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Mrs Thatcher
visits Indonesia

The British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher is to visit
Indonesia in April during a tour of South East Asia and the
Indian sub-continent that will last from 5-14 April. Her chief
engagement in Indonesia apart from discussions with
government leaders which will undoubtedly include the
president, General Suharto, and General Benny Murdani,
Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces, will be a visit to PT
Nurtanio Aircraft Industry, the fast-growing centrepiece of
Indonesia’s military-industrial complex and the only aircraft
manufacturer in the ASEAN region.

Mrs Thatcher’s visit comes at the climax of a sales drive by
British arms manufacturers, promoted and coordinated by the
British government, to win a major share of the market for
aircraft, naval vessels and weapons systems for the Indonesian
Armed Forces, now undergoing major reorganisation and
modernisation.

The sales drive had its first big. boost in April 1978, when
British Aerospace won a contract for 8 advanced trainer/combat
Hawk ground-attack aircraft, a deal that was concluded under
the Labour government at a time when Indonesia’s aerial
bombardment of the East Timor population was at its height.
Since then there has been a steady stream of British arms sales
missions starting with a visit by Trade Minister, Sir John Nott
prior to his appointment as Defence Minister in 1981. (The
announcement of his appointment as Secretary of State for
Defence came while he was visiting Indonesia.) In 1982, Foreign
Minister Lord Carrington headed a high-powered trade mission
which included the Managing Director of British Aerospace, the
two top executives of the Hawker-Siddeley Company and the
President Director of Racal Electronics, a company specialising
in arms-related equipment such as avionics, electronic
communications and radio surveillance. British Acrospace have
followed their 1978 deal with several more Hawk aircraft deals;
so far a total of 17 have been supplied. In 1984, Vosper-
Thorneycroft won a contract for the supply of three refitted
naval frigates, and in December 1984 came the biggest deal of
them all, a £100 million contract for the British Aerospace
Rapier missile system. During the latter part of 1984, Indonesia
received two visits from John Lee, parliamentary under-
secretary for defence procurement at the Ministry of Defence
and in November, General Sir Edwin Bramall, Chief of Defence
Staff, paid an extended visit to General Murdani. In January this
year, Air Chief Marshall Sir Keith Williamson, Chief-of-Staff of
the Royal Air Force, also visited Indonesia.

Collaboration with Indonesia’s military-industrial complex

In the light of British Aerospace’s prominence in the UK’s sales
drive, it comes as no surprise that Mrs Thatcher will be visiting
PT Nurtanio. State-owned Nurtanio was set up in 1976 initially
with a work force of 500 but by early 1984 was already employing
11,800, of whom 90% were described as skilled technicians and
aircraft engineers and designers (Mutiara, 26 March-10 April
1984). It was launched under the direction of B.J. Habibie, who
had spent years with West Germany’s Messerschmitt-Bolkow-
Blohm (MBB) aircraft manufacturers. The company is now
capable of producing both fixed-wing aircraft and helicopters
and has established close contact with the Spanish aircraft firm,
CASA, MBB of West Germany and Aerospatiale of France. In
early 1983, Nurtanio had no fewer than 419 orders for aircraft
and helicopters, not only from the Indonesian Air Force, Navy

-and Army but also from the armed forces in Thailand,

Bangladesh, Burma, Pakistan and Argentina. Nurtanio also has
a weapons systems division named Menang (Victory) and plans
in future to manufacture fighter aircraft and Boeing jets. (Asian
Defence Journal 3/1983)

Under its co-production licensing agreements with western
aircraft manufacturers, Nurtanio produces CN-212 and CN-235
light aircraft with CASA of Spain, NBO-105 aircraft with MBB
and Super-Puma AS-332 with Aerospatiale of France. Nurtanio
is the only company outside Aerospatiale itself to be producing
the AS-332 helicopter. Early in 1984, the French aircraft
manufacturer, Dassault-Breguet was negotiating for the licensed
production by Nurtanio of its Mirage 2000, a multirole fighter jet
equipped with AM39 Exocet missiles (Asian Defence Journal, 5/
1984). This deal has apparently not yet gone ahead, and it may
well be that British Aerospace is competing hard with the French
bid to develop new co-production arrangements with Nurtanio.

