Appendix I: The researchers are giving following poem in line of the study: titled “ My Refugee Life” written by  Ro Anamul Hasan :
Quote:
“Under this tarpauline shelter, 
I dwell like ants in hole
Spending my mundane life 
By hankering for home and homeland 
My dark night never turns into daylight. 
In daytime, I stand at the queue
By holding ration-card for foods 
Sometimes, I’m whipped with sticks 
Sometimes, I’m fallen and crashed 
For these, I forget the day I smiled. 
Having always the same tasteless foods 
I lose my appetite bit by bit
Children murmur with mother
I hardly swallow just to survive
For these, I forget the day I laughed. 
Men are lined up to refill stove-gas 
Women, for soaps and sanitation 
Children, to pour water into vessels 
The queue is as long as my eyes can see
Vessels are many as my mind can count
For these, I forget the day I exulted. 
The night under this shelter lengthens
My head on pillow with open eyes
The memories in mind get recalled 
Soon my cheeks get wet with tears 
Indeed, I forget the nights I slept in peace. 
Where I was and now where I am surviving 
What I did and now what I’m doing 
Who I was and now who I am 
Today, I’ve to look for charity like a beggar
Indeed, I forget the diginity I belonged. 
The actual meaning of refugee life is
Just yearning for homeland every moment
Battle of homesickness, 
Battle of sleeplessness, 
Battle of nostalgia,
Downhearted mood darkens deeper 
The whole world gets darker and darker 
Indeed, I forget the face I had in my own land. “
Unquote 
(Source:https://english.dvb.no/a-poem-dedicated-to-all-rohingya-refugees-in-bangladesh/, viewed on 20.11.25)

Map: 
The map which was depicted in the text as Figure 1 ,  key locations and actors involved in the Rohingya refugee crisis and highlights the complex political and economic relationships in the region. Here’s a breakdown of its meaning:

1. Geographic & Humanitarian Context
· Rakhine State (Myanmar): The epicenter of the Rohingya crisis. Since 2017, military crackdowns led to a mass exodus of Rohingya Muslims into neighboring Bangladesh.
· Cox’s Bazar (Bangladesh): Hosts the world’s largest refugee camp, where over 1 million Rohingya live in precarious conditions.
· Bay of Bengal: The sea route used by Rohingya fleeing by boat, often toward Malaysia, Indonesia, or Thailand.
· Myanmar’s capital (Nay Pyi Taw): The political center from which policies toward the Rohingya are determined.

2. Political Relationships & Regional Dynamics
Myanmar–Bangladesh:
· Strained relations due to the refugee burden on Bangladesh.
· Bangladesh seeks repatriation, but Myanmar has not created safe conditions for return.
· Both are members of regional groups like ASEAN and BIMSTEC, but the crisis remains unresolved.
India:
· Strategic interests in Myanmar (countering China’s influence, infrastructure projects, security cooperation).
· Mixed response to Rohingya: Some humanitarian aid, but also securitized approach—views Rohingya as “illegal immigrants” and a potential security threat.
· Act East Policy involves engaging Myanmar, which sometimes conflicts with human rights advocacy.
China:
· Major investor in Myanmar (infrastructure, pipelines, ports like Kyaukphyu in Rakhine).
· Shields Myanmar at the UN Security Council, blocking stronger actions.
· Sees Myanmar as key to its Belt and Road Initiative (BRI).
· Balances diplomatic support for Myanmar with occasional mediation efforts.
Thailand:
· Not a primary host but a transit country for Rohingya boats.
· Engages in ASEAN-led diplomacy, but generally avoids strong criticism of Myanmar to maintain regional stability.

3. Economic Relationships & Interests
· Energy & Connectivity: China’s oil/gas pipelines from Kyaukphyu to Yunnan pass through Rakhine. India’s Kaladan Multi-Modal Transit Transport Project aims to connect Kolkata to Mizoram via Rakhine.

· Trade & Investment: Myanmar is a resource-rich economy attracting investment from China, India, Singapore, and others, often overshadowing human rights concerns.

· Refugee Economy: The crisis has strained Bangladesh’s economy (aid-dependent, environmental degradation in Cox’s Bazar). Regional smuggling and trafficking networks have also emerged.



4. Key Implications of the Map
1. Humanitarian Crisis at the Center: The map shows how a localized conflict in Rakhine has regional spillover.
2. Geopolitical Balancing Act: Neighbors like India and China prioritize strategic and economic interests over robust humanitarian intervention.
3. ASEAN’s Limited Role: The organization’s principle of non-interference hampers collective action.
4. Maritime Dimension: Bay of Bengal routes highlight the regional nature of displacement and trafficking.
5. Great Power Competition: China and India’s rivalry plays out in Myanmar, affecting responses to the crisis.
Ineffectiveness of BIMSTEC
Despite both Myanmar and Bangladesh being key members, BIMSTEC has been notably ineffective in mitigating or addressing the Rohingya crisis. This failure stems from several structural and political factors:

· Primary Focus on Economic Cooperation: BIMSTEC’s mandate is centered on technical and economic collaboration (trade, connectivity, energy, tourism). It lacks a robust institutional mechanism or political mandate for conflict resolution, humanitarian intervention, or human rights diplomacy. The crisis is seen as a bilateral political/humanitarian issue outside its core competency.

· Principle of Non-Interference: Like ASEAN, BIMSTEC operates on a strong consensus-based approach and non-interference in internal affairs. This principle allows Myanmar to shield the Rohingya issue from collective regional scrutiny within the forum. Member states are reluctant to confront Myanmar and risk fracturing the organization, which is already criticized for slow progress on its economic agenda.

· Divergent Strategic Interests of Key Members:
India: As a leading member, India prioritizes its strategic and security ties with Myanmar (countering insurgency, competing with China). It actively avoids multilateralizing the issue at BIMSTEC, preferring bilateral channels to protect its own interests.

Thailand & Sri Lanka: Have their own domestic political sensitivities regarding ethnic and religious minorities. They are unlikely to champion a precedent of intervention.

China’s Shadow: Although China is not a BIMSTEC member, its overwhelming influence in Myanmar (and with other members like Thailand and Nepal) discourages any collective stance that could antagonize Myanmar's junta, a key Chinese partner.

· Lack of Cohesive Regional Identity: BIMSTEC comprises a diverse group with varying geopolitical alignments (South Asia and Southeast Asia). It lacks the shared political cohesion needed to tackle a highly charged, ethnoreligious humanitarian crisis. The organization has no common foreign or security policy framework.
· Bangladesh’s Limited Leverage: While Bangladesh bears the brunt of the crisis, its ability to mobilize BIMSTEC for action is minimal. The forum offers no tools for enforcement or meaningful pressure. Bangladesh ultimately relies more on global UN platforms and bilateral appeals to India and China than on the BIMSTEC mechanism.
In summary, BIMSTEC’s institutional design, its economic focus, the principle of non-interference, and the conflicting strategic interests of its major members have rendered it a passive bystander in the Rohingya crisis. Its ineffectiveness underscores how regional organizations can be incapacitated when core national interests and foundational principles collide with a severe humanitarian emergency.
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