kamoethway villagers said that, around 80-100 years ago, during the establishment of the community, 

they did not grow betel nut tree as a cash crop like today: just in modest amounts and not different from other 

plants in terms of proportion. The consumption was mostly at the household level. They began to seriously grow 
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betel nut trees as cash crops and have economic benefits from them during the past 60-70 years. Economically, 

betel nut tree is considered one of the most growing plants of the country as they are greatly consumed in 

Myanmar. Chewing betel nut culture is still deep-rooted here, betel nut products are then spread nationwide. 

Moreover, it is also major export product of Myanmar often sent to South Asian countries, India and China in 

particular. Not only eating, betel nuts can also be used as essential raw materials in the process industry, for 

example, dried betel nuts are used in tanning and fiber purification industries and in medicine and herbs making 

while the fresh ones can be used as herbal medicines for first aid such as for wound healing; diarrhea curing and 

treatment for gum and tooth diseases.  

Apart from betel nut trees, there are other crops that are economically important and suited this area: 

cashew nut; rubber tree; banana and palm tree, for instance with similar planting proportion. The study found that 

cashew nuts are the second most popular crop after betel nuts.   

Crop rotation  

For Karen ethnic group living on upland valley, crop rotation is a very unique agricultural activity and is 

considered a unique culture. It is a system of growing different plants in a specific area during a specific period of 

time, then move to another area so that the old one could accumulate nutrients and replenish. After that, they will 

come back in every 5-7 years and plant again in the same area. The crop rotation here starts during the rainy 

season from mid-May until the end of October, villagers commence upland rice cultivation during the end of May 

and will harvest during November until February.          

Most of the plants grown here are mixed field crops such as upland rice; corn; tapioca; taro; eggplant; 

chili; flax and other vegetables, monoculture is not prominent. Upland rice is the main crop, its production 

depends on the size of planting field. On average, one family can annually produce 60-80 baskets of rice. It can 

be said that crop rotation is the backbone of the community; affirms their identities and supports the persistence 

of household economy. However, many families began to reduce their areas of crop rotation, replacing them with 

more horticulture and economic crops. It is certain that the betel nut tree is the most famous cash crop followed 

by cashew nut, but there are still the areas for crop rotation.           
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Villagers prepare to do crop rotation and are burning charcoal to sell in the market 

Livestock  

Karen villagers here primarily have small livestocks mostly for household consumption not for sale, for 

instance, pigs; chickens; ducks; geese; goats and cows. These animals are raised naturally with a little bit of 

control in various areas such as in the garden inside the house or in the fallow areas of crop rotation. The 

livestocks are a confirmation of household food security. Some kinds of animal can also be a labour-saving 

device in several activities both in terms of transportation and travel. Elephants are for dragging logs or large 

pieces of wood for building a house, they are very helpful when moving huge and heavy items through forests 

and mountains with complex routes and walking difficulties. As for the cows, villagers use them as bullock cart for 

transporting different kinds of not-too-big or not-too-heavy thing such as light-weight planks and sacks, but using 

the bullock cart is possible only on flat and small sloping areas with smooth and not complex path.        
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Livestock in Kamoethway 

Religions and beliefs  

Villagers who are Karen ethnic groups in Kamoethway have been living in this area for hundreds of 

years. At the beginning of community habitation in this area, people randomly reside, not in the form of a village 

as today. They believe in supernatural things like animism: respecting nature and spirits residing in the forests. 

They worship such natural sacred things with their small domestic animals such as pigs; chicken and ducks. But 

Karen villagers nowadays are Christian as a result of the entry of Christianity along with the group of 

missionaries and bishops during Burma’s colonial period under British. For this reason, we can find places of 

worship like churches in every village in Kamoethway area. Every Sunday morning until late, villagers go to the 

church for participating in religious worship and meeting up with others. In addition, if there is an important issue 

to clarify among villagers or it is necessary to have community’s decision, the church will be transformed into 

community’s meeting venue. Apart from the church, another significant place is a burial ground or cemetery 

located in each village and appropriately allocated in a particular territory.           

2.3 History and conflicts  

Kamoethway and the Dawei Road Link project areas are under the control of the KNU, people living in 

these areas are indigenous Karen who got affected by such project. The people here are not only intruded and 
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threatened by a massive investment of the road development project, they have also been facing with military 

conflict and violence between the Karen National Liberation Army (KNLA) and the Burma Army for more than 60 

years according to the British Divide and Rule strategy and the Burma Army’s effort to suppress and merge other 

ethnic groups. All ethnic groups were therefore unable to have autonomy even after declaring independence from 

Britain in 1948. The tension between these ethnic groups have existing for a long time, but started to burst as a 

result of an explicit establishment of political movements and political organizations as well as forces during 

1888-1947. The KNU itself was founded in 1947.    

Since Burma’s independence from Britain, the combats between both armed forces occurred in multiple 

time periods, no sign of declining violence. During 1997-1998, Kamoethway area became one of the main 

fighting areas, local villagers had to flee their homes to different places, for instance, into the jungle and to the 

refugee camps at Thai-Myanmar border in Kanchanaburi Province. Some of them could move to third countries 

like the USA, Canada, countries in Europe and Australia. Some fled to live and became labours in Thailand while 

some had to stay with their relatives or friends who live in remote and more secured area. Some villagers moved 

to Dawei Township. For some villages that were slightly affected, villagers could stay in the bunkers. Some 

groups moved to settle in the other side of Myitta-Dawei main road near the Heinda Mine. Some villages 

therefore did not have many of the relocation records regarding people’s returning or leaving due to the war.   

The situation began to be more peaceful from the year 2000 onwards. People who did not migrate too 

far or stayed in village’s bungers started to come back and reclaim their (own) lands and normally live their lives. 

Nonetheless, small-scale violence still happened periodically. And when Myanmar initially opened up the country 

with more democracy and welcomed more investments together with the better internal peace negotiation 

process as to the Ceasefire Agreement signed between the government and the KNU in 2012, villagers scattered 

to different places consequently returned to build their houses and resettle in their original lands since it was 

more peaceful. Villagers in some villages though could not go back to their homes because they were severely 

damaged and the government needed to allocate new living spaces. Their lands and farms were however in the 

same areas, they were then able to practically take advantage of such areas. Despite the peace and the other 

Ceasefire Agreement in 2015, it seems that there will be a vital new threat related to Myanmar’s country opening 

and its acceptance of foreign investments as well as several development projects. These are not a harsh military 

threat, but it will a threat in the form of development project which in this case is the Dawei project and the two-

lane Road Link project. Such projects will be a challenge that local people must continue to handle and negotiate 

with the kind of threat coming in without any weapons but machines and tractors.            
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2.4 Transports and the entry of Dawei Road Link project  

Before the entry of the two-lane road project, people in Kamoethway area used a small route in their 

community for transportation and as access to their gardens or farms in remote areas. This tiny route was eco-

friendly, but when several government development projects came in, there is now a dirt road connecting to main 

road which is the National Highway 8 from Dawei to Myitta.       

The Road Link project launched its construction in 2011 after ITD got approved by the Myanmar 

Government to the entire project developer. This road is 138 kilometers long started from the kilometer markers 

18+500 at the entrance of the Dawei SEZ area to the kilometer markers 156+500 at Phu Nam Ron Thai-

Myanmar border checkpoint in Kanchanaburi Province. Kamoethway area was cut through by this road at around 

the kilometer markers 42+500 – 67+000 where located the intersection between Myitta-Dawei on the National 

Highway 8 and the Road Link. Apart from the small access road to villagers’ gardens, this Road Link is a new 

route which mstly overlaps villagers’ gardens and crop rotation areas. It is certain that this Road Link causes 

damages over villagers’ lands; agricultural products as well as forests, and such areas were confisticated to 

create the road and its pavement including some spaces for tractor access. The road also cuts through various 

streams and an important river which is the Kamoethway River. There are 6 villages in this areas that affected by 

the road in question: Ka Htaung Ni; Ka Lit Gyi; Thabyu Chaung; Myitta and Taungtholon.         

