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Human rights lawyer
suspended

Indonesia's leading human rights lawyer, Adnan Buyung
Nasution has been suspended from practising as a lawyer
for a year. The decision was taken by the Justice
Minister, Lieutenant-General Ismail Saleh, on 11 May,
fifteen months ofter the first moves were made in Jakarta
to have Buyung disbarred for alleged contempt of court.

Mulya Lubis, chair of the Indonesian Foundation of
Legal Aid Institutes (YLBHI), condemned the decision as
being without basis in law. "This is a serious matter and
a threat to the legal profession. Not only does it
violate the law but it is also an excess because the Bar
Association (lkadin), Buyung's professional organisation,
has already passed judgement on him". Mulya was referring
to a decision by the central Board of Honour of lkadin to
reprimand Buyung strongly for interrupting the court
proceedings during the trial of retired Lieutenant-
General ,H.R. Dharsono which ended in January 1986.

Lubis said there is as yet no basis in Indonesian law
for contempt of court proceedings against anyone
[Kompas, 16 May 1987}

Moves to have Buyung disbarred began in February 1986,

a month after Buyung protested in court when the panel of -

judges, in their verdict against his elient, Dharsono,
accused his lawyers of unethical behaviour [See TAPOL
_Bulletins, No 74 and 75, March and May 1986},

Buyung's practice already severely hit

The long drawn out moves to disbar Buyung have already
caused irreparable damage to his practice in Jakarta.
Other lawyers have withdrawn from his office while
clients have shifted their business elsewhere.

Buyung is currently in Holland completing a law
dissertation on Indonesian constitutional law, supported
by a grant from the Dutch Government. Buyung did not
learn of his suspension until the news appeared in the

Dutch press almost a week later.
in April this year, Buyung received a letter from the

Indonesian ambassador in Holland informing him that the
Minister of Justice was intending to take administrative
action against him, and giving him two weeks to defend
himself.

Buyung accuses minister of violating the law

In an outspoken reply to the minister, made public in
Indonesia and Hollaond, Buyung accused Ismail Saleh of
violating four legal principles and seeking to promote
the political interests of those in power instead of
upholding the rule of law. Buyung's four points were:

* The notification about the minister's intention to take
administrative action failed to specify the deed for
which he was to be punished, or explain the nature of the
action to be taken. Nor did the minister clarify the
legal grounds for giving Buyung only two weeks to defend

himself.

* Laws in force at the time of Buyung's alleged offence
did not allow the minister to tuke action against a
lawyer for his conduct in a court of law. A subsequent
piece of legislation, Law No 2, 1986 on the Courts of
Law, does give the justice minister powers to act against
lawyers but it specifies that this must not viclate the
principle of the independence of the judiciary which
therefore excludes interference by the Executive in the
conduct of trials. In any case this law was enacted after
the alleged offence.

* No deed may be tried and punished more than once.
Buyung's alleged offence has already been penalised by
the Court of Honour of the lawyers' association, lkadin,
and by the Supreme Court which both decided to issue
stern warnings to Buyung for his action during the final
session of the Dharsono trial. Buyung said he regarded
such a penalty as a'realistic compromise" in the current
political climate between protecting the rule of law and
vpholding the independence of the judiciary on the one
hand, and pressure from those in power for him to be

punished on the other. Please turn to the back page.
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POLITICS

Election:
The shifting sands of the ‘New Order’

As everyone agrees, the election held on 23 April had
nothing to do with democracy. A landslide victory for
the government party, Golkar, was never in doubt. Nor is
there any doubt about the government that will replace
the present one in March 1988, as all three parties have
already pledged to support General Suhorto as the sole
presidential candidate rext year.

For Indonesian voters, elections have become a

meaningless exercise, the only advantage being that for
the few weeks when campaigning is allowed, people con
let off steam in rallies and parades.

All three 'contestants', Golkar or the functional
groups, the PPP or the development unity party and the
PD1 or the Indonesian democracy party, fully back
government policies. They adopted the Pancasila as their
sole doctrine and received funding from the government
while all their candidates were screened by army
intelligence. The word ‘'contestant’ was banned; the
parties were referred to instead as 'OPP' or
organisations participating in the election).

