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PNG opts to internationalise refugee issue

The government of Paias Wingti, who replaced Michael
Somare as Prime Minister in November last year, has
announced that it will accede to the UN Convention and
Protocol relating to the status of refugees, and that it
will deal with the refugees in fuller co-operation with
the UN High Conmission for Refugees (UNHCR). It is
notable that the refugees are no longer referred to as
'‘border crossers'.

This follows a visit to PNG in December by the head of
the UNHCR's South and South East Asia Section, Denis
McNamara. He was encouraged by assurances, confirmed by
several ministers, that no more refugees would be
forcibly repatriated, and by the approval of an increase
inthe UNHCR's staff in PNG [PNG Times 13 December]. Some
members of the new government are known to be in favour
of a humanitarian solution to the problem, notably Warren
Dutton, the Justice Minister, Gabriel Ramoi, the
Cormmunications Minister and Micah Wes, the Health
Minister [Niugini Nius 18 December].

Under the new policy, the government will move all the
refugees now living in 13 camps along the border into
fewer camps and transfer them to settlements away from
the border for screening to determine their status. Many
will be allowed to resettle in areas away from the border
while the more politically active refugees will be found
places of asylum in third countries.

Initial reactions to the new policy have been very
positive, in particular from the UNHCR whose legal
advisor for Asia, Shun N. Chetty described the move as a
tight at the end of a long tunnel" [Niugini Nius, 23
January]. For the refugees, this will be the most
encouraging official decision over their plight taken in
PNG since they fled from West Papua nearly two years ago.

TAPOL welcomes new policy

TAPOL telexed the following message to Prime Minister
Paias Wingti on 31 January:

TAPOL welcomes your decision to cecede to the UN
Convention on Refugees, thus internationalising the
refugee issue. We hope you will safeguard all
refugees against deportation to Indonesia. Be assured
of our support in your efforts to seek third country
asylum for all those at risk for political reasons.

Domestic opposition

But serious problems face Wingti before the new policy
takes effect. Not least is an apparent lack of unity
among members of his cabinet. This was demonstrated by
the much talked about plan to relocate the refugee camps
away from the border, announced in the Niugini Nius on 16
January. The relocation was part of an overall policy for
the refugees drawn up by Deputy Prime Minister, John
Momis under the Somare government. Some of Wingti's
ministers openly support this policy which also
recommends using "minimum necessary compulsion" to
repatriate refugees, obviously unacceptable to the UNHCR.
But the cabinet rejected such treatment [ Niugini Nius 21
January] and would not confirm the relocation plan as
official.

Nevertheless, a number of provincial premiers were
consulted by Foreign Minister Legu Vagi about the
proposed relocation, some of whom criticised the move as
" dellberate attempt to attract more 'border crossers'
into PNG". The East Sepik provincial premier, Jonathan
Sengi claimed that the policy "will open up the flood
gates and Irian Jayans will be crossing to our side in
their thousands." [Niugini Nius, 16 January]

Moreover, officials at the Foreign Affairs Ministry are
still working hard to persuade the goverrment to adopt
their own hard-line policy towards the refugees, designed
to appease Indonesia, the policy which held sway under
Michael Somare. Back in December, after the visit of the
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UNHCR official, Foreign Minister Vagi announced that some
refugees would definitely be sent back. [PNG Times 21
December] At two consecutive cabinet meetings, the
Foreign Affairs Ministry made hard-line submissions about
the refugees that were unacceptable to the rest of the
government.

Renewed pressure from Indonesia likely

It remains to be seen how Indonesia will react to the
new direction being taken by Wingti's government, but it
is unlikely to be favourable. In December, when the
Wingti government seemed to be on course for a policy
unfavourable for the refugees, Indonesia's Foreign
Minister MochtarKusumaatmadja praised PNG's "willingness
to co-operate" [Jakarta Post 4 January]. But as soon as
things began moving the other way, Jakarta went silent.

Indonesia has insisted throughout that the refugees
must be handled as a bilateral issue between the two
bordering states, excluding the UNHCR as well as any
third countries. The Wingti government's decision to
internationalise the issue represents a direct challenge
to Jakarta and is likely to make agreement difficult to
reach when PNG Foreign Minister, Legu Vagi visits Jakarta
early in February.