The Road Link in Kamoethway area has been created since 2011, the second year of the Dawei project 

construction, as far as ITD dropped its project developer status in 2013 then came back again in 2015 up until 

now undertaken by the government agencies of both Thailand and Myanmar. The creation of this road 

tremendously brought about discontentment and impacts to local people. They have been repeatedly expressing 

their disapproval in different ways, for example, roadblock protests; issuing statements and expressing 

disagreement in the EIA and other processes. The objections towards the project came from local people; 

community-based organizations; domestic and international CSOs as well as the KNU. It can be seen in many 

situations, for instance, the villagers’ walking out of the meeting organized by the Environmental Research 

Institute of Chulalongkorn University (ERIC) who was responsible of the EIA conduction a year after ITD started 

the project. Its neutrality was questioned by villagers since its personnels travelled with ITD staffs and were 

incapable of answering any questions related to the compensation and problem-solving. Moreover, there was a 

gathering of villagers to block the road not allowing the company to enter into the project area with the sign “Stop 

building another Map Ta Phut in Dawei”, the KNU also expressed their concerns over this project.     
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The rock pile is actually a symbolic representation of people’s struggle against the Road Link project 

 

2.5 Village basic information  

The basic information in this part focuses on 4 villages in Kamoethway which are our target areas 

pointing out the overview of community’s history; economy and some specific information of each village.    

2.5.1 Ka Htaung Ni 

Ka Htaung Ni is a village with 2 parts: the old and the new Ka Htaung Ni. The old one is located in the 

highland near the Kamoethway River while the new Ka Htaung Ni is close to the National Highway 8 adjacent to 

Taungtholon and the new Ka Lit Gyi villages. Ka Htaung Ni village has been established for more than a hundred 

years. The villagers said that their ancestors had settled here before Burma became the British colony.       

Ka Htaung Ni village had been massively damaged from the armed conflict between Myanmar Armed 

Forces and KNU Army during 1997-1998. Houses in this area had been severely destroyed, many of them were 

abandoned. Some of them were forced to evacuate or flee into the forests; some needed to stay in Thai refugee 

camps, especially in Kanchanaburi and Ratchaburi Provinces; some had to live with their relatives in other safe 

areas or escape into the city. But most of the villagers moved to nearby village close to the Heinda Mine. When 

the situation was better, the villagers started to return to their places since their gardens were still there. As their 

houses were extremely damaged during the war, the government therefore allocated a number of lands and the 
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new Ka Htaung Ni village was set up in 2004 close to the main road and Taungtholon village. The villagers 

coming back after the war thus stay in an approximately 30 acres new village, their houses are closely built as a 

collective habitation.         

There are 70 households with a population of 600. Local people here are principally farmers, they mostly 

grow the betel nut trees, konjac in the second place and then cashew nut. They also plant other crops like 

djenkol bean; banana. Rubber tree is another crop, but they do not plant so many of them because of less 

income and it is not worth the effort. Besides, villagers still do crop rotation for household consumption, their 

gardening and shifting cultivation areas are located in the old Ka Lit Gyi village area. Villagers also make 

charcoal for sale using woods in their areas, this can generate extra income for their families.          

 The Mekong Butterfly have found during the field study that the Road Link cuts through 8 streams and 

creeks within the village, 3 of all are the streams that connected to community’s fish conservation area. It 

additionally cuts through a community’s garden access road.     

2.5.2 Ka Lit Gyi 

Like Ka Htaung Ni, Ka Lit Gyi village can be divided into 2 parts: the old and the new Ka Lit Gyi. The old 

one located in the highland of Kamoethway area close to the Kamoethway River while the new one is near the 

National Highway 8 and adjacent to Taungtholon villag.  

The reason why Ka Lit Gyi is divided into 2 parts is the same as Ka Htaung Ni village, it is one the 

serious damaged villages during the war between Myanmar Armed Forces and KNU Army. During 1997-1998, 

houses were heavily destroyed, some of them were abandoned and some were still safe. Some of the villagers 

were forced to move; flee to the forests or cross the border to Thailand living in refugee camps in Kanchanaburi 

and Ratchaburi Provinces in particular. Some of them had to live with their relatives in other safe areas or 

escape into the city. After the fight seemed to end in 2000, villagers began to return to the area. And in 2004, the 

government had allocated some lands for establishing a new village close to the main road and adjacent to 

Taungtholon villag which is now the new Ka Lit Gyi village. The villages who came back after the war live here 

until today. It is obvious that Ka Lit Gyi and Ka Lit Gyi share the same wounded history.     

Ka Lit Gyi village is composed of 70 habitats with 400 villagers in approximately 30 acres of land. Local 

people here make a living by mainly gardening and doing crop rotation mostly within the area of the old Ka Lit 

Gyi village.   
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From our field study, the Mekong Butterfly found that the Road Link project cuts through 6 of the 

village’s streams and creeks.   

2.5.3 Pyin Thar Taw 

Pyin Thar Taw village is located approximately 2 kilometers far from the southern part of the Road Link. 

This village is far from the main river, but has small rivers or streams nearby. Villagers particularly use water from 

wells for consumption. This village has been established for almost a hundred years. Local people said that their 

ancestors had lived sparsely here about 600 years before the village was founded. There is an elementary 

school and a church for religious ceremonies in adjacent areas. Most of the villagers here still live in their old 

areas, not many left the village because they were not much affected by the war between Myanmar Armed 

Forces and KNU Army during 1997-1998. They mostly used village’s bungers to hide, the settlement of this 

village is thus quite successive.         

Pyin Thar Taw village has an over 600 population from 84 households. Like other villages, Pyin Thar 

Taw villagers have betel nut orchards and still do crop rotation, but the proportion is much less. Currently, only 

30% of the villagers still do rotational farmings. The Mekong Butterfly’s research report found that26 the proportion 

of landholding is as follow: 50% of the population have 3-5 acres of land; 30% of them own 5-10 acres; 10% own 

30-50 acres and only few or less than 1% of the entire population have more than 50 acres of land. Most of the 

local people here already registered for land use permits from both the Myanmar Government and the KNU.        

The Mekong Butterfly found from the field study that the Road Link cuts through 5 village’s streams and 

creeks, including 3 of the community’s garden access roads.   

2.5.4 Thabyu Chaung 

Thabyu Chaung village has been founded for more than 150 years which the longest among our other 

target villages. It is located approximately 2 kilometers away to the north of the two-lane Road Link. This village 

has a river and minor streams separated from the Kamoethway River flowing through the village territory before 

the entry of the road. Local people here directly use water from streams and creeks for consumption, they also 

always catch fishes and other aquatic animals especially in the rainy season. But when the Road Link was built 

and Kamoethway area was encroached by the project, these water sources have been impacted. It leads to the 

                                                             
26 The Mekong Butterfly, Research Report on “Dawei Special Economic Zone (SEZ) Road Link Project: Examining Governance of 
State and Private Investments”, page 40.  URL https://1th.me/Mhby  

https://1th.me/Mhby
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reduction of fish and aquatic animals and it is very difficult to find. Moreover, local streams are dry and the 

villagers now have to use water from the tap flowing down from the upstream on the mountain to the community.               

Like other villages in Kamoethway are, Thabyu Chaung shares the same history regarding the military 

conflict. Local people here lived in 1993 fighting area between Myanmar Armed Forces and KNU Army. Then 

during 1997-1998, the war erupted harder, the villagers consequently had to evacuate to different places. Some 

of them went to refugee camps in Thailand, while some escaped into the jungles. Some of them needed to stay 

with their relatives or friends in remote areas or in Dawei. For this reason, the village and the old garden areas 

have been abandoned for a long time during the unpeaceful period, particularly 1997-2000 or even during 1991-

2000 for some of them.       

Thabyu Chaung village is composed of 80 households with approximately 450 villagers. There are 2-3 

more of youth population than adult per family. There is also an elementary school established in 1971 and 

officially approved in 1993. Most of the villagers here still primarily have betel nut orchards as their main income, 

and they also still do crop rotation. The Mekong Butterfly’s report found that27 50% of the population have 3-5 

acres of land; 25% own 5-10 acres; 20% own 10-30 acres and 5% of them have 30-50 acres of land. There are 

only 1-2% of the entire population having more than 50 acres of land. Local villagers here started to apply for 

land use permits after the issuance of the law in 2012 and the lauch of the road project. There is no exact 

registration number, but they mostly have a license from both the Myanmar Governement and the KNU.    

The Mekong Butterfly team noticed that the Road Link cuts through 8 local streams and creeks, 

including community’s essential river which is the Thabyu Chaung River.  

 

2.6 Community-based organizations and local management 

2.6.1 Community-based organizations  

After having heard of the Dawei and its Road Link projects in 2007, local people in Kamoethway area 

have together formed their own community-based organization named “Community Sustainable Livelihoods and 

Development Organization” (CSLD). Its objectives are to be a representative organization in problem-solving; to 

be a voice of local people raising their needs to develop their own areas and to preserve community’s interests 

amid the upcoming changes.       

                                                             
27 Ibid.  
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Within the organization, there are 12 village representatives (3 from each village) who will listen to 

villagers’ opinions and organize a monthly consultation having meeting venues in different villages which are 

members. Every month, the representatives will share their collected data from various sectors and discuss 

especially on development issues in each area, including the problems caused by such development projects. 

