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weeks and months before and after the ballot in East Timor
on 30 August 1999, when militias ran riot throughout East
Timor. The motive for such an operation is not difficult
deduct: to accuse GAM of killing civilians and to terrorise
villagers who have deep-felt anger towards the Indonesian
security forces and perhaps see GAM as an acceptable alter-
native. Intelligence operations are, by definition, extremely
difficult to pin down. Hence the need for an independent
investigation into the events surrounding the Julok Massacre.

On 10 September, Ann Clwyd MP, chairperson of the
Parliamentary Human Rights Group, called on the National
Human Rights Commission to set up a special commission
of investigation into the Julok Massacre and related killings.
She said the investigation team would need the participation
of experts trained in the exhumation of bodies and said that
the investigation team should ensure the full protection of
witnesses and provide necessary safeguards to witnesses
once the commission has completed its work.

University rector assassinated

On 6 September, the people of Aceh were once again
shocked by the assassination of a well-known public figure,
the rector of Syiah Kuala University, who was killed while
being driven home from work. Professor Dayan Dawood
was shot in the head and chest by unidentified gunmen who
were able to escape. His driver, who was unhurt, immedi-
ately drove to a nearby hospital but Professor Dawood was
dead on arrival.

The assassination occurred in broad daylight on one of Banda
Aceh's main highways which was swarming with troops in
preparation for the visit to Aceh two days later of President
Megawati Sukarnoputri. Two days before he was killed,
Professor had gone on record with an offer to mediate in the
stalled talks between GAM and the Indonesian government.

In a statement on 7 September, calling for 'a thorough and
impartial investigation into the killing', Human Rights
Watch said the assassination which occurred within half a
kilometre from the governor's office could not have
happened 'without the complicity of military elements'. A
local human rights NGO shows this to have been quite an
under-statement. USADHA, the Union of Activists for
Democracy and Human Rights in Aceh, said that the rector
was shot just a hundred metres from a military post guard-
ing the governor's office. The killers struck as the traffic
slowed before going up a slope onto a bridge, near a set of
traffic lights. A jeep just in front was moving slowly, and the
gunman, on a motorbike, took aim and was able to get away
easily by turning left along a side street, despite the pres-
ence of large numbers of soldiers patrolling the area.

The assassination came a year almost to the day after
another senior academic was killed. Professor Syafwan
Idris, rector of the Islamic University, ar-Raniry, was killed
in his home on 16 September 2000.

Three days before Prof Dawood's murder, the head of the
Teachers' Association in Aceh, announced that 135 elemen-
tary, junior high and high school teachers had been victims
of violence over the past two years.

Legislators assassinated

There has also been a spate of killings of Acehnese
members of local and national legislative assemblies. Five
days before the murder of Professor Dawood, Zaini
Sulaiman, a member of the Aceh provincial (first-level)
legislative assembly representing the United Development
Party, the PPP, was shot in the head by gunmen at his home
on 1 September following evening prayers.

ACEH

The other legislators killed since June last year are:
Harun Aldi, a member of the second-level South Aceh
legislative assembly - DPRD-II - representing the
Indonesian Democratic Party - Struggle (PDI-P). His badly-
injured body was found on 11 June 2000 by villagers in the
village of Ruak, North Kluet sub-district. South Aceh.

Tgk Ibrahim Ilyas, a respected religious teacher, was a
member of the second-level North Aceh legislative assem-
bly - DPRD-II - representing the Development Party, PPP,
was shot dead on 12 September 2000 at 8.30pm. A month
before he was murdered, the victim received threats from a
young man who said his group was not happy with the
DRPD member's activities in regard to their group. He told
a friend that he had also received a death threat.

T. Djohan, a regional representative for Central Aceh in the
People's Consultative Assembly (MPR), was shot dead on
10 May 2001 as he was walking home after prayers at the
Grand Mosque in Banda Aceh. He was shot in the chest and
died instantly. Shortly after the murder, there was a power
cut, plunging the area into darkness. People nearby left his
body untouched for nearly half an hour after hearing shots.
Before his death, he had been pressing for negotiations
between GAM and the Indonesian government as the best
way to solve the conflict in Aceh.

There has not been a single conviction or reported arrests
of suspects for any of these murders, nor for the murder in
January 2000 of Nashiruddin Daud, member of the
Indonesian parliament and of the investigation commission
on Aceh set up during the Habibie administration. This can
only mean that the police are either utterly incompetent or
are being prevented from conducting criminal investigations
to conceal the role of the military.

Problems with the political elite

A likely explanation for the atrocities against Acehnese
public figures is that many, who shrink from the idea of
Aceh seceding from Indonesia, are voicing strong opinions
about the continuation of the military operations. Several
well-known figures who have given their full support to
special autonomy for Aceh, the Nanggroe Aceh Darussalam
(NAD) province, are equally supportive of a peaceful solu-
tion for Aceh.