But this election did serve as a barometer of the
political climate, giving signs of underlying trends as
reflected in the behaviour of the three parties and the
campaign tactics they adopted.

66,666,

The new share-out of seats

The new DPR or parliament will have 500 seats, 40
more than at present. One hundred will go to armed
forces appointees. Golkar, with 73 per cent of the
votes, will get 298 seats (242 at present), the PPP,
with 16 per cent of the votes, will be down from 94
to 63, and the PDI, with 11 per cent, will go up
from 24 to 39 seats.

The results will also affect the composition of the
upper house or MPR (Consultative Congress), the body
which elects the president and sets the broad lines
of government policy. Half of the MPR's 1,000 seats
will go to the members of the DPR and the rest will
be shared out as follows:

Functional groups 100 seats
Regional seats 147 seats
The armed forces 51 seats
Golkar 151 seats
PPP 32 seats
PD1 19 seats

The final results of the provincial and local
assembly elections held on 23 April have not yet been

announced but the share-out of seats will certainly
follow the pattern established in the DPR elections.

S
GOLONGAN KARYA

The ormed forces and Golkar in contest

The indications are that this time round there were not
many major incidents. Poll rigging and manipulation
certainly occurred but the army was not directly involved
except in places where armed resistance is being waged
like West Papua, East Timor and Aceh. [More of this
below.]

Long before the elections took place, the armed forces
announced that this time they would not side with Golkar.
Indeed, there was no need as all the parties fully back
the regime. But there may be deeper reasons for the
change. It is widely recognised that the commander-in-
chief, General Benny Murdani was instrumental inbringing
about the PDi's re-emergence last year as a virtually new
party. One of the more obvious reasons for the army's
professed neutrality was that once all parties had been
forced to accept Pancasila as their sole principle,
Golkar's standing would grow, threatening the pre-
eminence of the armed forces. Lurking behind this
competition is the rivalry between Golkar's chairman,
General Sudharmono, and General Murdani who both want to
become vice-president in 1988.

The PPP's continuing strength
]

The nine per cent increase in Golkar's share of the
votes, from 64 per cent in 1982 to 73 per cent, is not
as spectacular as it appears. These were mainly the votes
of the followers of the Nahdatul Ulama which, until
1985, was the main component of the PPP. After the
Naohdatul Ulama withdrew from the PPP, its leaders did
everything possible to spike their former party, advising
their followers to vote for Golkar. As a result this
segment of the Muslim vote abandoned the PPP, as is clear
from the results in NU strongholds like East Java and
South Kalimantan where the PPP suffered a big fall in
votes.

But despite the odium widely felt for the PPP chairman,
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INTERVIEW

West Papuan refugee interviewed 11

In Novem ber, 1985, three West Papuan refugees reached the
Australian island of Boigu by canoe and asked for
political asylum. Later, others followed, bringing the
number of eleven.

One of the first three, Thomas Agaky Wanda, recently
contacted TAPOL offering to give an account of his
experiences. The first part appeared in TAPOL Bulletin No
80. The final installment will appear in No. 82.

Could we go back for a moment to the period before the
so-called act of free choice in 19692 What was happening
in the way of political activities and armed operations?

After the Dutch left West Papua in 1962, political
activities spread gradually to all parts of the country,
to Kotabaru [now Jayapura], Biak, Manokwari, Sorong,
Paniai, Fak-fak and Merauke. Already before | arrived in
Merauke in 1968, Papuans there had been arrested and
detained. They included two well-known leaders, Chris
Passo Gebze and Johanis Tamberan, as well as people
working at the government health department in Merauke,
former members of the Dutch police force and men formerly
of the Paopuan Volunteers Corps who were by then in the
(Indonesian) armed forces. [The names provided in the
interview are withheld.] *) The people involved came from
all walks of life, the armed forces, the police,
government employees, vlllagers, fishermen, students,
unemployed, men, women and youngsters.

Some were tried but others weren't because of lack of
evidence and were eventually released. Among those
convicted were Sergeant Pulalo, Corporal Bimaroi and
Corporal Taurui who, along with other friends, were sent
to Jayapura and imprisoned there by the Military Police.