They also try to find solutions for such problems together. The CSLD is a community-based organization 

supported and approved by the KNU, it works as a coordinator between villagers and the KNU in order to have a 

clear conversation and a compatible communication between the villagers and the administrative organizations. 

The CSLD is quite independent from the KNU.    

In relation to the Dawei project, the CLSD have played during the past 12 years an important role in 

arranging voices and problems of each village in Kamoethway area to be presented before the eyes of the 

authorities and the project developer, as well as pressuring them by various methods so that they fix all problems 

caused by the Road Link project. In addition, it is an essential part in gathering villagers’ needs regarding the 

road project, particularly their damamges and required compensations. The CLSD is now collecting more detailed 

data related to villagers’ compensation requirements as the road project is reoperating after a halt. Moreover, the 

organization still monitors the Road Link project as well as continuously works togerther with villlages and CSOs 

in order to cope with the approaching developments.      

2.6.2 Local management  

Karen people in Kamoethway area are very strong communities. They have different forms of self-

management in various issues, especially regarding public spaces. They normally initiate their own activities with 

some helps from the CSOs and international organizations, for example, there is a “Community Land Protected 

Area” in Kamoethway consisted of 9 parts which are28 1) Wildlife sanctuary 2) Watershed forest 3) Herbal 

medicine forest 4) Cultural forest 5) Umbilical cord forest 6) Utilization forest 7) Agroforestry area 8) Fish 

conservation zone and 9) Cemetery. All of these 9 clear classified zones also have the clear rules and 

agreements on how to collectively use and protect such areas. These rules and agreements were the results of 

community’s participation which greatly reflect the strength of the solidarity towards their public spaces.     

 

  

                                                             
28 Zaw Aung and Khin New Cho (the lead researchers), Growing up together with the forest: the unique relationship between the 
forest and indigenous Karen people of Kamoethway, January, 2018, page 35 - 36.    



46 
 

Chapter 3 Hidden costs: impacts, economic losses and food/life (in)security 

In the previous chapter, this research presented the history; ecology; natural resources and environment 

of the target areas, as well as the relationship between local people and their surroundings in terms of the local 

economy in Kamoethway area. It also showed general information of each village; the community-based 

organization, including community’s self-management. This chapter will point out the various impacts, particularly 

the consecutive impacts which onwards will be called ‘Hidden Cost’ in different aspects. These issues were not 

mentioned in the EIA conducted by ITD as the two-lane road sole project developer under the Dawei project 

since the beginning of its initial contruction during 2010-2013 and the entry into Kamoethway area in 2011. From 

the initial phase until now where the company is no longer the road project developer, it is still responsible for the 

maintenance and restructuring of the road with the assistance of Thai government agency like the NEDA who 

took over the survey and structural design of the road.           

3.1 Impacts  

3.1.1 Water source 

Water source is a very important factor for people in Kamoethway area to live their lives. The research 

found that local villagers truly use water from natural sources like streams; creeks and rivers, especially those 

who live in the upstream areas such as Thabyu Chaung and Pyin Thar Taw villages. Both villages are still 

located in the same old areas despite being attacked by the war. The villagers have been using water from the 

small streams and creeks which are the branches of the Kamoethway River for daily consumption: drinking; 

bathing and gardening for a long time, there is no need to travel to the main river. For other villages, Ka Htaung 

Ni and Ka Lit Gyi, the villagers had mostly moved to relocate in the new village areas, they differently use water: 

directly use river water; use water from the streams or creeks which are the branches of the river and family or 

community’s use of ground water from the wells. These water sources are not only for consumption, they are 

also habitats and spawning places for various aquatic animals especially fish which is the most vital food source 

for people here. Local villagers benefit from these aquatic animals mainly in terms of household consumption, 

they are one of the most important resources and food sources for the community.           

The arrival of the company for operating the road project has really affected the water usage and aquatic 

food security as they depend in clean water sources in order to live and reproduce. The construction of the road 

caused soil erosion, also soil from the road construction itself and dust from different kinds of transportation and 

vehicle flowing down into water sources, including the main rivers; the secondary rivers; streams and creeks that 
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villagers normally use. As a result, water sources cannot be used as before, the water turns into opaque color; 

dirty and unconsumable. Water flow was also blocked and changed, some rivers ran dry. And trees that benefit 

from such water flow could no longer grow. More importantly, the soil also blocked the water flow and changed 

the fish migration path. Moreover, the small water sources like the water basins near the river banks and the 

creeks which are fish breeding and spawning areas were totally filled up with soil from the road construction. The 

number of fish population has dramatically decreased. The villagers in almost every target village said that many 

species of fish had disappeared or really less found, some of them are already extinct.   

 

 

This small creek is a tributary of Kamoethwey River. It was polluted by the construction of the road and 

associated bridge 
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One of the Ka Htaung Ni villagers told us during the interview about the problem of the river and the 

losses of fish that29 

"before the beginning of road building, the river was very clean. After that, it is harder to find a clean water 

source, especially for the villagers living downstream or near the tiny streams because such water sources were 

destroyed. The river is clean for most of the time as we see it in the summer, but when the rainy season comes, soil 

and dust from the road will flow down into the river making it dirtier. We have to store water from the water sources 

or river, or else we need to find rainwater storage containers.” 

In conclusion, the Road Link project made various water sources contaminated; opaque; changed and 

unable to use anymore. Local villagers in several villages had to adjust by using water from the tap coming down 

the mountain to the villages such as Thabyu Chaung village located in the upstream area. Karen Development 

Network and Takapaw Group are the creators of this water plumping system. Nowadays, the villagers are still 

primarily using water from the pipe and no long directly consume any water in the natural water sources. Yet, 

there are consequently problems with the cost as those living far from the pipe have to spend more time and 

money to achieve access to water.              

3.1.2 Land and agricultural products  

The two-lane Road Link project cutting through various parts of the villages brought about the villagers’ 

vast land losses. Many households had lost their agricultural lands which means losing their economic profits as 

their betel nut trees; cashew nut trees; rubber trees and other plants were destroyed. Some villagers told us that 

they were not informed or had any advance notification about the road construction happening on their lands. 

The company just came in and built its road, the villagers did not even expect it. Many of the villagers also said 

that their lands with growing crops were terribly destroyed. Such lost lands are where the road cuts through, 

including nearby areas for placing electricity poles; pipes and rest spaces which covers quite a broad areas 

because it was planned to be a four-lane road project before. This road therefore did not affect the center line of 

the road, but included the surrounding areas as planned for the four-lane road.     

The loss of the land caused many complicated problems. Firstly, villagers could not have access to the 

land and will not be allowed to use the areas anymore, even when the project had been halted during 2013-

2015. And now that the project has not been resumed, the villagers losing lands are still forbidden to use their 

own spaces that have been inherited for many decades. The government sector and the company claimed that 

                                                             
29 Interview of Zaw Nay, Ka Htaung Ni villager on 6 May 2019. 



49 
 

such lands already belonged to the project. Secondly, according to Myanmar laws, especially the Constitution of 

the Republic of the Union of Myanmar 2008 which prescribed that all lands and resources belong to the state, 

people could only be authorized by the state to use them. The state therefore has the rights to expropriate the 

land in accordance with the land expropriation law for various uses. As to this aforesaid road project, the 

government has granted land concessions for the company to easily run the project. Such law, however, is not 

consistent and against Karen’s tradition; culture and livelihood regarding the inheritance of land within family for 

farming and earning a living. These lands have no document of right as an evidence of the prior owner causing 

land ownership problems later. It also reflects the contradiction between the ideas of expanding the central 

government’s power over land possession and mechanically blocking the resouces into the local areas and 

territories of Karen ethnic group. Apart from the Constitution and the land expropriation law, another law that 

affects Karen land ownership culture is the the Vacant, Fallow, and Virgin Land Management Law. Such law 

considers that the unused; abandoned or non-cultivated lands should be profited by the government without any 

compensations. This legal perspective means that the lands being used for crop rotation; being in its recovery 

period or used as livestock farming of Karen people will be considered vacant and unoccupied. In fact, they are 

owned and some of them are collectively used among community members. These abovementioned laws along 

with the entry of the road project thus led to the land loss problem which closely linked to food security for both 

human being and animals, including the loss of important income source like cultivated areas.   

 

Road alignment that cut through land of people in Kamoethway 
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 During the field study, the Mekong Butterfly found that the villagers from 16 households in 4 target 

villages have lost 3.28 acres of land per household on average with total average rate of 52.4 acres. But if all 

304 househlods from 4 villages are counted to be calculated, they will lose 927 acres of their cultivated lands 

which means 232 acres per village on average.  