One PNG politician who is trying to make political
capital of the new refugee policy is Michael Somare, the
former Prime Minister. He was quick to insist that
Indonesia would object, adding: "I would have thought
that the Indonesian stand that the matter is a bilateral
issue would have been taken into account." [ Niugini Nius,
22 Jarvary] In other words, humanitarian concerns must be
sacrificed because "Indonesia may object". Remarks like
this from a senior politician show that some political
forces inside PNG are likely to do what they can to
undermine the Wingti line, and they can be sure to get
overt or covert support from Indonesia. As Josephine
Abaijah, a well-known political figure in PNG, remarked:
"Mr Somare's outburst is nothing but a desperate attempt
in defence of Indonesia's interest'. [Niugini Nius, 23
January]

Church supports regime's drive against OPM

A conference of Irian Jaya's Protestant Church [KI] held
in Biak last October has rallied behind the Indonesian
regime's efforts to defeat the OPM and bring back the
West Papuan refugees in PNG. The conference asked the
Indonesian government to "involve the Church in bilateral
negotiations" with PNG to have the refugees repatriated,
and the general secretary of the Communion of Indonesian
Churches [PGI}, Fredelin Ukur, said the Church would send
an Irianese priest to PNG to persuade the refugees to
come back. The Protestant Church would no longer maintain
apolicy of mediating between the government and the OPM,
but felt "the OPM has brought nothing for Irian Jaya and
that the way to development for the province lies in
national unity" [The Australian 26 December]. The
Catholic Church which also attended the conference said
it regorded the OPM as a 'trouble factor' and would not
talk to it.

The GKI decision has brought strong reactions. PNG
lawyer, Bernard Narokobl condemned the planned visit of a
priest from Irian Jaya to the refugee camps as a "wolf in
sheep's skin", and said that the Church should instead be
talking to Indonesian leaders about West Papua. In
attacking the OPM, "they were undermining the struggle of
one of the most oppressed peoples in the world", [Weekend
Nius 28 Decernber].

The willingness of the mission aviation services to
transport Indonesian military personnel to inaccessible
and sensitive areas [Robin Osborne, Indonesia's Secret
War, Allen & Unwin, 1985, page 103] shows how far the
Churches are prepared to co-operate with the regime.









INTERVIEW

they are sure to be kidnapped later on, which is what
happens to so many Papuans. We're so used to that.

What amazes me is that when people are arrested in West
Papua on political charges, they never seem to remain in
prison for long, to serve a long sentence. We never know
of anyone serving long sentences, life imprisonment or
the death sentence. If that happened, our people would
know where they stand. But things don't happen like that.
Someone is arrested and held for several months or
perhaps a year, then aofter being released, they are
kidnapped or disappear or are killed.

The government does what it likes, never in accordance
with any laws. If they made it clear what law a prisoner
had violated and what punishment would be given, our
people would understand better what is going on and what
they should or should not be doing.

1 suppose an example of what you're talking about is
Baldus Mofu, the father of Eddu. What happened to him?
He was an elected member of the New Guinea Council set
up by the Dutch in 1961. Others with him were Marcus
Kaisiepo and Nickolas Jouwe who left West Papua and went
to Holland in 1962. But Baldus Mofu decided to remain at
home and didn't get involved in anything any more. But
the government kept a close watch on him, and suspected
him of all kinds of things. Whenever the guerrillas went
into action or unrest broke out in the towns, he was
always arrested, beaten up and tortured. Then after one
of these bouts of treatment, after he'd been released, he
died of his injuries. He was by then mentally disturbed
because of everything that had happened to him.

His son Eddu was a student, and later worked at the
university. He joined the Mambesak group. Perhaps when
they arrested him in 1984, they accused him of OPM
connections, but there was never any trial, nothing was

ever proven. At the time of his orrest, he was an
assistant lecturer at the university.

Eddu Mofu's murder

How was Eddu was killed?

[Corry showed me a photo of Base G, where the prisoners
were token by taxi from the prison on 22 April.]

This is where they got off the taxi. My husband and the
others were told to get on a Johnson which was waiting a
short distance from the coast, but Eddu was murdered on
the beach, and his body was thrown into the water. He
didn't drown. His body was thrown in the water. The water
there is very dangerous, full of swirling currents. There
are no waves because it's a protected bay, but no-one
ever swims there because the water is so treacherous.
Right close to the shore, the sea floor is very deep.