When MPR member, Ghazali Abbas Adan, who already
describes himself as a representative of Nanggroe Aceh
Darussalam (NAD), called on both sides in the conflict to
lay down their arms immediately under the supervision of a
third party, he was vehemently attacked by the security
forces. Ghazali also said: "Whichever side refuses to do so,
for whatever reason, will expose themselves as being the
ones who want to prolong the sufferings of the people of
NAD." Furthermore, he said, 'increasing the number of
troops in Aceh only makes the situation even worse and adds
to the number of civilian casualties'. He criticised state offi-
cials and members of parliament who are pressing the mili-
tary to resolve the conflict. Such people, he said, 'have lost
all reason and are ignoring history'. [Anralisa Online, 5
September 2001] :

These remarks called forth a blistering attack by police
commissioner, Sad Harun, spokesman for Opslihkam, the
Operation for the Restoration of Order, by which the current
military operations are known. Sad Harun said that
Ghazali's statement 'raises serious questions about his posi-
tion in the MPR. ...The protracted conflict in Aceh requires
clear thinking. The innocent and ill-informed people of
Aceh should not be turned into willing dupes of GAM strat-
egy.' [Analisa Online, 6 September] |
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1965: What the US and Britain knew but never revealed

The recent (inadvertent) release of more cables between the US embassy in Jakarta and Washington in
late 1965 has supplied more pieces of the jigsaw puzzle mapping Washington's enthusiastic support for
the Indonesian army's bloodthirsty crackdown against the Indonesian Communist Party when up to a
million people were slaughtered. Also, a new book published in July shows how the British embassy
helped to spread misinformation about what was happening in Jakarta.

Both Washington and London were of the opinion years
before these events that President Sukarno should be
removed. The communist party was growing fast in a coun-
try of strategic and economic importance to both Britain
and the US. Sukarno had gone too far in his advocacy of a
policy of non-alignment and his friendly links with the
Soviet Union and China.

After the CIA's disastrous involvement in the regional
rebellions of the late 1950s, Washington changed tack and
now saw that its interests lay in building close ties with the
Indonesian armed forces under its commander, General
A H. Nasution. In mid 1960, Nasution proved his worth by
using special martial law powers to ban the communist
party in three provinces, South Sumatra, South Sulawesi
and South Kalimantan. (The bans were later rescinded on
the president's orders.)

Liquidating Sukarno

While on a visit to Washington in September 1960 for talks
with the State and Defence Departments, General Nasution
was given an assurance of US support in the event of a
showdown between him and Sukarno over the communist
issue. Assistant Secretary of State Graham Parsons was
given the authority to tell Nasution that 'we are aware of and
heartened by recent actions which the Army has taken to
curb Communist power.... If American help is wanted in the
form of military and economic assistance, the United States
in such circumstances does its best to be helpful and
quickly....We would like General Nasution to feel that the
United States would wish to be helpful to Indonesia too in
such circumstances.' (1) Five years later, the US had the
chance to honour that pledge.

Britain was also in on the act. A CIA memorandum of June
1962 stated that President Kennedy and Prime Minister
Harold Macmillan had agreed at a meeting in April that
year that it was desirable to 'liquidate' Sukarno, 'depending
on the situation and available circumstances'. (2) Britain's
hostility towards Sukarno went back many years and inten-
sified after he launched his konfrontasi policy against the
establishment of Malaysia in 1963. There were even British
and Australian plans to spread the war being waged along
the border between Indonesia's Kalimantan and the north-
ern territories of Borneo to other parts of Indonesia. (3) The
animosity towards Sukarno continued after Labour took
over from the Tories in 1964.

Supporting the massacre

The action taken by a group of army officers in Jakarta on
1 October 1965, when six generals were kidnapped and
killed ostensibly in a move to pre-empt a coup against
Sukarno, led within hours to a counter-attack and to a

counter-coup by General Suharto. A massacre of unprece-
dented proportions against the PKI and its millions of
supporters was soon underway and Suharto slowly but
surely undermined and eventually ousted Sukarno,
installing himself as president.

On 5 October 1965, in what was probably his first
comment on the events of 1 October, the British ambas-
sador, Andrew Gilchrist said in a letter to the Foreign
Office: 'I have never concealed from you my belief that a
little shooting in Indonesia would be an essential prelimi-
nary to effective change in Indonesia, but it makes me sad
to think that they have begun with the wrong people.' (4)
Soon his hopes for 'a littler shooting' against the 'right'
people were to be fulfilled, beyond his wildest dreams.

Within days of the murders on 1 October, both the British
and US ambassadors were directing their attention to black-
ening the PKI and destroying the credibility of Sukarno. On
6 October, without waiting for any evidence of the PKI's
involvement in the murder of the generals, the British
embassy in Jakarta advised British intelligence headquar-
ters in Singapore about the line to be taken regarding events
in Jakarta: '...we certainly do not exclude any unattributable
propaganda or psywar activities which would contribute to
weakening the PKI permanently. Suitable propaganda
themes might be: PKI brutality in murdering Generals and
Nasution's daughter... PKI subverting Indonesia as agents
of foreign Communists... But treatment will need to be
subtle, e.g (a) all activities should be strictly unattributable,
(b) British participation or co-operation should be carefully
concealed... (d) material should preferably appear to origi-
nate from Pakistan or Philippines.' (5)

Although Britain and Indonesia were still in a state of war,
it was in Britain's interests to ensure that the Indonesian
army should now concentrate its forces on destroying the
PKI. A cable from the Political Adviser (POLAD) to the
Commander-in-Chief Far East in Singapore to the Foreign
Office in London on 8 October referred to a suggestion of
Ambassador Gilchrist in Jakarta 'that we should get word to
the generals that we will not attack them whilst they are
chasing the PKI. The C-in-C thinks this has some merit and
might ensure that the Army is not detracted from what we
consider to be a necessary task.'