If all of the lost cultivated areas are betel nut orchards (of course, there are also other plants or fruit 

trees), normally there 400 betel nut trees in 1 acre of betel nut orchard. Therefore, within the average total area 

of the16 households from 4 villages, 52.4 acres, the villagers will lose approximately 20,960 betel nut trees. In 

addition, one betel nut tree can annually create about 50,000 Kyats on average. Hence, the total economic value 

of 20,960 betel nut trees will be around 1,048,000,000 Kyats or 10,480 Lakhs.  

And if we calculate with the 927 acres of lost land which is a total average of 4 villages, the villagers will 

lose 370,800 betel nut trees. Besides, each betel nut tree can create approximately 50,000 Kyats per year, then 

the total economic value of 370,800 betel nut trees will be over 18,540,000,000 Kyats or 185,400 Lakhs which is 

the figure of the economic loss of more than 304 households.      

3.1.3 Compensation 

According to the Road Link project, the research found that compensation is a very important issue. The 

affected villagers had unexpectedly lost their residential and cultivated lands without any advance notifications. 

Many of them still have not received any compensations, while others have got some. Some villagers have been 

unfairly paid or not as much as they requested, there were only few affected villagers who have received the 

compensation as claimed. However, the compensation process of each area; village or even person is not 

identical because it depends on location; number of plant; species of plant; lost products in each area, including 

the strength of community or individual in the negotiation. The villagers said that, mostly, the negotiation 

happened between the Myanmar Government or the KNU and the company. Regarding our field study, the 

villagers said that the compensation, especially for the betel nut tree, was set as follow30 

1) A big (tall) betel nut tree aged 30-50 years costs 120,000 Kyats or 1.2 Lakhs.  

2) A betel nut tree aged less than 30 years but can already produce nuts costs 60,000 Kyats.  

3) A small immature and unproductive betel nut costs 30,000 Kyats.  

Eventhough the rate was set, but each family did not get paid equally as mentioned.   

                                                             
30 Discussion among villagers in Thabyu Chaung village, on 10 May 2019. 
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A compensation document  

Moreover, having a land ownership document (land use permit) is also another important factor for each 

household to obtain compensations. The official land use permit (authorized) by the Myanmar Government or the 

KNU will help guarantee their rights to compensation. But for those without the land use permit, they might not be 

compensated at all or have to wait until obtaining such permit. Most of the villagers in 4 target villages have 

already registered for the land use license. We can conclude that it needed the process of power bargaining 

towards the company. Furthermore, in terms of compensation rate, the villagers said that the company followed 

the rate specified by the government in accordance with market price mechanism which always fluctuates or 

followed the international rate in some areas, the compensation rate could therefore vary in different areas. The 

higher compensation may be paid in the areas considered having more economic advantages, but not in these 

areas of road construction.                   

Nonetheless, the productivities of tree or crop, which means the future income or foods, are not 

calculated in this compensation. That is to say the future opportunity cost is not taken into account. And we found 

from the interview of some villagers that the compensation rate they asked from the company and their 

government is actually 500,000 Kyats per acre.   

During ITD’s operational pause, from 2013 until now, the company have not completed the 

compensation payment although the villagers already received the land use permit after land expropriation.  

One of the villagers from Ka Lit Gyi village told us about their agricultural crops destroyed by the 

construction of the road and the unequal compensation of the company that “When the road construction began in 



52 
 

2011, I lost about 30 big and old cashew nut trees which means I lost about 3-4 Lakhs of my income per year. So, 

over the past 8 years, I lost around 32 Lakhs and no compensation until now.”    

In addition, this compensation only covered the agricultural products or trees that were cut or destroyed 

by the road construction, it did not cover any losses of the land. As the government considers the land as state 

property, the project developer as a concessionaire therefore did not pay any land compensation to those 

affected. As a result, the absence of land compensation caused immediate as well as future economic losses.       

Although in the beginning, the villagers in nearby 12 Karen villages in Kamoethway have gathered to ask 

for compensation, but the company merely accepted and paid to some of them. The compensation rate also did 

not meet their required rate. Many of the villagers, however, needed to accept such unfair compensation because 

they already lost their property and were afraid of not receiving any compensation. They had to take it for family 

expenses and in replacement of what they had lost, even if it is actually irreplaceable.        

3.1.4 Wildlife and forest 

This study found that the number of wild animals is decreasing and more difficult to find after the entry 

of the road project probably because such road interfered with their pathways and habitat areas. Moreover, the 

latest report of the WWF confirms that the Road Link project has caused more deforestations. From its beginning 

in 2009 to the present day, the road construction has annually destroyed 2% of the forest within the area of 200 

meters of the road and 5% within 2-kilometer-radius area31. It is also anticipated that if the Road Link project 

moves on, there will be more forest destructions as well as more illegal hunting and trafficking of wildlife32. When 

forests are more destroyed and the road covers more spaces, the destruction of habitats and food sources will 

also increase.      

 

3.2 Hidden costs: aftereffects  

The content in this part will present the consecutive or indirect impacts after the direct ones already 

happened, as well as will explain about the economic cost or value which disappeared afterwards. Most of the 

content will be about the increased household expenses, for example, for foods; water; vehicles for natural 

                                                             
31 WWF, Nature in peril: The risk to forests and wildlife from the Dawei – Htee Khee Road, January 2019, page 17. 
32 Ibid, page 22. 
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resources access; local economic opportunity cost as well as future income in case that villagers’ lands; rivers or 

agricultural products have not been destroyed.       

3.2.1 Increased expenses  

There are 3 parts of explanation as follow.  

For water supply/water pumping/buying drinking water  

The Road Link project has destroyed many water sources, particularly rivers; streams and local small 

creeks by cutting through them. Soil; dust and mud from the construction were blown or flown into the water 

sources, especially in the rainy season where, as the vilagers said, the water is most contaminated. The villagers 

therefore needed to find other water sources for consumption such as buying bottled drinking water from 

downtown or other villages located near the main road to spare for household consumption. One of the villagers 

told the research team that they had to spend more on water after the nearby water sources were destroyed 

“Before the road project came in, we normally did not have to pay much for bottled drinking water. Nowadays, we 

have to spend at least 15,000 Kyats per month for drinking water which means 180,000 Kyats per year. It has been 

8 years since 2011, so we already paid about 1,440,000 Kyats or 14 Lakhs.” 33       

In some villages, people have to use water pump to pull up water from deep down underground which 

means additional costs or service fees. In other villages, despite their internal small streams or creeks, when the 

problems occur, it is necessary to pull down the upstream water on the mountain in remote areas by making new 

pipes. This certainly means the additional household expenses which never been mentioned and seriously 

calculated as people here actually used to directly consume water from nearby streams or creeks.       

During the focus group in Thabyu Chaung village, villagers participated in the meeting told us that “This 

village (Thabyu Chaung) use water from the pipe created by the group of CSOs, we collectively paid 100 Lakhs 

(10,000,000 Kyats). We have to monthly pay 4,000 Kyats per family, normally we paid nothing but could directly use 

water from the river. This water pipeline was made after the road construcition because the water got much polluted 

by the mud from the road especially during the rainy season.”       

 Our field study found that the household (among 4 target villages) expenses for different types of water 

consumption after the commencement of the road construction in 2011 are, on the average, 15,500 Kyats per 

                                                             
33 Interview of Zaw Te Te, villager from Ka Lit Gyi village, on 4 May 2019.  
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month or 186,000 Kyats per year and 1,488,000 Kyats for the total 8 years with the entire amount of 5,952,000 

Kyats.     

At the village level, the calculation of the entire 16 households (4 households per village on average) 

together with 4 village meetings pointed out that each village has to pay on the average 58,500 Kyats per month; 

702,000 Kyats per year and 5,616,000 Kyats per 8 years. The average result of all 4 villages in 8 years is 

22,464,000 Kyats34.   

For foods and fishes  

It has been 8 years since the beginning of the Road Link project construction, it tremendously affected 

water sources as aforementioned. The impacts did not only affect the surface or quality of the water, but also 

significantly affect other aquatic creatures. Mud and soil from the road construction flowed down in community 

branched rivers; streams and creeks which are fish habitats and pathways to upstream breeding and spawning. A 

water ecosystem cutoff and its turbidity made aquatic animals, expecially fish which are staple food and main 

protein sources of local people in Kamoethway area, affected in many ways. The number and type of fish 

significantly decreased. Besides, the road construction also resulted in a fewer quantity of nearby or aquatic 

plants which consequently caused more difficulty for villagesr in finding natural foods from water sources. Fishery 

for survival as well as forest products or aquatic plants finding is now less possible, the villagers thus have to 

spend more on foods for household consumption.    