At the time of the Rapier deal, it was stressed that the offer of
training and transfer of technology was vital to British
Aecrospace’s success in winning the contract (Financial Times, 3
January 1985). BAe personnel will be involved in back-up and
other services in Indonesia, and with some assembling of the
missiles locally, at Nurtanio, there will be close collaboration
between the local manufacturer and British electronics
contractors. The Thatcher visit is thus not only the climax of a
sales drive under way since 1978. It is also intended to be the
opening phase for a big expansion in collaboration between
Indonesia’s own military-industrial complex and the British arms
industry.




































Massacre

Terror in Kraras and Vikeke

The revelation by Mgr Belo of the existence of two mass graves where victims of the Kraras massacre are buried, draws attention to the
incident in August 1983 that led to the breakdown of the ceasefire reached between Fretilin and the Army command in East Timor in March
1983. Information contained in a report on atrocities sent out by Fretilin in the second half of 1984 makes it possible to piece together the
events at Kraras. The Kraras incident is reminiscent of the Lakluta massacres of September 1981 which symbolised the brutality employed by

the Indonesian forces of occupation at the height of the “fence of legs” operation conducted during that year.

Kraras is situated somewhere in the vicinity of the town of
Vikeke, a few miles inland from the south coast, on the River
Cuha. By all accounts, Kraras was a daerah pemukiman or
“resettlement area”, in effect, a strategic village set up by the
Indonesians to accommodate a few thousand Timorese villagers
who had been driven down from the mountainous interior during
the encirclement and annihilation campaign of 1977-79. Among
the inhabitants of Kraras were a number of former guerrillas,
kept under special guard. Early in August 1983, an uprising took
place in Kraras, following actions by Indonesian troops in the
central region, when they captured and apparently liquidated a
group of Fretilin fighters even though the ceasefire reached by
Fretilin and the Indonesian Army Command in March 1983 was
still in force. The revolt in Kraras was led by the ex-guerrillas
who turned on their guards; they succeeded in killing 15 soldiers
and injuring another 20, and fled to rejoin the guerrillas, taking
with them weapons captured from the troops.

In retaliation, Indonesian troops conducted a massacre in
Kraras during which some two hundred people were killed.
According to the Fretilin report, the victims - men,
women,children and sick people — were burnt in their homes.
After this, hundreds of people fled from Kraras and took refuge
on the slopes of the Bibileu mountain in the north, on the west
bank of the river Be Tuku. This is the native region of many of
those who had been “resettled” in Kraras. Indonesian troops
then conducted an operasi sapu bersih (“clean sweep” operation)
on and around mount Bibileu, combining bombardments from
the air with encirclement tactics. During the course of this
operation, according to Fretilin, some 500 people were rounded
up and slaughtered on the banks of the Be Tuku. Eventually, the
rest of the people were forced down from Bibileu and again re-
settled, this time in a place called Klaterek Mutiu (which we
have not been able to identify on the map).

The living conditions in Klaterek Mutiu are particularly harsh
because troops have deprived the population of knives and other
implements, which makes it impossible for them to cut down and
scoop out sagu, the only staple food available, or to cut down
timber in order to build huts for themselves. Fretilin reports that
had it not been for support of people in nearby Bikarin, the
survivors of Kraras would have been decimated by hunger. The
Fretilin account concludes:

All day and all night, men as well as women are put on “guard duty”
while a platoon of nanggalas (troops of the Kopassandha regiment) is
stationed there in the centre of the field warning that if Fretilin
attacks, the people will be exterminated.

Arrests and disappearances

Fretilin leader Xanana has sent out the names of people arrested
in Vikeke immediately after the Kraras massacre; some of these
were killed or have disappeared. The list, sent out on 9 July
1984, only includes people “who are easily identifiable”; the
majority, not on the list, have Maubere, that is to say, Timorese
names.

Teresa do Anmjos 40, from Kraras was imprisoned on 11
August by kodim troops and is now in prison in Vikeke. In the
following weeks, troops from 745 Battalion in Vikeke, carried
out many arrests: Abilio 31, born in Vikeke, on 20 August;
Marcelino Amaral 30 and Abilio Amaral 26, both from Karau

Balu, on 21 August. All three are still in prison in Vikeke. Two
others arrested a little later — Adelino 26 and Alarico 50, both
from Karau Balu and arrested on 7 and 8 September—are also
still in prison. Six others arrested around the same time are
believed to have disappeared: Domingos Salsinha 33, from Uma
Kik (arrested on 30 August), Mario Pinto 30, from Balara Uain
(4 September), Guilhermino 30, from Karau Balu and Jacinto
35, from Balara Uain (both arrested on 13 September), Duarte
31, from Balara Uain (17 September), Hermenegildo 25, from
Karau Balu (18 September) and Leonardo 27, from Karau Balu
(23 September). A group of young people were also arrested
(dates not specifiied): Aida do Anjos 16, Maria Odeta 16,
Mariana 17, Domingas 17, Cipriana 19, and Siza 18. All were
arrested in Vikeke and are still in detention. ‘

