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The Indonesia

TAPOL Bulletin No. 97

Human Rights Campaign

February 1990

Open defiance
in East Timor and West Papua

There has been open defiance of the Indonesian forces of occupation in both West Papua and
East Timor. Many hundreds demonstrated in Jayapura on 14 December, in support of the 1988
proclamation of a West Melanesian state. Several hundred were arrested. [See page 10.]

In Dili, the first act of defiance occurred when people unfurled pro-independence banners
at the Pope’s mass last October. Since then, young people have acted defiantly on several
occasions, culminating in a successful bid to meet the US ambassador in Dili on 17 January.

Two deaths reported

At midday on Wednesday, 17 January 1990, about a
hundred young people carrying banners calling for
'Peace, Justice and- Independence for East Timor’,
‘Independence or Dead’, and ’Integration No’, con-
verged on Hotel Tourismo shortly after John Monjo,
the US ambassador, had checked in. Details of what
happened next have been made available in sworn
affidavits of two Australian tourists, John Andrew
McMillan, a writer from Darwin, and Jennifer Groves,
a school-teacher, who were in the hotel beer garden
at the time, discussing their travel plans in East
Timor with a tourism official.

The demonstrators, many wearing masks, went up-
stairs to A-wing and occupied the balcony, chased by
soldiers with rifles. The students started throwing
stones at the soldiers below who threw the stones
back at them. Three other students who ran into the
beer garden were dragged away, kicked and punched.
At this point, the two witnesses took refuge in the
hotel entrance and saw dozens of soldiers and police
taking up positions in the street outside. Andrew
went to his room for his camera and tape-recorder.

When he returned, the ambassador and his aides
were conversing with the students through mega-
phones. Another Australian tourist who understood
Indonesian told them that the demonstrators were
telling the ambassador about human rights abuses and
calling for UN intervention in East Timor. They said
they would be persecuted or killed for demonstrating
in this way. This went on for about an hour, while
Indonesian officials cooperated with the ambassador,
as if free speech is a right in East Timor.

As riot police with shields and batons lined up on
either side of the hotel, plainclothes men video-taped,
recorded and photographed the students, and took a
photo of the two eye witnesses. But they also man-

aged to photographs as well. After the talks ended,
the demonstrators asked the US diplomat to secure
safe passage for them. When the ambassador left by
car to meet the governor at about 1.45 pm, demonstr-
ators surged beside and behind his car for protec-
tion. But as the car drew away, the police and sol-
diers charged into the demonstrators, beating them
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WEST PAPUA

Indonesia has already consented to. He claims that the
UN General Assembly adopted a resolution at its 1988
session supporting independence for West Melanesia
by 116 votes to 36, with 18 abstentions. He even
claims that President Suharto told Barnabas Suebu,
governor of Irian Jaya, some time in May or June 1988
that 'from October 1988, Irian Jaya will sail the 7
seas’ which he interpreted as meaning that Indonesia
‘approves of independence for West Melanesia’. He also
refers to a message from Holland on 25 May 1989 to
the effect that a ship will arrive from there bringing
home West Melanesian political refugees.

Dr Wainggai seems to have been the victim of mis-
information on a colossal scale and seriously believes

that salvation for the people of West Papua will come
from outside, primarily from the UN whose record on
West Papua is one of gross betrayal; he. l.limse_lf
recognises this as he condemns the UN’s decisions in
1962 and 1969 which violated the UN Charter and the
1960 UN Declaration on the Granting of Independence
to Colonial Countries and Peoples.

There is no suggestion in any of Dr Wainggai's
statements that he sees his action as part of the OPM
struggle; his intention is, rather, to arouse support
throughout West Papua for his own proclamation and
to mobilise popular protest in the cities and towns.
However shaky the historical justifications for his
proclamation, his move has created a new confidence
among West Papuans and more open opposition to

Indonesian rule.