People in Thabyu Chaung village have reflected their difficulties in fishing and their expenses on fish due 

to the loss of village main water sources caused by the road construction that    

“Before the making of the road, villagers were able to catch fishes in small streams and several rivers, 

especially the Thabyu Chaung River which is the intermitten stream of the Kamoethway River but very important for 

our village. When the road was constructed, we had more difficulties in fishing and needed to by fishes which 

means each family had more outcomes. We had to pay 36,000 Kyats per month on the average or about 432,000 

Kyats per year.”     

It was found during our field study that the villagers in 4 villages had to pay for their foods on the 

average approximately 224,417 Kyats per month or 2,693,001 Kyats per year. And if we calculate with 8 years 

                                                             
34 If we calculate using every household in all 4 villages, it is found at the village level that each village pays 1,211,000 Kyats per 
month on the average for water, 14,532,000 per year and 116,256,000 Kyats in 8 years. The total amount of all 4 villages is 
465,024,000 Kyats.       
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since the beginning of the construction in 2011, the food cost of each household will be around 21,544,008 Kyats 

or 86,176,032 Kyats in total.  

At the village level, the average food cost of each village is 16,931,007 Kyats per month, 203,172,084 

Kyats per year and 874,648,056 Kyats in 8 years and the total amount of all 4 villages is 3,498,592,224 Kyats.     

However, the abovementioned figures represented all types of food cost including fish. But in case that 

fish is not included, the research team found that, at the household level, villagers need to pay on the average 

for fishes 64,896 Kyats pre month, 778,749 per year and 6,229,992 Kyats in 8 years.   

The calculation at the village level, the expenses for fish on the average that each village had to pay is 

256,250 Kyats per month, 2,325,000 per year and 24,600,000 in 8 years. There will be 98,400,000 Kyats in 8 

years for all 4 villages35. 

For traveling to natural resources    

After the water quality got worse; undrinkable and unable to be directly used, it was difficult to find 

aquatic animals and fishes. Water ecosystem and fish migration pathways were cut, their habitat; breeding and 

spawning areas were destroyed. As a result, the number and species of fish have decreased, the villagers said 

that some species had disappeared from the streams and creeks or even in the Kamoethway River itself. That is 

why many people have to travel to find cleaner and richer water sources such as the Kamoethway River; the 

Banchong River as well as the far away Tanintharyi River. For each trip, the villagers need to spend more money 

to get access to their resources for living. Furthermore, they have to buy for the transportation to buy some foods 

in other village or downtown. These are the additional costs apart from food or other household expenses. One 

of the villagers told us that36 

“After community water sources turned unusable, I have to go fishing in other villagers about 3 times a 

month. Each time, I need to pay about 2,000 Kyats for gas to Myitta village and 3,00 Kyats for boat to the Banchong 

River, so 5,000 Kyats in total.”   

                                                             
35 If we calculate at the village level, the expense for fish on the average is 4,989,368 Kyats per month, 59,872,416 per year and 
478,979,328 in 8 years. The total amount of all 4 villages is 1,915,917,312 Kyats.  
 
36 Interview of Naw Eh, villager from Thabyu Chaung village, on 10 May 2019.   



56 
 

Our field study found that the villagers from 4 villages have to averagely pay for their access to natural 

resources such as 15,000 Kyats for water and food sources per month per household, 180,000 Kyats per year 

and 1,440,000 Kyats in 8 years of the road construction, the total amount is 5,760,000 Kyats. 

At the village level, the vehicle expenses are approximately 60,000 Kyats per month and 720,000 Kyats 

per years. And if we calculate with the period of 8 years from the entry of the road project, each village spent 

5,760,000 Kyats for access to resources which is 23,040,000 Kyats in the total 8 years37.    

3.2.2 Economic opportunity costs 

The Road Link construction has destroyed a lot of community resouces as well as economic crops, for 

instance, betel nut; cashew nut; rubber trees and other fruits jointly palnted in the garden were damaged by the 

construction of the road itself and the access road for bringing cranes and tractors into the area as the facilities 

for road and nearby areas construction. Land as an area for making profits and doing local activities was also 

confiscated, the villagers therefore lost their economic opportunities and their future incomes generated from crop 

productions which is very important for their children’s stabilities. One of the Ka Htaung Ni villagers said that38  

“In 2012, the Road Link cut through 1 acre of my garden without any advance notification from the 

company. Then I went to negotiate with the company for the compensation, it therefore came to inspect the 

destroyed productions and trees. I finally got about 90 Lakhs for compensation which I thought unfair. The money 

come and go, not sustainable compared to what I have lost, more than 200 betel nut trees, it is not worth it. It was 

difficult to calculate the losses that already happened because these 200 betel nut trees can still generate income in 

the long run. It will surely be essential for our children as well.”      

 The losses of agricultural products and lands are really related to the economic opportunity losses. Our 

field study indicated that the villagers from our 4 target villages averagely and annually lost 25,000,000 Kyats of 

their incomes per household from future betel nuts selling: the tall ones aged 30-50 years; the middle ones aged 

15-20 years; the small ones and the seedlings all included. Moreover, the villagers have lost more than 

200,000,000 Kyats of their economic opportunity and incomes per household during 8 years of the road 

construction since 2011. This is a very high economic figure with no other damaged crops included.        

                                                             
37 If we calculate with every households from all 4 villages, the average amount of vehicle expenses are 1,140,000 Kyats per month 
and 13,680,000 Kyats per year. In 8 years of the road construction, each village paid for their access to resources 109,440,000 
Kyats, the total amount is therefore 437,760,000 Kyats.   
38 Interview of Zaw Nay, villager from Ka Htaung Ni village, on 6 May 2019. 
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From all 4 villages (16 households) in a year, the already destroyed betel nut trees could actually 

generate 400,000,000 Kyats of income or 100,000,000 Kyats per village on the average. And if we calculate from 

the period of 8 years, the amount will be 3,200,000,000 Kyats or 800,000,000 Kyats per village. However, this is 

just an approximate calculation in 8 years, not including the economic opportunity that betel nut trees could make 

for the rest of their lives39. 

3.2.3 Community food security and debt problems 

The construction of the Dawei Road Link project has created huge general environmental impacts to 

communities such as water sources and lands which are villagers’ direct sources of income. From its beginning 

until now, the problems remain particularly the water sources contaminated by soil; mud and dust. The road 

crossing over various local streams making them dirty; blocking the water flow; destroying fish habitats and 

ecosystem. These are the reasons why it is now more difficult to catch fishes which are community’s vital food 

sources. It certainly affects communities’ food choices and decreases the source of protein in parallel. The 

villagers need to eat their livestock animals and have more living costs. That is to say the villagers have to spend 

more especially on fish and clean drinking water for household consumption. They also need to buy more food, 

fish in particular, from outside their communities. The old local economy created by the rich biodiversity in the 

areas was free of charge, local people needed no money to obtain. These things are going to become the 

economy that depends more and more on money. Existing food security will therefore inevitably deteriorate. And 

when it changed from the balanced (between a currency-dependent (income from horticulture) and a nature-

dependent (especially water sources and forest) economy to the more and more currency-dependent economy, it 

obviously shows the different proportion between the use of agricultural lands and crop rotation areas among 

local people.                  

Our field research also found that after the entry of the road project, these past 6-7 years in particular, 

the villagers have decreased their crop rotation areas and changed them to more permanent farmlands. Most of 

them are for growing betel nut trees as their prices do not fluctuate much and there are still supporting markets 

both inside and outside the country. The growing of betel nut trees for generating household incomes is therefore 

popular. Such incomes will be used for buying foods, especially fishes, from outside the village or from food 

trucks carrying foods into the village. That is to say local people nowadays have to inevitably spend money on 

                                                             
39 If we calculate with every household in all 4 villages in a year, the already destroyed betel nut trees could create 7,600,000,000 
Kyats on the average or 1,900,000,000 per village. And the total amount in 8 years of destruction is 60,800,000,000 Kyats or 
15,200,000,000 Kyats per village.   
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things that they use to get for free from the nature. They also have to exchange it with their crop rotation areas 

which are communities’ all-time economic and cultural ways and biodiversity sources of plant species for their 

community and family consumptions as well as for their livestock and wild animals at the same time. It certainly 

affects community food security for the long run as well.      

