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Abstract

Since 2012, the Rohingya crisis in Myanmar has become a major
human rights issue of international concern. Following the large-scale
military operations in Rakhine State in 2017, the international human
rights community largely believed that the repression committed by the
Myanmar military may constitute crimes against humanity, and stepped
up the pressure against Myanmar from multiple approaches. In 2019,
The Gambia, on behalf of the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation
(OIC), instituted proceedings before the International Court of Justice
(ICJ), alleging that Myanmar had violated the Convention on the
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. The stagnant
situation facing the Rohingya people poses a profound challenge
against the conventional theory of human rights politics: the spiral
model.

This thesis addresses the puzzle by complementing the socialization
mechanism with the public discourse theory. By examining the
development of the Rohingya crisis against the backdrop of political
liberalization in Myanmar during 2012-2021, it is found that the
socialization of human rights norms varied across human rights issues
and failed to translate into domestic acceptance despite growing
pressure at the international level. Both the NLD government and the
military adopted the national security discourse to mitigate human
rights norms and effectively dissuade the public from cooperating with
transnational networks. Hence, the limited pressure hardly improved
the predicament of the Rohingya people.

Keywords: Myanmar, Rohingya, human rights norm socialization,
spiral model, public discourse
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