Hundreds arrested in Jayapura

Hundreds of people were arrested in Jayapura, the
capital of West Papua (known in Indonesia as Irian
Jaya), on 14 December 1989, following a demonstration,
attended by many hundreds, to celebrate the first
anniversary of Dr Thomas Wainggai’s proclamation of
a West Melanesian state on 14 December 1988. Most
reports agree that the number of arrests in Jayapura
was 400,

There are also reports of demonstrations in other
towns of West Papua but no details have been re-
ceived from these isolated places.

Several international news agencies reported the
demonstrations; the Far Eastern Economic Review [28
December] said that "the demonstrators marched
peacefully and there was no violence. The military
later countered with a parade through the streets of
Jayapura, waving Indonesian flags".

The authorities apparently knew that something
would happen as they were refusing to issue permits
to anyone to visit West Papua for several weeks
before 14 December. Two months before the event, a
Swedish tourist visiting Jayapura heard of the
preparations being made, involving "about a thousand
people". The information was passed on to TAPOL
early in November. This suggests that the Wainggai
network is widely supported and can organise events
of this magnitude, virtually under the noses of army
intelligence.

The Indonesian press has reported nothing about
the demonstration or the arrests, except for a denial
from armed forces spokesperson, Brigadier-General
Nurhadi Purwosaputro that anyone had been detained.
[Jakarta Post, 22 December]

Papuana seek asylum at PNG Consulate

Following the demonstration, a number of West Pap-
uans, fearing arrest, sought asylum at the Consulate
of Papua New Guinea in Jayapura. This consulate was
opened only a few months ago.

Reports about the number of asylum-seekers vary.
According to the FEER [11 January 1990], twenty
persons initially sought refuge, including a Cendra-
wasih University political science lecturer and a local
government official; no names were given. TAPOL was
later able to confirm, just before the New Year, that
four West Papuans were still taking refuge at the
consulate and was told subsequently that all four had
left the building.

Our sources indicated that two of the four, Manbra~-

ku and Jacob Baransano had left the consulate and
returned to the university. Later we heard that
another two, Ismael (Melki) Rumbiak and Martin
Kambu, apparently the last two to leave, were later
escorted across the border to Vanimo. We are still
checking these reports.

There were also reports that the PNG government,
at the request of the Indonesian authorities, had
suspended all traditional border-crossings, in an
attempt to prevent people from seeking asylum in
Papua New Guinea. Traditional border—-crossings take
place to allow tribal peoples whose homelands straddle
the border to visit kinsfolk on the other side.

West Papua: The
Obliteration of a
People

The first two editions of this book
appeared in 1983 and 1984. This
third edition, published in response
to continuing demand, has been
substantially revised and updated,
with new data on military operations,
an appendix on the murder of the
well-known West Papuan anthropol-
ogist, Arnold Ap, and recent informa-
tion about the exploitation of West
Papua's natural resources.

Published by Tapol, the 5
Indonesia Human Rights
Campaign. 160pp. i

Price: £3.50

plus postage

Tapol, 111 Northwood Road,
Thornton Heath, Surrey CR4
8HW, UK
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old-time business cronies like Liem Sioe Liong or Bob
Hassan.

For several years, Suharto has been trying to
fortify his rule by limiting the role of the military.
Since the early eighties Suharto has been striving to
transform Indonesia into an corporatist state, unified
around a single ideology, with one strong political
party, one strong youth movement and so on, the true
definition of a corporatist state. All kinds of safety
valves have been created, with 'free’ elections staged
in such a way that Suharto has always emerged as
the victor (Suharto could have taught Marcos or
General Pinochet a thing or two), with no viable
alternatives to a strong, Suharto government, helped
along by Golkar.

So far the transformation from military dictatorship
to corporatist state has gone smoothly as it seems
that the present army leadership has been satisfied
with a less prominent position in society. Moreover
Suharto is confident that the military will behave
within the constitutional framework; nor are there
signs that any generals are trying to create a 'Mani-
la-type’ situation. Most of Suharto's adversaries who
make their views public are retired army officers on
the margins of mainstream politics. This group of
people, hardly united in their opposition, have also
lost their limited influence among the students and
intellectuals. Suharto’s position still looks solid, a
situation that has for years been taken for granted.