A detainee in Merauke named Napet died in his cell as a
result of his treatment at Korem (military command) 172
Merauke. [Korem 172 is now in Abepura.] Napet fell ill
and died from a poisonous injection by the Indonesians.

I should also mention Aloysius Kendau Gebze, formerly a
member of the Dutch-sponsored New Guinea Assembly. He
wanted to meet Fernondo Ortiz-Sanz, the UN observer sent
to oversee the act of free choice [known in Indonesian as
'Pepera'). But when the Indonesians found out, they
arrested him and held him in detention till after Pepera.
He later died in 1983 at Merauke General Hospital after
an injection of poison by an Indonesian doctor.

Chris Passo Gebze who | mentioned earlier died in
hospital in 1979. He went there for treatment and died
from poison injected by an Indonesian doctor. Johanis
Tamberan also died at the Merauke General Hospital from
an attack of asthma.

OPM [Free Papua Movement] operations against the para-
commandos [then called RPKAD] were in response to these
arrests. Many people fled and formed a unit which
attacked an army post in Erambu village, Kali Moro. OPM
troops armed with knives, choppers and bows and arrows,
killed two Indonesian soldiers and a government employee.

Bren guns captured during this first OPM attack were
vsed in a second attack on Janggandur when some thirty
Indonesian soldiers were killed. They were buried at the
Trikora Heroes' Cemetery in Merauke as heroes of the
Trikora Operation [launched by Indonesia against the
Dutch before 1962] but this is a lie. They were killed in
a battle between the OPM and Indonesian troops.

The para-commandos were led at the time by Lieutenant
Wismoyo [Wismoyo is now a major-general and is commander
of the Trikora Military Command for Irian Jaya and
Eastern Indonesia.] The OPM forces were led by Sergeant
Joku and Corporal Flosi, both formerly of the Volunteer
Corps.

*) Remarks added in square bro;:Vkets are from TAPOL.

The 1977 and 1982 elections in West Papua

How were the 1977 general elections conducted in West
Papua? Did Papuans taoke part voluntarily or was
compulsion used by the authorities?

A lot of compulsion was used in the 1977 election. One
proof is that villagers from Erambu fled across the
border to PNG after being punished for placing their
voting slips in the PDIl box, not in the Golkar box.
Indonesian soldiers were forcing people to put their
slips in the Golkar box but people didn't want to do this
so they were beaten and mal-treated as a result. [It is
not widely known that the method of placing voting-slips
in separate party boxes has been used in the elections in
West Papua since 1977. This system was also used in East
Timor in 1982 and 1987. See separate item.]

e
fErambu villagers fled to PNG
after being punished for placing their
voting slips in the PDI box,
not in the Golkar box.?

The authorities checked on how people voted by making a
hole in the back of the place where the different party
boxes were placed so that officials could easily see
where people put their slips. Anyone using the PDI box
was summoned and beaten up. This is why villagers from
Erambu fled to PNG. All the talk about the elections
being free, direct and secret is rubbish.

At the time of the 1982 election, I was in detention
but after 1 was released, | heard from friends that it
was just the same as in 1977. If persuvasion failed to
make people vote the right way, the iron fist was used.
One fellow I know named Chris Gilauw was arrested with
several others and ordered to support Golkar.

Sometimes, Golkar members sabotoged the other parties
by taking voting slips from their boxes and putting them
in Golkar's box. Civil servants were questioned before
the elections so that the authorities could find out who
was not intending to support Golkar.

Arrest and detention

So, what about your own detention?

On 30 Jure 1981, I was summoned by the Mako Sub Den Pom
172/2-1 Merauke (Merauke military police headquarters)
and questioned about the escape of Akhtaruzzaman Khan, a
Bangladeshi sympathetic to the OPM. Two weeks earlier two
friends, Joseph Renrusum and Herman Woei, were arrested.
We three and two others, Heronimus Ngllaime Gebze and
Aloyisius Basik-Basik, were all involved in this escape.