In addition, the increased expenses caused by the losses of the rich natural resources and the 

decreased of food security also led the villagers with insufficient incomes to be more in debt borrowing money 

from other villagers or various creditors. Some of them have to borrow more money for planting betel nut trees 

after the old ones were destroyed.     
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Chapter 4 Problem-solving mechanisms: communities’ defense and creation of bargaining power 

mechanisms/measures towards the entry of the Road Link project   

 The content in this chapter will be divided into 3 main parts: 1) Communities’ concerns or 

recommendations and requests over the existing problems since the beginning of the project until now 2) 

Standpoints and opinions of the affected people and 3) Mechanisms for problem-solving and coping with the 

existing as well as future problems related to the project proposed by the affected communities.  

4.1 Concerns over impacts 

As to the Mekong Butterfly’s field study; household/individual in-depth interviews and village meetings in 

all 4 target villages during 14 days we found that the affected villagers are concerned about 2 parts of future 

impacts: 1) Concerns over concrete impacts and 2) Concerns over abstract impacts and project developer’s 

governance. The details of such concerns are as follow:    

4.1.1 Concerns over concrete impacts 

1) Community’s natural resources, water sources in particular 

2) Compensation 

3) The use of road and the access to natural resources, especially their lands and collective natural 

resources such as water source and forests  

 

The survey found that the proportion among 3 aforementioned worrying issues, the natural resources issue, 

especially the water sources, is the most concerned and mentioned. This is because not only the main river like 

the Kamoethway River and the other minor rivers like the Thabyu Chaung River (which is the main river of 

Thabyu Chaung village), but also other small streams and creeks were already severely damaged by the road 

construction. Many rivers were destroyed; shallow; dirty and unable to flow freely. Particularly during the rainy 

season, the water level is normally high and the villagers could use it, but it is different now. As mud and soil 

from the construction flowed down into the water sources and made them polluted; scarce and blocked the water 

flow, fishes and other aquatic animals could no longer live and breed especially in the small streams. These 

problems are still unsolved and we do not even know about the details of the upcoming design and construction. 

The villagers therefore do not trust and still very worry about it, it is really important to fix the existing problems.   

Secondly, the compensation issue, this issue is one of the most mentioned and discussed. The project 

develop’s standard regarding the compensation was not clear, the villagers did not receive the equal amount of 
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payment per tree; area or product. Although, there was a fix compensation rate but it was not set from the real 

requirement of the villagers both at the household and village levels. This compensation rate was determined 

between the KNU; the Myanmar Government and the project developer. Moreover, the opportunity costs and the 

future productivity of each plant at its maximum potential were not included in the calculation and there was no 

clear criteria or standard and no transparent explanation of why the compensation rate was like that. In addition, 

many households still have not received any compensation until now. The research team found that many 

families, more than 50%, still have not obtained any compensation at all. The upcoming implementation of the 

project with 4,500 million-baht of financial support from the Thai Government through the NEDA did not impose 

or consider using this money to compensate those affected by the existing or future impacts. Hence, the villagers 

could not be certain or trust anything and it is extremely important to solve this problem in the very near future in 

case that the project continues.            

Thirdly, the use of road and the access to natural resources, especially villagers’ lands which mostly cut 

through or separated into two or more parts, their agricultural products and lands were then destroyed and seized 

by the road construction. The areas that were already surveyed; assessed and compensated including those 

cutting through without assessment or compensation will no longer be used, accept for the traveling. That is to 

say, the villagers will be unable to benefit from their own destroyed lands since they already became a part of the 

project areas and owned by the project developer, the villagers are therefore not allowed to enter. As a result, 

they have lost their opportunities to create any products in their areas, even after the year 2013 during the pause 

of the road project. The areas with no roads crossing then became unused and desolate. Another concern is 

about the usage of the road and the access to villagers’ lands and natural resources. It is true that the local 

people can still use this road, but if the project continues and the road is fully developed to be larger and wider 

with a checkpoint and a tollgate, no one can guarantee whether they could still do it or not. As to the villagers’ 

cultural manners in terms of traveling and transportation, despite using more motorcycles, they still use elephants 

for dragging things and logs as well as the bullock carts for transporting their goods and local passengers. It is 

not sure if these people and their animals will travel safely among a lot of cars and trucks. There is also a 

concern of whether and how the villagers could cross the road to their lands. Moreover, under the implementation 

of the full phase road construction, it was presented by the developer and in the ESIA that there will be many 

tollgates, the villagers worry if they also have to pay. It will be extremely unfair if in the future they have to pay 

the tolls, despite the fact that they already got affected by such project and have been using this raod before. 

The villagers are still very concerned about the abovementioned issues as their questions remain unanswered 
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and they still do not know in detail how to deal with these problems in the future (if the road construction 

continues).      

However, the concerns reflected by the affected villagers during our houlsehold/individual interviews and 

the village meetings as well as the consultations with community-based organizations are not just these 3 main 

concerns as mentioned, it also includes the concerns over the security and political issues that will follow. The 

villagers said that the current push and rush of the road construction may worsen Myanmar political atmosphere 

which is now in the peace process negotiation in orfer to raise understanding and reduce chronic feud between 

the Myanmar Armed Forces and the ethnic military groups. And if the turmoil erupts again, the villagers thus will 

directly be affected by the violence of fightings. These conflicts happened in Kamoethway area after 1997 were 

not mentioned in the ESIA, on the other hand, it is said that Myitta village (also located in Kamoethway area) will 

be in peace again40. In fact, the conflicts keep happening after that as well as other several collisions at a 

smaller level. Unitl now, there are still tensions in the area and the peace negotiation is still in the process as 

aforesaid. It seems that there will be no calculation or consideration of political damages in case that the project 

moves forward.     

This road may also affect Kamoethway forest and wildlife conservation areas. Apart from the earlier 

destruction of the forests which affected wildlife food sources and habitats, the entry of the road additionally 

allowed particularly the outsiders to easier kill wild animals which is very dangerous to rare animals. Their 

migration or displacement might be at risk due to the entry of cars and trucks, these problems are still unsolved. 

It is therefore essential to figure out in the near future if the road construction continues.      

The local people did not only worry about the effects of the Road Link project, they also look at the 

overall impacts of the Dawei project. Zaw She Lo said that41   

“Not only the impacts of the road that we are concerned as they are visible, we do worry more about the 

overall long-term development of the Dawei project that will happen. If this road is completed, such project will 

surely come as the road is the beginning of it all. When the road is done, other things will follow. So, we are not only 

concerned about the road, but other areas that will be affected too. This is a very huge industrial project, it must 

widely affect the area in terms of environmental; health and social problems. We do not see any befenit of this 

project for people here.”    

                                                             
40  TEAM Consulting Engineering and Management Co., Ltd. Revised Draft Final Report for Environmental and Social Impact 
Assessment (ESIA) on Two lane Road Project Linking the Dawei SEZ with Thai Border, May 2017, page 5 – 93.         
41 Interview of Zaw She Lo, villager from Thabyu Chaung village, on 10 July 2019.  
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4.1.2 Concerns over project developer’s governance  

1) Free, Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) principle and community decision-making process 

relate to the project: throughout almost a decade of the Road Link project, its implementation seemed to have 

problems since the beginning. From the beginning, the villagers have never been informed that there would be 

this Road Link project, they had no idea in advance about the project’s information or details or when it would 

come into the areas. The project developer’s severe action was bringing tractors and cranes into villagers’ garden 

areas without any notification, all plants were totally destroyed. This happened even before the conduction of the 

EIA which was the wrong process due to the company or project developer’s lack of responsibility towards 

people’s participation and freedom of expression. It also ignored the implementation of FPIC principle which is a 

fundamental principle saying that local communities or indigenous people have the rights to be prior informed and 

to voluntarily consent before starting the project. The governments of both Myanmar and Thailand have ratified 

the rights of indigenous people, and of course according to FPIC, local communities and indigenous people must 

be involved in every decision-making process of the project as they are also stakeholders.    

However, at the moment, the villagers still cannot trust the NEDA’s operation of the road project as it is 

now hiring a consulting company to survey and design the project details. And the NEDA has already submitted 

the Inception Report since last April, the villagers were not aware of its implementation at all including the 

project’s progress; details and next steps. These actions underline the neglect of FPIC and community 

participation in decision making that has always been happening throughout the project.    