Still, as events elsewhere have shown.. storm c'lopds
could burst at any time, shattering this tranquillity.

ABRI, the king-maker ) .

A Japanese newspaper, Nippon Keizai Shimbun filed
a report early in January that Suharto has been
advised by his confidants to step down in 1993. The
report argues that if Suharto were to stand for the
sixth term, a Ceausescu~type situation would emerge
in Indonesia. Though reports like this should be read
with some scepticism, it is true that it does not take
much to de-stabilise the political situation in In-
donesia. In 1989 many minor issues flared up into
nation-wide scandals. The alleged use of pork-fat in
many household commodities and some months later
the scare about poisoned biscuits almost led to natio-
nal hysteria. The land disputes reveal the govern-
ments inability to handle matters like this effectively.

In some of these incidents, rifts between the gov-
ernment and army officers came into the open. The
Kedung Ombo conflict created an almost open conflict
between the government and some highly-placed
officers.

The rapidly-accumulating wealth of the Suharto
family is causing anger and dissatisfaction in army
ranks. History can repeat itself over and over again.
As in the early fifties when the army grudgingly took
a back seat for a brief period, it might happen again
that Edi Sudradjat and his men will decide that they
have lost too much influence. After all, the army is
still the strongest political force in the country, not
least because they carry the guns. When the time for
succession arrives, whether it happens by constitu-
tional means or not, they will certainly not be satis-
fied with a back seat.

STUDENT PROTESTS

Giving students a lesson

Six expelled students of the Bandung Institute of Technology (ITB) are now on trial in Ban-
dung. Five others arrested with them have been released and are unlikely to be charged. All
eleven students were summarily expelled by the rector following a demonstration on campus
on § August 1989. The six men on trial have been on the offensive, stressing the political
nature of their protest action and challenging procedural obstructions.

Major-General Arie Sudewo, commander of the West
Java Siliwangi Division, in his capacity as chair of
Bakorstanasda, the regional organ to safeguard
stability, told a press conference before the trials
began that they were not political trials but were
being held "to uphold the law". In an attempt to warn
students against demonstrating outside the courts,
he said people should not utilise the trials "for all
manner of things'" and warned the press "to report
things properly" (wajar), "not tendentiously". Yet
Bakorstanasda and its central organ, Bakorstanas has
been busy making sure that the students held resp-
onsible for the 5 August demonstration would be
punished, giving the case a distinct political flavour.
The arrests were made - without warrants - and the
students were interrogated and maltreated by Bakor-
stanasda officers. Throughout their detention, the
students were in the hands of Bakorstanasda, in
breach of the Criminal Procedures Code. {See TAPOL
Bulletin No 96, December 1989.]

For his part, Sukarton Marmosud jono, the Attorney-

General said that the six were being tried "to give
them a lesson" and to make sure that their actions
would not spread.

The trials arise out of a student protest against a
visit to ITB campus by Interior Minister, (ret'd)
General Rudini, on 5 August last year to open a
course on Pancasila indoctrination for first-year
students. Students protested against the visit, staged
a walk-out, unfurled banners and burnt used tires as
a mark of disapproval.

The six on trial are: Arnold Purba, aged 24, a third-
year geo-physics students; Mohamad Djumhur Hidayat,
21, a student at the physics and technology faculty;
Bambang Sugiyanto, 23, of the civil engineering
faculty; "Ammarsyah bin Syahbuddin, 24, of the
electro-technic faculty; Fadjroel Rachman, 25, of the
chemistry faculty; and Suprianto. They are charged
under three articles in the Criminal Code. Article 154
makes it a crime "deliberately to express in public
hatred and animosity towards, or contempt for, the
Indonesian government", with a maximum penalty of
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arrested in 1988. Even after guilty verdicts, they
were not expelled, as appeals were pending.]