This time, | was arrested by Lieutenant Musta 'Id and
Sergeant Arief Selmuri of the intelligence unit of the
17th Cendrawasih Military Command who were part of the
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withdrawn leaving only Laksus officers on guard, and
during all this time, the treatment was the same as at
Kodam 17. We were not allowed to wash. Food and drink was
very bad and when we were praying, officers on duty would
throw stones at us through the cell windows. But the
deputy commander of the Kodam intelligence unit, Lt-Col
Soebagiyo allowed us to celebrate Christmas and New Year.

From 1 January 1982, the prisoners were gradually
released till only three were left, police corporal
Jowea, second police sergeant Semual Isage and me.

In February 1982, 1 was tranferred to the Regional
Interrogation Team which functioned under the 17th
Military Police Cortps. Here, 1 met a number of prisoners
who had been in detention since 1979: Justinus Toto,
Christian Jakadewa, Selgius Paul Watori, Tholpinus Toto,
Gerson Sorondanya, Luthers Waisimon, Jan Piet Norotouw,

Menase Demotouw, Terianus Joku, Suriel Jimmy Taurvy,
Abner Maay, Eddy Auparay-Aronggear, Soter Boryamar, Saul
Bomay, Jowel Worumi, Ringgo Suwae, Jeret Wayoi, Paulus
Psakor-Kuntui, Paulus Kenop, Budiman Kogoya, Herman
Mirip, Onesimus Ompe, Elly Jaboisembut, Joseph Mami,
Celcius Wopay, Jance Numbery, and six women who raised a
flag in the forecourt of the governor's office in 1980.
They were: Persila Jakadewa, Florida (Fonny) Jokadewa,
Domingas (Minggas) Pisirewa, Marriyones (Marry) Jakadewa,
Regina (Regy) Jdkadewa and Barbalina (Lina) Ikari.

Our treatment here was a little better because the
officers tried to make it possible for prisoners to get
their own food from outside and not depend on food from
the Satgas Intel kitchen.

The six women told me that after they raised the flog,
they were arrested by the 1701 Jayapura police and later
handed over to the special intelligence unit of Kodam 17.
They were treated the same as the men. Unsuccessful
attempts were made to force secrets out of them about
their activities. In the end, the Indonesian officers
used black magic and gave them areca nuts and betel leaf.
In this way, some of their secrets did come out.

The woman mainly responsible for their activities was
Persila Jokadewa and her husband Palus Kenop, from the
Maudobo-Tanah Merch Digul, Merauke tribe. Their daughter,
Dolly was also in detention for some time and held by the
Kodam and military police.

While we were in prison, we were given the opportunity
to vote in the July 1982 general elections.

During this period of Pomdam-17 detention, another
incident occured. A group of students and government
employees raised a flag in the forecourt of the Irian
Jaya regional assembly (DPRD) building. The names 1 can
still remember are Abroham Hegermur, David Heremba, Ismoel
Pattiran, Simon Tuturop, Karel Pattiran, Gerardus Timang,
Thadius Waripang, Otto Rumawok and Josephine Gewab.
[Several of these are mow in prison in Surabaya.]

b After being released,
I went back to my old job
but I was not given any work to do.”

Some time after | was moved to the regional
interrogation team, I was interrogated. 1 denied all the
accusations against me. In the end, I was released on 29
October 1982 without being charged or tried. On 9
November, [ returned to Merauke ond went back to my old
job but I was not given any work or responsibilities. I
was, as we used to say, 'unemployed in the office'.

The group involved in the flag-raising incident of 3
July 1982 was detained by the police and tried straight
from the Abepura prison without being held by the
regional military command. Maybe this was because the
Criminal Procedures Code (KUHAP) had just been enacted.

Just before 1 was freed, a group of prisoners arrived
from Biak. There were four people in the group under the
leadership of Hegemur, the sub-district chief of Biak and
a man called Wompere.

To be continued in the next issue.
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ECONOMICS

Suharto family involved in scandals

Two major scandals have broken out in Indonesia, both
involving members of the Suharto family.

National defence council issues worthless
promissory notes

The first, and potentially the most damaging scandal
internationally, involves promissory notes valued at $3.5

billion which were issued in 1985 by the National Defence.