In the first week of October, nanggala troops in Ossu rounded
up a large number of people and sent them to kodim, Vikeke:
Feliciano de Jesus 29 (still in detention); Paulino da Silva 30,
(disappeared); Celstino da Costa 38 who was badly beaten and
punched; Elias Guterres 38, also badly beaten; Francisco Xavier
30, tortured with electricity; Filomeno da Costa 22,
(disappeared); Agostinho Sarmento 20, tortured in Vikeke, then
disappeared; Renugio da Silva 26, beaten and punched;
Domingos Sina 27, Domingos 40, (disappeared); Acacio Guterres
24 (disappeared); Clementino da Silva 29; Feliciano do Anjos 56
and Luis Soares 39, who are all still in detention. Also Cipriano
Freitas 41, was beaten till covered with bleod and remains in
prison in Vikeke.

Four more, imprisoned on 13 and 14 October were Armando
Pinto 27, Salvador Belo 30, Anastacio Soares and Raimundo
Pereira 27, all of whom have since disappeared. Then on 10
November, Mariano Menezes 49, born in Uato Lon but then
living in Vikeke, was savagely beaten in kodim, Vikeke and
remains in prison. As a result of his arrest, other were caught
later that month by the koramil in Beaso, and sent to Vikeke:
Afonso Monteiro 20, Manuel Soares 27, Jeremias da Costa 30,
Miguel Noguiera 29 and Antonio de Carvalho 53. These arrests
then led to another 26 people being arrested, all living in Beaso,
of whom ten are thought to have disappeared.

Others arrested in September and sent to Dili were Francisco
Ximenes, a teacher at the Catholic mission school. Joao Bosco
who used to work as a driver for a tourist office before 1974 and
Fernando Gonzaga, a teacher during Portuguese times. Two
others from Vikeke who were imprisoned then sent to Dili,
released and rearrested several times are Afonso da Costa Rangel
and Domingos Pinto. All five are now thought to have been
transferred to prisons in Indonesia. )

Some people suspected of being likely organisers of
clandestine organisations are subjected to continual arrest,
release and rearrest. An example of this kind of treatment is
Augusto Gusmao, a male nurse, born in Vemasse who has been
persecuted frequently since 1980. He was imprisoned, tortured
and beaten then released several times in September 1983. After
several weeks of this, he was freed and went back to work at a
mission school in Fatumaca. But then, on 17 June 1984, he was
summoned by kodim, Baucau and beaten, then freed on 19
June. Two days later, armed troops took him from his home at
night. Since then, no-one knows what has become of him.

TAPOL Bulletin No. 68/Supplement March 1985 13






East Timor political prisoners

now in jail in Java

TAPOL recently received a list of 42 tried East Timor prisoners now being held at Cipinang Prison, Jakarta and in the women’s prison in
Tanggerang. The list gave the prisoners’ ages and length of sentence. Further information from Fretilin documents has been added under