In Djumhur Hidayat’s trial, a judge criticised the
expulsions as 'hasty’. In fact, as the defence insists,
the expulsions occurred without warning, nor were
the students given the opportunity to defend them-
selves, violating the university’s own regulations. The
‘third deputy-rector of ITB acknowledged in court
that students involved in the protest had been
expelled by a "decision based on investigations by a
special task-force set up for the purpose.”" After
questioning this witness on the Institute’s attitude
towards students anxieties about social problems, the
judge felt there was a lack of communication with the
students. "If there had been proper communication
between the two sides before Rudini’s visit, perhaps
the protests would not have occurred.”

Defendants refuse to testify

It has become a tradition, in political cases, for courts
in Indonesia to stage simultaneous trials of groups of
defendants, calling on the defendants to testify
against each other while their own trials are in
progress. This time, however, all the defendants have
refused to comply.

Among the witnesses called by the prosecution are
some of the five expelled students who were also
arrested along with the six on trial but who were
later released without charge. Defence lawyers
questioned the logic of releasing these five even
though they had been held on the same charges as
their six colleagues.

Several prosecution witnesses are members of the
ITB’s security corps {Satpam); another was a soldier
who admitted that he mingled with the students, in
civilian dress, to 'keep an eye on things’. Another
described himself as having been at the campus on a

STUDENT PROTESTS

'secret assignment’ to protect Rudini.

Defendants walk out
In January, the defendants walked out of several

hearings, following an incident during Fadjroel
Rachman’s trial when a visitor was reprimanded fgr
sitting with one foot up on his other knee. A securi-
ty officer then approached the visitor and kicked his
foot down, prompting Fadjroel to protest. When the
judge refused to reprimand the official, Fad jroel
walked out, followed later by the other defendants.
For several more sessions, the defendants' calls for
action against the official were turned down, leading
to more walkouts.

Having reached deadlock over their complaint, the
defendants drafted a joint statement protesting about
this and other procedural difficulties they have faced
in court. They were preventing from reading out the
statement in court. It is addressed to the Indonesian
Parliament, Amnesty International, the International
Commission of Jurists, the ICJ’s Centre for the
Independence of Judges and Lawyers and the press.

Purba could get two years

Summing up the case against Arnold Purba, the
prosecution has called for a two-year sentence with
deduction for time served. It had been proven, the
prosecutor said, that the accused participated in the
protest and attended the meeting which planned the
protest. Among the aggravating circumstances was the
fact that the accused has behaved 'impolitely’ in court
and has persisted in expressing his dislike for the

government. *

The Timor Gap treaty

On 11 December 1989, in violation of international law, Australia signed a treaty with Indonesia
for the joint exploitation of oil and natural gas deposits in the stretch of sea between Australia
and East Timor. Negotiations have been under way for ten years. The Australian petroleum
industry has long been eager to lay hands on these deposits.

The ’gap’ denotes the stretch of sea between East
Timor and Australia where no sea boundary has yet
been drawn. In the early 1970s, negotiations between
Portugal and Australia failed to reach agreement.
Even now, after years of negotiation, there is no
accord between Indonesia and Australia on the
boundary. Yet so eager are the two sides to reach
agreement that they have decided to go ahead,
leaving unresolved the boundary ‘'dispute’. While
engaging in lengthy dispute over the boundary, both
governments ignore the fact that East Timor has the
only legitimate claim to sovereignty over these
territorial waters.

Portuguese Government's warning

Following the agreement, the Portuguese government
announced its repudiation and re-affirmed its deter-
mination to use all legitimate means in reach to
safeguard the rights of the East Timorese people.

The agreement constitutes a clear and flagrant
violation of international law and of the UN Charter
and many resolutions of the General Assembly and the
Security Council do not recognise Indonesia’s sover-
eignty over East Timor, illegally occupied by military
force since December 1975.

¢ F
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In protest, the Portuguese ambassador was recalled
to Lisbon *for consultations’. The Portuguese govern-
ment is believed to be making preparations to chal-
lenge the Treaty’s legality at the International Court
of Justice.