Security Council, o body which falls under the Defence
and Security Department. The notes have proved worthless,
regardless of the money paid to council officials for
them. However five European businessmen are being
indicted in a New York court for trying to sell some of
these worthless notes. The case is described by US
investigators as "the biggest attempted securities fraud
ever" [ Far Eostern Economic Review, 14 May 1987].

Responsibility rests with three NSDC officials who
signed the notes, Lieut-Gen. Achmad Wiranatakusumah, then
secretary-general of the council, and two deputies, Ibnu
Hartomo and Soebogyo Scedewo. Ibnu Hartomo is the brother
of the president's wife, Tien Suharto. No-one is saying
what happened to the money paid over to NDSC officials.

In an attempt to extricaote the government and the armed
forces from the scandal, the present NDSC leadership has
disclaimed responsibility, asserting that the notes were
the responsibility of the three signatories. But it did
not deny that the three were officials of the council.
However,the FEER claims to have documents which suggest

that the council may have more explaining to do.
The notes were issued to a Middle Eastern businessman
who used them to purchase commodities. The Indonesian
ambassador in Damascus formally endorsed the signatories
as officials of the NDSC. Businessmen who were tricked
into accepting them and later tried offloading them on
others now face charges, while the real culprits in
Indonesia are not likely to be charged by anyone.
Ibnu Hartomo has said the notes were issued to finance
purchases and housing for the armed forces and that
Suharto was kept informed [Tempo, 28 February 1987].

$24 million profit on sale of government satellite

The other scandal involves a deal that will earn the
president's son Bambang Trihatmodjo, and son-in-law,
Indra Kowara, a cool $24 million profit for purchasing an
Indonesian communications satellite lounched in 1984 into
a foulty orbit, and selling it back to the Indonesian
government. The orbit became the property of an insurance
company which later sold it to a California-based company
in which Bambong ond Indra's company, Elektrindo
Nusantara, has a controlling interest. By the time the
satellite is re-launched in 1989, Elektrindo will have
incurred costs of $48 million, but is negotiating to sell
it back to the Indonesian state telecommunications
company, Perumtel, for $72 million. %*
Source FEER, 30 April, and Jakarta Post, 1 May 1987.

]
New foreign loans since December 1986 exceed

$2.25 billion

Faced with a huge foreign debt problem and with a debt
service ratio already approaching forty per cent of
foreign exchange earnings from exports, Indonesia has
incurred additional debts of more than $2.25 billion
since last December. This is in addition to the credit
which is expected to be approved by the Inter-
Governmental Group on Indonesia at its meeting on 17-18
June. The IGGI is likely to grant at least $2.5 billion,
the amount agreed by the 1GGI at its meeting last June.

The new credit granted in the past six months includes
$300 million from the World Bank, $350 million from a
syndicate of Japanese bonks, $900 million from the
Japanese government, $609 million from the International
Monetary Fund and $100 million from the US Eximbank.

Such a massive expansion of foreign deht temporarily
extricates Indonesia from a situation in which it would
be paying abroad in interest and principle more than it
receives in new credit. However, the effect on the future
debt-service ratio is certain to be disastrous.

The new credit will bring Indonesia's overall foreign
indebtedness to more than $45 billion, if private debts
and publicly-guaranteed private debts are included.

Government refuses to consider debt-rescheduling

The rapid growth in the country's debt burden has been

exacerbated by the sharp fall in oil prices and the fall
in the rate of the dollar against the Japanese yen and
Evuropean currencies. Most export earnings are in dollars
but most foreign debt must be repaid in these other
currencies.

Recent developments have led to growing pressure from
economists and businessmen for the government to re-
schedule its debt repayments. There is no sign that the
government will even consider such a proposal. Government
spokesmen insist that the recent influx of foreign credit
is proof that Indonesia's creditors have confidence in
the economy but Kompas [7 May 1987] sees it as a sign of
the depth of the country's economic woes.

Professor Widjoyo Nitisastra, the architect of the
Suharto regime's economic policy up to 1983, has warned
that further loans could spell serious difficulties for
the economy. Frans Seda who represents manufacturing
interests has called specifically for the government to
negotiate the re-scheduling of debts falling due in the
next two years [Kompas, 9 May 1987].