On 5 October, the US ambassador, Marshall Green, said in
a cable to Washington that events in Jakarta 'may embolden
army at long last to act effectively against Communists'.
Weighing up what the US could do to 'shape developments
to our advantage', Green set out a number of guidelines,
Point B of which was: 'Covertly indicate clearly to key
people in army such as Nasution and Suharto our desire to
be of assistance where we can', while Point E was: 'Spread
the story of PKI's guilt, treachery and brutality (this priority
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ably close to those put out by yourself.' (11)

What the embassy really knew

Documents released by the Public Records Office in the
mid-1990s, in accordance with the 30-year rule, include
many cables from the embassy to the Foreign Office in
London which show how closely British diplomats were
following the slaughter. And they were liaising closely with
the Americans and the Australians in a joint effort to 'try to
keep a score'.

In a cable dated 13 January 1966, James Murray, British
Charge d'Affaires wrote: 'It is a matter for constant specula-
tion here how many Indonesians have been killed ... since
30 September.... The Americans, with their considerable
intelligence resource, try to keep a score and I understood
their latest estimate was about 150,000. A report that the
Australians have from a police source puts the deaths in
Bali alone at 28,000.'

On 23 February 1966, Gilchrist wrote a three-page report
containing the findings of the Swedish ambassador who had
been able to make a tour of Central and East Java in the
company of a Swedish engineer who was inspecting tele-
phone exchanges installed by Ericsson. Travelling with his
Indonesian wife, the ambassador was able to speak to lower-
ranking officials out of earshot of government officials.
Here are extracts from his letter:

'The Ambassador and I had discussed the killings before he
left and he had found my suggested figure of 400,000 quite
incredible. His enquiries have led him to consider it a very
serious under-estimate.'

'A bank manager in Surabaya with 20 employees said that
four had been removed one night and (to his certain knowl-
edge) beheaded. A British expert employed in setting up a
spinning factory near Surabaya said that about a third of the
factory technicians, being members of a Communist union,
had been killed. ... The killings in Bali, according to what
the Ambassador could pick up, had been particularly
monstrous. In certain areas, it was felt that not enough
people (emphasis in the original) had been killed.'

The man who had spoken of the need for 'a little shooting'
four months earlier now appeared to be horrified himself at
what was happening. Needless to say, none of this was
allowed to leak out to the public.

It was clearly with Western connivance that the true horror
of the killings unleashed as Suharto took control of
Indonesia were kept secret. No wonder that even today, few
commentators or journalists have any notion of Suharto
being a genocidal killer and his name is never mentioned
when people call for the world's worst criminals against
humanity to be called to account.
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Arsenio Bano joins new East Timor
government

Arsenio Bano, a close friend and associate of TAPOL for
many years, has been appointed as Minister for Labour and
Solidarity in East Timor's Second Transitional
Government.

Arsenio, who was one of the 29 East Timorese who occu-
pied the US embassy during the 1995 APEC conference in
Jakarta, came to London from Portugal shortly after and
joined our staff as documentalist and analyst of East Timor
and Indonesia. We always treasured his insight into the
developing situation in East Timor. He left London in
October 1999 to return to East Timor, keen to be there as
soon as possible after the outstanding ballot results and the
appalling destruction inflicted on his people by the
Indonesian army and their militia proxies.

He became active in building civil society and was
appointed director of the NGO Forum in 2000. He also
devoted much of his attention and energies to the situation
in Oecussie, which is where he was born and grew up.

TAPOL warmly welcomes his appointment to a post that
will give-him many opportunities to protect East Timorese
workers and help forge ties with solidarity movements
around the world. |

continued from pl6...

there was no absentee voting procedure and because voters
had to used a designated centre (see report from the Judicial
System Monitoring Programme).

Another concern relates to the lack of voter education
before the vote. Based on numerous interviews with people
after they voted, IFET observers found that many voters,
particularly elderly voters and women, did not know that
they were voting for a Constituent Assembly or what the
Assembly was for.

Sources for this article

IFET, Preliminary Report: Elections in the Context of
Nation-Building, 3 September 2001, Dili, East Timor
Watch Indonesia, Interview with Fernando de Araujo, 4
September 2001, Berlin, Germany

Helen Hill, Tales of the Reconstruction, Arena Magazine 54,
August-September 2001, Melbourne, Australia

Timor Link No.53, August 2001, London, UK

AP 10 September, The Age 10 September, LUSA 6
September. |
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