According to John Kraar, Eddu was the last one to get
off the taxi, and he was stabbed in the back by Pius

Wanen [the prison guard who unlocked the prisoners'
cells] ond thrown into the water. Then Pius joined the
others on the Johnson.

When the boat began to move, my husband couldn't
understand why it went westwards, not eastwards to PNG.,
He asked but got no reply. Then he asked where Eddu was
and got no reply either. Then he asked Arobaya, the
fisherman who had supplied the boat, why they weren't
going to Papua New Guinea. Arobaya said he didn't have
enough fuel, so he would leave them on the coast and
would return the next day with more fuel to continue the
journey. They stayed there for five days, without food.
Then Kopassandha troops came and started shooting. The
other two prisoners, Gento Rumainum and Agustus Runtuboy,
fled but Arnold was shot and died later that day.

Possible death penalty for

Eleven of the twelve refugees forcibly repatriated on
12 October 1985 may face the death penalty in Jayapura.
An assistant to Irian Jaya's puppet governor, Isaac
Hindom, informed PNG reporters that any West Papuan who
had killed someone "during subversive actions" could be
sentenced to death [Niugini Nius 13 December].

The eleven men are apparently being charged with
subversion against the Indonesian Government, although it
will be difficult to assess just what sort of a trial
they will face. Trials in West Papua are never reported
in the Indonesian press. When the LBH [Legal Aid
Institute] campaigned to have Arnold Ap treated according
to Indonesia's procedural code [KUHAP] in 1983, the
newspaper, Sinar Harapan, which reported the case was
reprimanded by the security services and forced to
retract Its report.

Bernard Narokobi, the lawyer defending the refugees in
PNG, has called on the Indonesian Government to allow UN
and humon rights officials to observe the court
proceedings [Niugini Nius 13 December], but it is certain
that no independent assessment of the trials will be
permitted.

Even before they are convicted in a trial, the lives of
the deportees are in danger. As reported in TAPOL
Bulletin No 72, four refugees deported on 24 June were
all killed by troops from Kopassus, the paracommandos
within two weeks of their arrival in Joyapura. According
to an Amnesty International report on the deportations
published in November, three other refugees, out of a
group of eight forcibly repatriated on 20 December 1984,
may have been killed. However, the Indonesian newspaper
Sinar Haorapon ron an article on 30 March 1985 stating
that all eight were alive and well, and to prove it,

West Papuan deportees

printed a photogragh of three of them purportedly taken
at the time. One of those in the photogragh, Jehezekiel
Klafle, was among those alleged to have been killed, an
allegation supported by an admission from Indonesian
authorities later in the year to Australion Ambassador
Bill Morrison that Jehezekiel had died [from natural
causes, of course!] back in December 1984. Sinar Harapan
must surely be a publication with truly remarkable
resources at its disposal, to be able to photogragh him
(iin (tjhe full bloom of health three months after he had
ied.

The eleven who are facing trial

Eliap Kareni-from Ambai village, E. Yapen district. He
left Blackwater Camp to join the OPM, was caught near
Wutung, PNG, in early 1985 and charged with firearms
offences. After being detained in Wewak, he was moved to

Telefomin prior to being deported. Eliap had asked for
asylum in Vanuatu.

Lucas Maro-from Ormu village, Depapre district.
Left Blackwater Camp to join O0PM, caught, charged,
detained and sent to Telefomin as with Eliap. Also
requested asylum in Vanuatu.

Rehabeam Nian-from Bring village, Ke mtuk-Gresi district.
Robby Nian-also from Bring village.

Aben Pagawak-from Kelila district.
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TRADE UNIONS

Government grip on workers' organisation tightened

The government-backed trade union organisation has now
follen even more firmly under government control. At its
congress in November 1985, it changed its name from
Federasi Buruh Selurvh Indonesia (FBSI) to Serikat
Peker ja Seluruh Indonesia (SPS1) and elected the managing
director of a textile company as its new chairman.

The FBSI was a government -enforced merger of the trade
union federations which remained in existence after the
largest of the federations, SOBSI, was outlawed when
Suharto came to power and many of its members were
slaughtered, imprisoned or purged from their jobs.