comments.
Name Age Sentence Comment
~ Marito Mario Nicolau Reis 38 17 Fretilin reports that he was one of 17 prisoners transported to
Jakarta on 17 November 1984. They were handcuffed in pairs as they
boarded the plane, raised clenched fists and sang: “United, the
, people will never be defeated”.
/Albino de Lurdes 47 17
vMariano Bonaparte Soares 43 16
~David Dies Ximenes 32 15 He has been in detention since the invasion. Fretilin reports he was
transported to Indonesia in May 1984, with a group of 60 prisoners.
-jZe Roberto Seixas 29 12
Domingos Seixes 35 11
- Januario Ximenes 41 10
vFernando Pinto Baptista 4 8
~Miguel da Costa 45 8
~ Antonio Yore Eduardo 43 8
~Yore Simoes 44 8
v Manuel Victor 34 7
“Venceslau de Conceicao 23 7 Amnesty International knew of his trial and told the UN Human
o Rights Commission he has been in detention since the invasion.
“Feliciano Tilman 23 7
vDomingo Nunes 24 7
- Eduardo da Costa 32 7
~Mariano Moniz 53 7
“Yoao Gomes 40 7
< Fernando da Costa 25 7
- Americo de Souza Jeroniwo 35 7
v Abilio Tilman 33 7
¥ Berilio Alves Freitas 30 7
"~ Gasfar de Marijo 30 7
- Luis Freitas 28 7 .
- Antonio Ramos 26 7 Also a long-term prisoner in Dili. He was then detained for years
in Atauro and returned home in 1984, but in May he was rearrested
then tried by a Military Court in Dili.*
' Martino Cavinuro 53 6%2
“Francisco Carvalho - 27 612 The same as Antonio Ramos.
- Gaspar da Costa Loi 26 6
" Eduardo Cavinuro 34 6
- Antonio Mesquita 24 6
~Caetano Guteves 35 6
Yoao Damaceno Santos 27 6
- Agapito Zocha 29 6 The same as Antonio Ramos.
~Eurico de Yesus 32 6
“*Henrique Behnico 33 6
-'Thomas Roduques 35 5
-~ Luis Fatima Carvalho 47 S Possibly the same as Antonio Ramos.
Artur Ximenes 33 5
- Armindo Florindo 25 5
- Ernesto Pinto 29 5
7" Martinho Rodriques 26 4
- Mariano da Costa 29 3 and 10 months

*Apart from Antonio Ramos, Agapito da Rocha and Francisco Caryalho, Fretilin mentions five more who were long-term Dili prisoners
then spent time in Atauro and were tried in May 1984. They are Alexandre da Rocha, Luis,"Maria Imaculada (a woman with a small
child), Imaculada (a woman with a new-born baby), and"Beatriz Alberto (a woman with two small children). It has not been possible to
identify these prisoners on the Jakarta/Tanggerang list.

When an ICRC mission visited Cipinang prison last September, it was told of only 12 Fretilin prisoners there.
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heavily bruised and with his feet bound.

The court judgement is at pains to establish unequivocally
that the initiative for the escape attempt came from Arnold Ap
who, it claims, made the proposal separately to Wanen, as well
as to Rejauw and Souwela, both of whom were close friends who
used to visit him regularly in detention. The judgement also
paraphrases evidence from witnesses who appeared in the trial,
all of whom allegedly helped the escape attempt in some way or
other and confirmed the court’s version of how the escape was
organised. If this is so, it is not clear why these witnesses were
not themselves charged along with the four men in the dock.

Court judgements are notoriously unreliable accounts of what
happens at any political trial, as we know only too well from
analysing the Tanjung Priok trials. In these latter trials, press
reports have helped, albeit inadequately, to explain the defence
arguments and have given details of testimony by witnesses. In
the case of the Jayapura Four, we have seen no press reports at
all and know nothing about the lawyers who acted on behalf of
the defendants. ‘

All four defendants were said at the commencement of the
judgement to be “members of the OPM” as well as “OPM
sympathisers”. The former would surely imply the latter!
However, no evidence of “membership” is produced, but much
effort is devoted to proving what “sympathy” means, even
referring to a definition in the Oxford Dictionary, and then sets
out to prove that taking action to help other (untried!) OPM
members is in itself evidence of “sympathy” for the OPM. The
impression that the trial was really held to prove something
about Arnold Ap’s death rather than punish those allegedly
responsible for the escape is reinforced by the fact that the court
judgement only bothers to go into detail about the charges

against Ap and has almost nothing to say about the other
escapees.

Subversion charges

The four men were all charged with offences under Indonesia’s
draconian Anti-Subversion Law, which explains the severity of
their sentences.

All the five detainees involved in the escape are referred to
several times as “political prisoners”, who were themselves being
held on subversion charges because of alleged support for
(membership of?) the OPM, the West Papuan movement
opposed to Indonesian rule in West Papua. Arnold Ap, for
instance, is said to have been responsible for the production and
circulation of an underground news sheet called The Dawn of
Freedom (Fajar Merdeka). By their act to help these political
prisoners escape, they are deemed to be “in sympathy” with the
OPM, which is enough in itself to warrant anti-subversion
charges.

Whereas in the current Jakarta trials, the judges and
prosecution have gone to great lengths to deny that the trials are
in any way political, the Jayapura judgement repeatedly uses the
political nature of the trial to justify anti-subversion charges. Is
this because the Jayapura verdict was never intended to become
public? Indeed, it is not clear whether the sessions were open or
closed. Or is it becausc the Jayapura trial touches on the
question of West Papuan independence?