2) The EIA process: the affected villagers cannot accept the past EIA process done by the 

consulting company that was hired by the project developer because of its conflict of interest and transparency 

issue as well as the neutrality of the company giving its opinions about the project. Moreover, the villagers saw 

some defects and contraries to the good governance as well as the wrong process since the Road Link project 

was actually operated before the conduction of the EIA. This is totally against the project’s good governance and 

unacceptable. Even though the project developer has conducted another EIA after receiving the new concession 

in the project, the villagers found its public hearing incomprehensive and non-specific for the directly affected 

people in Kameothway area. The public hearing was often held in the areas of those who benefited from the 

existing main road and the Road Link project for their goods transportation, rather than in the areas where most 

villagers depend on natural resources and lands and will be directly and severely affected by the road 

construction. Although the previous EIA was done for the road project along with other Dawei sub-projects, but it 

was not the Side - Wide EIA for the overall project. Such report is actually very important for all sectors who will 
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directly be affected by the Dawei project as it will let them realize the overall impacts when the project is reaches 

its end. No Side - Wide EIA therefore means concealing facts and lacking of transparency in project 

implementation.                       

As a result, local people in our target areas and villagers in Kamoethway area cannot trust the EIA 

process that wiil soon occur, they are not even sure if there will be a new ESIA or not, if so, how the process will 

be. The NEDA, as the project’s financial supporter and hirer of the consulting company for surveying and 

designing the project’s details, did not clarify whether there will be a new conduction of the whole EIA despite the 

confirmation of reviewing the former one.   

4.2 Communities’ requests/recommendations 

As to the Mekong Butterfly field study and survey; household/individual interviews; focus groups; village-

level discussions as well as with community-based organizations, we found that the affected villagers have 

developed their concern-based recommendations/requests in several dimensions as follow:  

1) They need the solution for the existing impacts as well as the restoration of natural resources and 

environment, especially water sources to be usable as before.  

2) There must be a fair and comprehensive compensation both in terms of time and space. As for the area 

of damage, the compensation must cover agricultural products and lands, including opportunity costs 

from the loss of agricultural products which could generate future incomes. Apart from that, the 

economic damages resulting from the project must also be calculated, for example, the increased cost of 

living and household expenses from the beginning of the project unitl now such as for water; food or 

fishes and travel to access resources.    

3) The villagers need to go back to and be able to use their lands that were seized by the road 

construction if it does not continue later on.   

4) The ESIA must be recreated for the specific project and there must also be the Side – Wide EIA or 

Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA). In addition, the villagers want the project developer to 

prepare a clear and concrete rehabilitation and remediation plan as well as a continuous monitoring of 

the environmental management.     

5) If the road is built, its operation must be well-managed and there must be a consultation with the 

affected villagers prior to any actions in order to together design and develop the problem-solving and 

management mechanisms in the future.   
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6) The project developer has to respect community opinions and decisions, it has to give value to 

community traditions; culture; livelihoods and natural resources. It also has to pay more attention to the 

preserved areas of Kamoethway which consist of water sources; forests and sacred/protected areas. 

Whether the project will continue or not, from now on, the community unique ways of life and culture 

must continue.        

7) FPIC principle must be practiced, especially in the directly affected local communities, by respecting the 

dignity and livelihood of the local indigenuous people.    

8) Local conflicts must be firstly resolved before any project implementation because it may worsen the 

situation. Therefore, the project operation should be postponed until the peace process negotiation is 

completed.   

9) There must be a co-design of the project-related mechanism and decision-making process among all 

stakeholders and local communities in order to solve the existing and future problems.   

4.3 Communities’ standpoint towards the project  

The Mekong Butterfly has found through our field study; survey; individual/household interviews and 

meetings with villagers and community-based organizations that the affected villagers have their different 

standpoints which can be divided into 4 groups as follow:  

1) A group of those who are totally against the road project: their reason is it does not bring them any 

benefits. The road that will be useful must directly connect Myitta village with Dawei Township, it should 

be more practical for transportation. They do not need the Road Link cutting through their areas whether 

the government wants it or not. It is not so true that the road will bring developments into the areas, for 

instance, hospital; water supply; electricity and convenient stores because these are the things that the 

government and its relevant agencies have to provide for their people without any requests.    

2) Similar to the first group, this is the group of those who do not want the road but thought that it is the 

government project and thus difficult to deny. They said that with full of opportunity and freedom without 

any pressure from the authorities or government, their standpoint of not wanting such road will definitely 

be expressed to the government.    

3) A group of those who welcome the road for the sake of future country development in general. The local 

people in the area should absolutely benefit from this road development and the future development 

must have good governance and fair for all stakeholders, especially the affected communities.     
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4) A group of those who are not certain whether they want the road or not considering that it depends on 

the government’s decision making. If the government wants it, then they need a fair compensation. They 

also request the project developer to be accountable.   

 

The Mekong Butterfly found through our survey that the proportion of each group is different and 

interesting which can be divided into percentages as follow: Group no.1) 50%, Group no.2) 25%, Group no.3) 5% 

and Group no.4) 20%. That is to say there are 75% of the stakeholders who obviously disagree.    

Although there are different standpoints towards the project, but all aforesaid groups harmoniously 

confirm that they want concrete solutions to the existing and forthcoming environmental problems before any 

actions from now on. This is a mutual minimum request which leads to the development of community concrete 

mechanisms/measures that represent their collective standpoint.        

4.4 Mechanisms/measures to handle; solve the problems and restore the damages  

These mechanisms/measures have been developed by the directly affected villagers and the community-

based organizations in the area of the project, they have been designed and developed on 13 May 2019. Such 

mechanisms/measures were developed to solve the existing and upcoming problems caused by several aspects 

of the Road Link project as reflected in the forms of villagers’ concrete concerns regarding resources; 

compensations and usage of the road as well as access to the resources in their own areas. There are also 

abstact concerns or concerns over the governance of the project developer and other relevant agencies, 

including requests/recommendations that the villagers would like to see happened before the project will move 

on. These mechanisms/measures are called the “Tripartite Committee for the Restoration; Remedy and 

Resistance to the Problems Caused by the Road Link Project”.      

4.4.1 Components of mechanisms/measures 

The Tripartite Committee is composed of 3 following parts:  

1) Public and civil society committee: this committee consists of the village representatives; the community-

based organizations such as CSLD; the representatives from local wisdom groups; women groups; youth 

groups as well as local religions and beliefs groups. The committee also covers local organizations; the 

CSOs from Thailand; Myanmar and Japan who have been closely monitoring the Dawei Deep Seaport 
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and SEZ project along with the developments within Karen territory, for example, DDA; Takapae; TRIP-

NET; Dawei Watch Foundation; DPLN; SEM; The Mekong Butterfly; Mekong Watch, etc.        

2) Government and relevant agencies committee: this one consists of both Thai and Myanmar government 

agencies and organizations generally related to the Road Link and the Dawei projects, including the 

KNU government. Such relevant agencies or organizations are Myanmar central government agencies, 

for instance, Ministry of Construction; Ministry of Planning and Finance; Ministry of Natural Resources 

and Environmental Conservation; Dawei SEZ Management Committee; Myanmar National Human Rights 

Institute and the regional agencies such as the Government of Tanintharyi Region and other related 

departments. Those of Thailand which are the NEDA; Ministry of Transport; Ministry of Foreign Affairs; 

Ministry of Justice and National Human Rights Commission of Thailand. The administrative authorities of 

Karen ethnic groups like the KNU is also included.   

3) Project developer committee: this committee consists of the project developer company; the company 

who conducted the study surveying and designing of the project’s details, both in the past and currently, 

probably including the one who will take over the project in the future. These aforesaid companies are 

ITD; Myandawei Industrial Estate Company Limited as well as companies that were hired for doing the 

previous and the latest EIAs: the ERIC and TEAM Consulting Engineering and Management Company 

Limited, including the one who is now surveying and designing the project’s details. 

Not only this Tripartite Committee, the villagers also require the independent observers and various 

media following the Dawei project issues to be present in the meetings and problem-solving processes in order to 

publish and demonstrate the transparency of such processes.       

4.4.2 Duties and responsibilities of the Tripartite Committee  

The duties and responsibilities of this Tripartite Committee are to solve the problems of the project’s 

existing and forthcoming impacts through the consultation meeting and co-design of the solutions based on the 

abovementioned concerns and requests/recommendations. There must be a joint decision (see the concerns and 

requests/recommendations) and unanimous resolution in various operations as well as a continuous follow-up of 

the Tripartite Committee’s works. The Tripartite Committee must all agree and comes up with a joint agreement 

under the horizontal equal power. If so, the Tripartite Committee need to together sign contract or agreement in 

order to have a concrete confirmation. All three parties have to comply with such contract or agreement which 

will later be released to the public in the form of document in Myanmar; Karen (local); English and Thai 
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languages. However, this Tripartite Committee will initially be established to fix the existing problems before 

moving to any further steps, 3 urgent problems that need to be fixed are as follow:    

1) Natural resources problem, especially water sources: the villagers want the Tripartite Committee to 

urgently solve this problem as the past road construction had caused a lot of impacts and pollutions to 

the water sources, local streams and creeks that connected to the main river in particular. The Tripartite 

Committee must come up with measures to restore the quality of water sources and nearby areas to be 

as good as before so that the villagers could directly benefit from them like the way they did in the past. 