At a demonstration against the Treaty in Canberra
Jose Ramos Horta, former Fretilin representative in
New York, criticised the hypocrisy of the Hawke
government. "Gareth Evans and Bob Hawke have
previously said that East Timor is too poor to suc-
cessfully achieve self-determination and yet they are
now exploiting its natural resources which, according
to the UN 1982 Law of the Sea Convention, is in East
Timor's exclusive economic zone." [Sydney Morning
Herald, 7T December 1989]

Parliamentarians protest

At a press conference in Canberra, British and
Australian parliamentarians spoke out against the
Treaty. Lord Avebury, a leading campaigner for East

O0H 3 LOOK -...
THERES  EAKT Timop./

Sydney Morning Herald, 12 December 1989. [The two
foreign ministers sensationalised the signing ceremony

by holding it on an aircraft above the ’Timor Gap’.]

Timor's right to self~determination, speaking for the
worldwide organisation, Parliamentarians for East
Timor, said Indonesia was "not entitled to enter into
treaties which purported to deal with seabed resour-
ces lying between a non-Indonesian territory and
another sovereign state"”. The UN did not recognise
Indonesian sovereignty over East Timor; in a resolu-
tion in 1982, the General Assembly had called on the
Secretary-General to consult with all interested
parties to resolve the matter, he said.

Another PET member, Australian MP Tony Lamb from
the ruling Labour Party, reiterated Lord Avebury’s
condemnation and forecast a major row in party
caucus when the Treaty came up for ratification in
Parliament. The PET Forum in Australia has 40 mem-
bers, 36 of them on the government side, he said, who
are unhappy with Australia’s recognition of Indone-
sian sovereignty over East Timor. Australia's negotia-
tions with Indonesia were flawed in international law
and against ALP policy, he said. | Canberra Times, 5
January 1990] '

The Australian Parliament is likely to be asked to
ratify the treaty in March or April this year, before
Australian general elections due in May.

Australian recognition and the oil factor

The 'Timor Gap’ Treaty divides the 60,000 square
miles of sea into three areas; a southern sector, Zone
B, where Australia will exercise exclusive rights,
surrendering 16X of the Net Resources Rent Tax to
Indonesia; a central sector, Zone A where exploitation

will be managed by a Joint Authority of the two
countries with revenues shared 50:50, and a northern
sector, Zone C where Indonesia will exercise exclusive
rights, surrendering 10% of its earnings to Australia.

Until 1977, Australia refused to recognise Indone-
sia’s annexation of East Timor. Then on 20 January
1978, Canberra announced its acceptance of East
Timor as part of Indonesia. While remaining critical of
the way in which ’integration’ had been brought
about, it claimed that ‘it would be unrealistic -to
continue to refuse to recognise de facto that East
Timor was a part of Indonesia’. In 1979, de facto
recognition was replaced by de jure recognition.

After five years of negotiations on oil reserves in
East Timor’'s waters, the talks were still bogged down.
Then Prime Minister Bob Hawke reiterated Australia’s
de jure recognition on 22 August 1985. This rather
unusual re-statement of recognition reflected Austra-
lia’s desire to reach agreement with Indonesia on the
oil reserves. Hawke claimed that "negotiations over
the Timor Gap seabed could in reality only take place
with Indonesia'. This was the price the Labour
Government was prepared to pay, bartering East
Timor’s rights for exploitation of its oil.

Shortly before the Treaty was signed, Australia's
Foreign Minister, Senator Gareth Evans, again tried
to dispense with the awkward matter of East Timor’s
rights:

We have taken the view since 1979 that whatever
the unhappy circumstances and indeed, possible
illegality, surrounding Indonesia’s acquisition of East
Timor in the 1970s, Indonesian sovereignty over the
territory should be accepted not only on a de facto
but on a de jure basis. There is no binding legal
obligation not to recognise acquisition of territory
that was acquired by force.| Senate Daily Hansard, 1
November 1989]

For Australia, an oil bonansza

Estimates of the value of 'Timor Gap’' deposits vary,
ranging from a billion barrels,| Financial Times, 14
December 1989] to between 1 and 6 billion barrels of
oil and between 3 and 17 trillion cubic feet of natural
gas reserves. | The Age, 9 September 1988] The area
is considered to be one the world’s 25 richest oil
deposits.