The trial was heard before the Pengadilan Negeri Jayapura
(Jayapura District Court) whose stamp appears on every page of
the 35-page judgement. One of the members of the three-man
panel of judges is identified as an army officer, Lieutenant-
Colonel Soemardjo SH. The chairman was Prajitno Hartoko SH
and the other member was Soehardoko SH.

University team critical of transmigration
programme

A team of social scientists from Jogjakarta’s Institute for Village
and Land Research has upset the Minister of Transmigration,
Martono, by suggesting that the government’s programme to
transmigrate 137,000 families (an estimated 691,000 people) to
the province of Irian Jaya (West Papua) in the current five-year
plan due to end in 1989 is excessive and should be rescheduled to
spread over ten years.

The team was sent to Irian Jaya in January at the request of
the Minister to investigate the social and cultural impact of the
programme and to give recommendations, but it has led to
disagreement and even recriminations. When the team first
publicised its findings at a press conference in Jogjakarta,
(Kompas, 7 February), the chairman of the Institute who also led
the team on its visit to Irian Jaya, Professor Mubyarto made it
clear that the programme should be slowed down. A couple of
weeks later, the Minister, just back from a trip to Tokyo to
attend an inter-parliamentary union conference on population,
responded by declaring that the government had no intention of
slowing down the programme. On the contrary, it would be
speeded up. (Kompas, 26 February 1985). While admitting that
care was needed to avoid “social conflict” between the
newcomers and the native population, Martono warned against
creating social conflict that could be difficult to curb. He claimed
that all the fuss now being made about transmigration to Irian
Jaya was the result of the issue being “politicised” by groups
sponsored by the OPM (Free Papua Organisation) “which is
opposed to any development in Irian Jaya”.

The threat contained in Martono’s statement seems to have

caused Mubyarto to retract, claiming that he was misquoted by"

the press. Raising his voice, Tempo reports (in anger, no doubt),
he said: “I never suggested rescheduling the rate of
transmigration. People are trying to sow discord between us and
the Minister” (Tempo, 9 March 1985). Another member of the
team, Gunawan Sumodiningrat, however, seemed undeterred

by the Minister’s far from veiled threat. He repeated his call for a
slowdown in Kompas the very next day (28 February) saying
pointedly that there can be no justification for speeding up the
programme. Quite apart from the question of social conflict
raised by the Minister, he said, there were economic and
technical reasons galore for the programme to be slowed down.
There’s no limit to the number of people that can be shipped out,
as long as our fleet of aircraft can be kept going. What matters is
what happens when people get to their destination . . . Some
transmigration regions are water-logged and in places, salt
affects water supplies 80 kilometres inland from the coast,
making drinking-water unobtainable and land unsuitable for
agriculture. He also said in some parts of Merauke,
transmigrants had not yet harvested a crop of rice after two years
because of the chronic lack of water.

“It’s like visiting another country”

Mubyarto at the same time has been forced to admit that
transmigration to Irian Jaya has become far more problematic
than in any other region. It has aroused disquiet in Papua New
Guinea and Australia and complaints about “Javanisation”,
even about “the obliteration of the Melanesian people”, he said.
In an article on the issue, Mubyarto unwittingly touched on the
central issue however when he said in the opening paragraph
(Sinar Harapan 19 February 1985) that “going to Irian Jaya is
like visiting a foreign country”. He tried to rebuff complaints
about Javanisation by arguing that the Javanese peasants now
being resettled in the region are anything but aggressive, not the
kind of people to dominate others. “If you want to look for
aggressive types”, he said, “then you should take a look at the
very large number of spontaneous transmigrants (not
government-assisted) who are flooding into the region from
Maluku and Sulawesi, particularly South Sulawesi who “often
lord it over the native inhabitants and even (sic) over the
Javanese.”

TAPOL Bulletin No. 68 March 1985 21









Without comment

The coconut symbol
in Marihat Raya Village

Sahat Gultom was very bitter. “My
brother-in-law was involved in the PKI but
I’'m the one to suffer,” he said last week at
his home in Marihat Raja village, district of
Simalungun, 150 kms from Medan (North
Sumatra).