What businessmen and economists fear is that burgeoning
debt and rising debt-service obligations will reduce the
foreign currency available for imports needed to keep
industrial activity going. This threat to the level of
business activity, already severely hit by budget
retrenchment, will further reduce jobs in o country where
the labour force is rising by more than 1.5 million
people a year. *
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UK-INDONESIAN RELATIONS

More British weapons for Indonesia

British Aerospace has announced a new order from
Indonesia for 5 Battery Command Post Processor systems
(BCPP). The order, worth £500,000, is part of the
recently-announced Indonesion contract for further
supplies of the British Aerospace Rapier low-level air-
defence system [British Aerospace News, March 1987]

Although originally developed with Rapier air defence
missiles in mind, British Aerospace stresses in its
announcement the wide variety of tasks it can undertake.
It is svitable "for helicopter support, data-based
management and a wide variety of other logistics-based
tasks... enabling a battery commander to automate the
planning, deployment and management of his units in the
field". The system can process masses of information from
many sources, "enabling tasks that formerly took hours to
be completed in a few minutes". The system can be fitted
in a landrover or similar vehicle and can be supplied "in
kit form".

As described by BAe, the BCPP system is eminently
suitable for use by the Indonesion army and air force for
troop deployment and military operations against the
resistance in East Timor and West Papua. Its sale to
Indonesia, which is known to have launched military
operations in both these territories in the past year,
should under no circumstances be allowed.

British government's narrow interpretation

By contrast with BAe propaganda emphasising the
versatility of the BCPP, the British government told
David Nellist MP, in a written reply on é April, that it
is "a non-critical part of the Rapier System and has no
use outside the context of the Rapier". The London-based
Campaign Against Arms Trade has written to British
Aerospace asking it to comment on the discrepancy between
its description of the BCPP's uses and that of the
British government.

Information was received last year of a new military
offensive code-named Operation Extinction in East Timor.
Operations are known to have proceeded for several months

Continved from page 1.

* Action by the justice minister would undermine the
independence of the legal profession in the conduct of
advocacy. Such an action, which moreover lacks legal
grounds, would be seen as a response not to Buyung's move
to interrupt the judge but to the independence he
displayed in the conduct of Dharsono's defence.*)

Finally Buyung reminded the justice minister that the

judge presiding over the Dharsono trial did not reprimand
him at the time and did not even mention the incident in
the records of the trial. The matter was completely
ignored for a whole month until a move to charge Buyung
with contempt of court was suddenly made public in
February 1984, with the government clearly playing an

active role in the move.

Buyung has made it known that he intends to fight the
government's decision "to the bitter end". The three
lawyers acting in Buyung's defence in on attempt to
reverse the minister's decision are: Yap Thiom Hien,

Mulya Lubis and Albert Hasibuan. *

*) For details of this trial, see Indonesia: Mustims on
Trial, published by TAPOL, April 1987, price £4.00 plus

postage.

in the second half of 1986, and may then have been halted
because of the rains. On 24 March this year, The
Independent quoted Reuters as saying that Indonesian
troops "have launched new attacks against rebels (in East
Timor)" ahead of the illegal elections due on 23 April
1987.

The British Government has argued, in defence of the
export of Hawk ground-attack aircraft and Rapier
missiles, that these are part of a country's legitimate
defence needs, claiming that they are not suitable for
use in East Timor. This ignores the fact that the supply
of such equipment will support the armed forces of a
regime that has flouted basic principles in the UN
Charter concerning armed aggression and self-
determination.

No arms for
SUHARTO

UK prefabricated bridges for Indonesia

Indonesia has also placed a £10.7 million order for 397
prefabricated bailey bridges from the British firm, Mabey
and Johnson. This order is the first to be financed
under the £140 million soft loan commitment for Indonesia
announced by the UK in 1986.

These bailey bridges are described as being for the use
of Bina Marga, a state company in charge of building,
supervising and managing road development in Indonesia
[ Jakarta Post, 8 April 1987]. This gives the deal a non-
military sounding purpose, but it is clear that
prefabricated bridges are a critical part of military
operations in places like East Timor and West Papua where
the terrain is difficult and there are hardly any
surfaced roads and bridges. *
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