Australian petroleum companies are already ex-
ploiting oil in two off-shore fields, known as Challis
and Jabiru, about 200 kilometres south-east of the
area, where they are extracting about 60,000 barrels
of oil a day, 10% of Australian production; reserves in
these fields are put at about 125 million barrels. The
companies have long been pressing the Hawke gov-
ernment for permission to carry out exploration and
exploitation in the Timor Gap region. In 1983, when
some Australian companies were close to succeeding,
the Australian Defence Minister warned that such
concessions would place heavy strains on the navy to
defend these operations against Indonesian inter-
ference. Hence the need for agreement to be reached.

Australian companies which have already invested
millions of dollars on exploration in the area include
a consortium of the Western Mining Corporation and
Charterhall 0Oil and Woodside Petroleum. | Australian,
12 December 1989.] Lobbying for concessions has also
come from Pelsart Oil, Oil and Minerals Quest, Otter
Exploration and Australian Aquitaine. | Financial Times,
7 September 1988] Oil companies in other countries
are also expected to bid for concessions. The Austra-
lian Minister for Resources, Peter Cook has said that
he wants to invite bids from foreign as well as
domestic companies. { Nihon Keizai Shimbun, 31 Janu-
ary 1989]
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For Indonesia, a diplomatic coup

For Jakarta, the political significance of the treaty fer
outweighs its economic significance. If the Treaty is
allowed to stand, it will be the first international
accord that formally legitimises Indonesia’s annexation
of East Timor. It will also provide an institutional
basis to guarantee Australia’s continuing commitment
to and support for Jakarta's illegal annexation of East
Timor.

The Treaty is the climax of efforts by Jakarta and
Canberra to improve relations between the two
countries after years of strain and discord. Ties
reached their lowest point in 1986 after an Australian
newspaper published articles exposing the business
activities of the Suharto family. This froze relations
between Jakarta and Canberra for more than a year.

The Timor Gap agreement was reached after ten
years of talks; the main stumbling block was the wide
divergence of opinion between Indonesia and Austra-
lia over the seabed boundary. Indonesia holds by the
principle of the 'median line’ between countries which
would set the boundary along the south of what is
now established as Zone A. |See diagram)} As a sig—-
natory of the 1982 UN Law of the Sea Convention (of
which Australia is also a signatory), Indonesia knows
that once the Convention becomes law which is likely
in the next couple of years, it could also claim an area
up to 200 miles from ’its’ ie (East Timor’s) coast which
includes the whole of Zone B as well. Australia on the
other hand stands by the continental shelf principle
which would take the boundary much farther north,
along the line representing the northern boundary of
Zone C. This meant that the two negotiating teams
held irreconcilable positions.

In 1988, Indonesia made an important concession,
conceding that the 'disputed area’ at present consists
only of what is defined as Zone A. This was a major
breakthrough for Australia. In September 1988, an
interim agreement was reached for a zone of coopera-
tion, making the present Treaty possible.

Politically speaking, this represented a major shift
in Indonesia’s attitude towards its relations with
Australia; Jakarta had until then allowed the bilateral
relations to deteriorate to such an extent that no
Australian journalists were permitted to work in
Indonesia and no ministerial contacts were taking
place. Scheduled talks about the Timor Gap were also
cancelled. The shift reflects the diminished role of
General Benny Murdani who, as armed forces com-
mander-in-chief until March 1988, had kept the
relationship as such a low ebb. Mochtar Kusuma-
atmaja's replacement as Foreign Minister may also
have helped remove the main obstacle to the accord
as Mochtar was one of the leading architects of the
UN Law of the Sea Convention and is likely to have
been a hardliner on the boundary dispute keeping the
two countries apart.