He has reason to feel disappointed. His
name was deleted from the list of
candidates for village head because his
wife’s brother, Satia Sinambela was once a
member of PGRI-Nonvaksentral {the
teachers’ union not affiliated to any trade
union federation, Ed.] which was regarded
as an affiliate of the PKI [the Indonesian
Communist Party]. Gultom has been
village head of Marihat Raja since 1980
when he was appointed by the District
Chief without any election. “I’'m pure New
Order,” he said. The proof? At the 1982
elections, GOLKAR romped home with
93% of the votes compared with 43% in
1977 when the rest went to the PDI [the
merged nationalist and Christian parties).

The election for village head took place
on 21 February. At the polling booth in the
local school, there were two seats for the
candidates but only one was occupied.
Kamidin Butarbutar 42, sat on the seat
with the paddy symbol. The seat with the
coconut symbol was empty because Sahat
Gultom’s candidacy had been declared
invalid by J.F. Nainggolan, chairman of
the election committee, without saying
why. He only said: “Anyone in favour of
Butarbutar should pierce the paddy
symbol. If you don’t want him, pierce the
coconut symbol.” The results were
announced: 422 votes for paddy and 600
for coconut though 121 of these votes were
declared invalid. Most of the people
present cheered and clapped. “Long live
Gultom!” they cried. But their happiness
soon turned sour when Nainggolan
announced that the election had been
cancelled because a single candidate must
win at least half the votes. In any case he
said, the coconut symbol was declared null

and void because Gultom’s candidacy had
been invalidated.

Gultom’s supporters were
understandably dismayed. Many hadn’t
realised his candidacy had been invalidated
though according to the sub-district chief,
it was announced the week before in a
notice put up at the Election Committee
office. The head of the office of social-
political affairs of Simalungun District had
himself told Gultom in 1984 that he could
not be nominated, yet Gultom persisted.
One official caught red-handed some
Gultom supporters handing out statements
of support for him.

Simalungun District Chief, Johan
Pandapotan Silitonga, said that Gultom’s
nomination had been rejected because he
has no SKBD — Surat Keterangan Bersih
Diri — or Cleanliness Certificate. “You
see,” he said, “his brother-in-law was
involved in the PKI.”

SKBDs are issued by the Social and
Political Affairs Office of the North
Sumatra Provincial administration and
they certify that the candidate is not closely
related to anyone involved in the PKI.
Close relatives mean: blood or adoptive
parents or guardians who may have
influenced the person’s thoughts, blood or
adoptive brothers and sisters, parents-in-
law, wife, or the blood or adoptive
brothers or sisters of the person’s wife or
husband.

“If a person has no SKBD, there’s
always the chance of his/her being
manipulated; for instance, issuing a G30S/
PKI non-involvement certificate to
someone who was involved, or deleting the
name of someone involved from a list of
people involved in the PKI. After all, the
PKI is still a latent danger, isn’t it?” said
one Election Committee official.

Gultom’s supporters regard him as a
friendly fellow who doesn’t create
problems for the people and who has
achieved many things. Under his

leadership, Marihat Raja village got
several awards, and his wife, Emma
Sinambela was chosen to take part in the
National Festival for Peasant Contacts in
Lampung in 1984.

It's true her eldest brother, Satia
Sinambela was a member of the PGRI-
Nonvaksentral. As the village teacher, he
was required to report weekly to the
authorities after the G30S/PKI affair (in
1965), until he died in 1980. Even so, his
relationship with Gultom has invalidated
Gultom’s candidacy. “Now it’s up to the
government,” said Gultom, resigned to his
fate.

Translated from Tempo, 16 March 1985

How to achieve
box-office success

Newspapers in Jakarta reported in January
that the docu-drama film, Treason of the
G30S/PK1 (Pengkhianatan G30S/PKI),
produced by Arifin C. Noer about the
October 1965 events, broke box-office
records in Jakarta in 1984. No fewer than
600,000 went to see it in Jakarta alone.

The following letter appeared in Sinar
Harapan recently:

Newspapers in Surabaya have reported
that the film, Pengkhianatan G30S/PKI
has broken box-office records. Virtually
every single school and university
throughout the city has been given their
turn for going to see the film. “Already
showing for X number of weeks,” proclaim
the advertisements.

But did you know people are being
forced to buy tickets? All school-pupils and
university students are required to buy
tickets though it’s up to them whether they
go or not. The main thing is, the cash
should pour in and the film producer rake
in a big profit. One shouldn’t forget though
that the film includes such big names as the
much-loved and admired Bung Karno
(former president, Sukarno). Tickets are
selling for as much as Rp.5,000, even for
Rp.10,000. Many students are afraid not to
go and see the film because they believe
they could face sanctions.
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