This might increase the quantity of food sources like aquatic animals and fishes as they will be able to 

breed. If the water comes back to life and can flow freely again, it is a guarantee of community food 

security. Moreover, in case that the construction continues, there must be an environmental 

management measure to protect the water sources from the road construction impacts. Unlike before, it 

is also essential to have a clear environmental measure in fixing the actual problems.    

2) Compensation problems: the Tripartite Committee should have a comprehensive calculation rate in 

terms of time; area and category. In terms of time, the calculation must cover the 8-year period from the 

beginning of the project until today and also the additional damages in case of the project future 

reimplementation. The opportunity costs or the production efficiency of crops and their lifespan which 

indicate their future production capacity, if they were not destroyed, must be included in the 

compensation. Or even more of that if the upcoming design of the road would affect more. In terms of 

area, the calculation must cover both direct and indirect affected areas: the areas that were cut by the 

road and those lands where the villagers’ trees or crops were destroyed as well as the nearby areas 

affected by dust or mud from the road construction, for example. In terms of category, other than the 

betel nut orchards and other inside crops, another compensation that the villagers have never received 

is their loss of lands. The project developer must also calculate the economic opportunity costs from 

land losses. Moreover, people’s daily cost of living must be added in the calculation, that is to say their 

expenses for fishes; water and vehicles to get access to resources which extremely increased after the 

road construction started and the rivers were damaged.             

3) Problems regarding road usage and access to natural resources and lands: to fix or handle these future 

problems, it requires a precautionary measure. The Tripartite Committee must have a measure 

confirming that the villagers will be able to use their lands seized by the project implementation. Now 

with the project’s uncertainty and no concrete operation, the villagers should go back to and benefit from 

their lands. Furthermore, the problem that is the most concerned is about the access to their lands in 
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case that the road is built in the future. The Tripartite Committee must come up with a measure to 

confirm that the villagers could use this road both during and after its construction so that they could 

their vehicles: elephants; cows and motorcycles to get into their lands. Also, the affected villagers must 

be exempt from paying tolls or passing fees with a concrete safety measure for using this road. In 

addition, the area usage by the Karen ethnic villagers also affected by the project must be aware.     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    

Conclusion  
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1. It has been 8 years since the commencement of the Road Link project in 2011, the project developer 

has not solved any existing problems: environmental impacts such as water sources; forests; lands and 

unfair compensation issues. Although ITD, a former project undertaker, has currently been replaced by 

Thai government agency like the NEDA with the 4,500-million-baht loan supported by the Thai 

Government, guidelines for solving existing problems have not been mentioned at all in the loan 

conditions. This reflects the neglect of the project developer and the relevant agencies towards problem-

solving which is against the cabinet resolution dated 16 May 2016 requiring a solution to the cross-

border investment projects of both Thai government agencies and business sectors. That is to say they 

have to abide by the UNGP on Business and Human Rights consisting of 3 main pillars: Respect; 

Protect and Remedy. According to this case, there is no remedy in any way until now. The NEDA 

though claimed that there will be environmental measures for the next phase of road project 

implementation stated in the surveying and detail designing study which will be finished in 2020. The 

acceleration of the project at this moment is more aggravating the existing problems than ever. 

2. Apart from the project direct impacts happened to the study’s target areas such as water sources; 

forests and lands, there are also the sequels or consecutive impacts which in this study were called 

‘Hidden/Untold Costs’. This type of impact is not emphasized or even mentioned in the ESIA, it is 

actually related to local people’s daily lives in the communities that have been affected for 8 years since 

the commencement of the construction up until now. These hidden costs are household expenses such 

as for water consumption; for foods and fishes; for traveling to resource areas as well as economic 

opportunity cost of losing the agricultural products, especially betel nuts. Such expenses have 

significantly increased after the destruction of natural resources; ecosystem; water and food sources in 

the communities. Direct access to the resources is almost impossible and agricultural crops that the 

villagers hoped to gain incomes for their families and pass on to their children were extremely 

demolished. They have to spend more on things that they used to get for free, community economy has 

been changed by the development from the balance between subsistence and monetary economy to 

economy that depends more on money and resources from remote areas. Moreover, food security in the 

area had respectively decreased which also includes people’s life security afterwards. The monetary 

economy and the loss of agricultural products have really affected community agricultural ways. The 

villagers now grow more of betel nut trees instead of doing crop rotation which is actually the very 

unique agricultural culture of highland ethnic groups, hoping that it will generate more incomes in the 

future. However, it will take almost 10 years (6 years at least) for agriculture to start harvesting; selling 

and then generating incomes. The increase of growing betel nut trees for gaining incomes and replacing 
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the destroyed plants require more investment and followed by community debt problems. Many villagers 

fall into debt cycle saying that they began to be in debt after the entry of the road project in the area. 

Pushing the project forwards without solving any existing problems would aggravate them.                  

3. In relation to the Road Link project currently pushed by the NEDA and will start again, local villagers in 

our target areas worry about several upcoming impacts, for example, impacts on natural resources and 

water sources; unfair compensations which excluded the loss of lands and will not be fixed; the access 

to resources and road usage as well as land problems regarding the indigenuous rights. They are afraid 

that, if the project could move on, they will no longer be able to use the road and get access to their 

lands or cultivation areas. Besides, they worry that this road project would affect the political problems 

and worsen the peace process. They do worry about the good governance of the project developers and 

supporters, particularly in the surveying and designing project details study process which is happening 

at this moment because they have not yet received any project details at all. They are still unable to fully 

participate but will be affected by the project without opportunity to raise their concerns before the 

project moves ahead. As to the standpoints of the villagers in our target areas can be divided into 4 

groups: 1) Group of those who totally disagree and oppose the project 2) Group of those who disagree 

but are not sure if they could oppose thinking it is the project that supported and pushed by the 

government, but they have a chance and full of freedom they will say “No” 3) Group of those who agree 

with the road construction because it will bring prosperity and economic growth to the country in general, 

however, the upcoming development must be responsible with good governance and 4) Group of those 

who are not certain whether they agree or disagree with the project thinking that it belongs to the 

government. If the said road project occurs, there should be a fair compensation together with a clear 

measure to support those affected. The investment also need to have good governance and 

responsibility. Despite their different standpoints, they obviously and strongly have a common viewpoint 

which is their concern over the same impacts: natural resources and environmental impacts; 

compensations; the road usage and access to resources. Therefore, they have many 

requests/recommendations towards all relevant stakeholders both in terms of the government and the 

project developer, one of the most important requests is to get all existing problems fixed before moving 

on with any operations. When such problems were gone, it requires a new discussion through the 

mechanism/measure presented by the communities called “Tripartite Committee for the Restoration; 

Remedy and Resistance to the Problems Caused by the Road Link Project”. This committee consists of 

1) Representatives from communities and relevant CSOs 2) Both Thai and Myanmar relevant 

government agencies and 3) the project developer and other consulting companies with various media 
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observing in the meetings and operations of the committee. All components of this committee has 

horizontal equal power. Their duties and responsibilities are firstly solving the existing problems, 

especially about natural resources and environmental impacts; compensations; the road usage as well 

as access to resources particularly linked to the cultural land use of Karen ethnic in the areas, also 

improving the investment governance through this mechanism/measure. The villagers clearly stated that 

this committee was established to only solve the exising problems first, other steps needed to be 

discussed later. The Tripartite Committee must have a singed contract or agreement in writing. 

Moreover, its operations or meetings must be documented and signed by all 3 parties and published in 

local language format, which is Karen, and also in Myanmar; Thai and English languages.   
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http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-3.jsp?top_serl=99313538&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2


74 
 

Thailand has signed the memorandum of agreement to develop the project in which human rights violation of 

Dawei people is found, 17 May 2016, http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-

3.jsp?top_serl=99319369&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_

date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2=      

http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-3.jsp?top_serl=99319369&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2
http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-3.jsp?top_serl=99319369&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2
http://www.cabinet.soc.go.th/soc/Program2-3.jsp?top_serl=99319369&key_word=%B7%C7%D2%C2&owner_dep=&meet_date_dd=&meet_date_mm=&meet_date_yyyy=&doc_id1=&doc_id2=&meet_date_dd2=&meet_date_mm2=&meet_date_yyyy2