The shift in Jakarta’s position apparently took place
on the instructions of President Suharto, recognising
the political and strategic significance of a Treaty
with Australia in Indonesia’s long-running diplomatic
battle to win international recognition for its annexa-
tion of East Timor. Indonesia may also hope that
involvement of other foreign oil companies in the area
will boost its claim to East Timor internationally.

Indonesian critics

In Indonesia, the Treaty has been sharply criticised
by Professor Herman Johannes, a well-known acad-
emic, formerly rector of Gadjah Mada University and
one-time member of the Supreme Advisory Council.
He argues that Indonesia has made unwarranted
concessions on the boundary issue and describes the
Treaty as ’extremely detrimental to Indonesia economi-
cally’. His argument is that Zone B as well as Zone A

is in disputed waters and the share-out here too
should have been 50:50. He scorns the alleged benefits
for Indonesia from a 90% share of earnings from Zone
C, insisting that the zone is devoid of oil reserves.
Johannes' criticism and his demand that the In-
donesian parliament should refuse to ratify the
treaty, has come as something of an embarrassment in
Jakarta. It forced members of the Indonesian team to
acknowledge that even if the treaty is not beneficial
economically, it is of great political and strategic
significance. | Kompas, 6 March 1989] Needless to say,
no-one in Indonesia has dared criticise the Treaty for
violating East Timor’s sovereignty over the area.

Australian hypocrisy

Discussion of the Treaty in the Australian press has
concentrated primarily on the economic benefits
accruing to the country’s petroleum industry. The
Canberra Times |12 December 1989] showed some
surprise that "Australia was even prepared to do a
deal with Indonesia over an oil-rich piece of seabed
which many people believe rightly belongs to neither
country but to the unrecognised people of East
Timor". But while admitting that Indonesia’s annexa-
tion of East Timor was "deplorable", the paper argues
that it cannot be undone. "The best that can happen
is for Australia to get itself into a position where it
can influence Indonesia so its administration in East
Timor behaves with more sensitivity... even if it never
accedes to one of the basic human rights - self-
determination." The paper then alleges that by
sharing the administration as well as the profits from
the oil, the two countries will "get a greater under-
standing of the way each other’s governance works.
This, however slightly, will do more for self-deter-
mination and freedom in East Timor than the previous
stand~off which achieved exactly nothing."

The depths to which Australian government hypocri-
sy has fallen over the Treaty is revealed in a letter
to TAPOL from the Australian Foreign Affairs Depart~
ment, in response to our protest against the Treaty
as a violation of international law. It quoted a state-
ment by Senator Gareth Evans, then Minister for
Resources and Energy, in March 1986:

It is perfectly consistent with Australia’s recogni-
tion of Indonesia’s sovereignty over East Timor to
engage In negotiations with Indonesia now on the
Timor gap. To engage in such negotiations does not as
a matter of international law make Australia a party to
the initial acquisition by Indonesia of East Timor any
more than Australia’s dealings with other sovereign
states make Australia a party to the means they used
to acquire territory in the first place; nor does it
affect the legality of the negotiations; nor does it
signify approval of the original acquisition of the
territory:.

This is a circuitous argument. The reason for
Canberra’s de jure recognition in the first place was
to legitimise negotiations with Indonesia about East
Timor's oil.

Campaigning

This grave injustice to the people of East Timor needs
to be opposed wherever possible. Readers wishing to
support a campaign against the Timor Gap Treaty
should protest to the Australian government, either
directly or through the Australian embassy in their
country. They should also urge the Portuguese
government to ask the International Court of Justice

to make a judgement on the Treaty under internation-
al law.
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More Muslim trials on the way

There is no end in sight yet for the Muslim trials

under way in Lampung, Jakarta and Bima, East

Nusatenggara. The trials are all in some way related

to the so-called Warsidi group whose village, Talang-

sari, was assaulted by army troops in February 1989,

with heavy loss of life. [See TAPOL Bulletin, No. 92,
" April 1989 and No. 96, December 1989]

After the first group of six trials in Lampung had
finished, with five defendants getting life imprison-
ment and one, 20 years, a second wave began, with
eight people in the dock. Seven of the trials have
been completed, with all receiving severe sentences.
Three of the accused, Fachruddin, Marsudi and
Riyanto were given life sentences, while Abadi Abdul-
lah and Musonif were sentenced to 20 years. The
youngest of the defendants, 16-year old Tardi Nur-
diyansyah, got 17 years while Arifin bin Karyan was
sentenced to 15 years. The trial of the eighth defen-
dant in this group, Mulyadi bin Jaime, is still in
Progress.

Now another eight Muslim activists are due to go on
trial in Lampung, beginning with Zainal Arifin bin
Thoyib, age 53 years. This group is said to have set
up a ’shadow province’ with Zainal Arifin as its
'shadow governor’. They are described as a ’'more
moderate group’, believing in 'evolutionary tactics’ as
distinct from the Warsidi group which was committed
to 'revolutionary tactics’, to attain their objectives
more quickly, even if it meant using violent means.
{ Kompas, 18 January 1990]

So far, only one of the seven trials under way in
Jakarta has ended. Dede Syaifuddin was sentenced to
7 years. Judging by the sentences demanded by the
prosecution, there are likely to be some very stiff
sentences. The prosecution wants Nur Hidayat and
Achmad Fauzie to get life sentences, while the prosec—-
ution demands for the other four range from 15 to 20
vears.

Continued from page 7.

local military commands, civil administration officials
and the police without the person’s knowledge; this is
an important part of what Indonesia’s security
officials call the ’'Mental and Ideology Screening
Process’. The D-envelope contains a number of forms
that must all be completed, asking questions about the
individual’s family and in-laws for several generations
and her/his party and organisational affiliation before
and after 1965,

An 'unclean’ record in someone’s D-envelope makes
it impossible for the person to enter the armed forces
or to obtain employment in many government offices
and local administrations, This system has been in
operation since 1980 based on instructions issued by
the army security command, Kopkamtib.

This insidious method of bio-data control came to
light recently, not because of concern about the
blatant political discrimination but because some
members of parliament had been told that army
personnel were charging levies for these documents,
making profits from a ’service’ that is supposed to be
free of charge. This was strongly denied by Major-
General Sugeng Subroto, military commander of East
Timor, dismissing the claim that because of such
‘commercial practices’, many former communist mem-
bers had slipped through the net. [ Tempo, 2 December

1989)

Lighter®’ sentences in Bima

In Bima, the sentences have been somewhat lighter,
with 6 years for Achmad Husen, six and a half years
for his 65-year-old brother, Moh Nur Husen, 9 years
for Zainul Arifin, and 11 years for the 64-year old
H.A. Ghany Masykur.

Blind preacher arrested

Meanwhile a blind Muslim preacher, whose name first
cropped up in 1985 when Muslims were being arrested
for a wave of bombings in Central and East Java, has
now been arrested in Bandung, along with his escort.
He is Husein Ali Al-Habsyi, the brother of Abdul Kadir
Ali Al-Habsyi, who was sentenced to 20 years in 1986
for alleged involvement in several bombing incidents,
including one which destroyed several stupas of the
Borobudur Buddhist complex in Central Java. He is
said to have been found in possession of leaflets
containing 'false information’ about poisoned biscuits.
l|Jakarta Post, 6 January 1990] According to Editor_
however, the leaflets referred to the mob violence
against women wearing headscarves who were picked
on, with not a shred of evidence, as the ones who
were distributing poisoned b/iscui’ts. Husein is ap-
parently believed to have links with many Muslim
groups in Central and East Java, suspected of trying
to replace the present state with a state based on
Islam. | Editor, 13 January] By all accounts, his arrest
will give a new lease of life to the anti-Muslim crus-
ade, with vet more trials still to come. ¥
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