The name change signifies two developments. First, the
organisation has complied with government demands made
repeatedly by Admiral Sudomo, the Minister of Labour,
that the "class conflict ridden" word buruh (worker) be
replaced by pekerja (labourer). The new name also
reflects the organisation's transformation from a
federation consisting of 21 craft unions, each with a
certain degree of autonomy from the central bureaucracy,
to a centralised association with 10 "departments” run by
bureaucrats. The purpose is to make the SPSI a more
effective arm of government policy in preventing workers
frolr:1 taking independent action in defence of their
rights.

The SPSI congress was not unusual in that proceedings
were conducted in a state of confusion and bickering.
This is indeed the fate of most organisations in
Indonesia, heavily infiltrated by government agents and
torn by internal rivalries as a result of government-
imposed mergers. The main cause of disorder was the
choice of chairman. When Admiral Sudomo declared at the
start that he was "not taking sides”, it was a sure sign
this was precisely what he was doing.

It appeared at first that the FBSI chairman, Agus
Sudono was top favourite. A document circulated before
the Congress was entitled Thirty Years of Service by Agus
Sudono to the Workers Movement. (Tempo, 7 December 1985)
But the election process deadlocked because the
composition of the "electiongroup" was too pro-Sudono.
Press reports mdke no secret of the fact that it was
Admiral Sudomo who steered proceedings to ensure Sudono's
replacement by Golkar's new candidate. Finally, the
choice fell to Imam Soedarwo, a member of the central
board of Golkar, the Army's political wing. His only
connection with the labouring masses appears to be the
fact that he employs many workers at his company, PT
Korwell Indonesia which manufactures clothing at Bonded
Warehouses Indonesia in Tanjung Priok harbour. The new
"trade union leader" apparently knew nothing about his
elevation until he was informed the next morning of his
late-night appointment.

A few hours later, he told the assembled delegates that
as chairman, he would pursue three objectives; building
greater loyalty to the organisation based on the state
ideology of Pancasila, reinforcing commitment to the
nation and improving the level of professionalism.
[Kompas, 2 December 1985]

The SPSI and the ICFTU

The removal of Agus Sudono could pose problems for the
International Confederation of Free Trade Unions (ICFTU)
on whose board he has sat as a Deputy Chairman for many
years. He held this position only because he had been
chairmanof Gasbiindo, an ICFTU member organisation until
its demise when it was forced to merge into the FBSI. The
FBSI itself was not a member of the ICFTU.

According to the Far Eastern Economic Review (7
December), some international labour organisations are
dismayed with the leadership change and are likely to
phase out their financial assistance to the revamped
organisation. The ILO, the ICFTU and national trade
unions in Japon, West Germany and the US have been giving

the FBSI more than $500,000 annually for "aid and
technical assistance". But according to the Review, the
Indonesian government is likely to be far more generous
towards the SPSI and has already built a luxurious office
to accommodate its new, enlarged bureaucracy.

Sudomo and the workers

Admiral Sudomo became Labour Minister in March 1983.
Before that, he was commander of the Army's security
command, Kopkamt ib, and took many Koptamtib officials to
his new ministry to impose much greater control over the
entire question of labour. He has:

- established a tripartite system of labour control at
central and regional level, involving government, the
employers and the trade unions, and placing government in
the position of leadership;

- interfered directly in the work of industrial
arbitration courts, overturning decisions at will;

- overturned the former system of having Collective
Labour Agreements reached through negotiations between
trade union and employer. This is being replaced by
standardised Common Agreements which are basically
company rules which are no longer the result of
collective bargaining as the trade union side is merely
consulted and expected to agree through 'consensus'.

The trade union movement, as Sudomo sees it, is "a
forumfor contact andcommunicationbetween the employees
and employer and the government". (Kompas, 7 December
1984) Under this system, the FBSI has been sidestepped by
the Minister and at the same time reprimanded for its
inability to rein in its members who get involved in
industrial disputes.

The possibility of 'unruly' behaviour by workers at the
grassroots is very likely to increase as the economic
crisis deepens in Indonesia. This explains why Sudomo's
project of revamping the trade union organisation and
injecting o more amenable leadership free from all past
trade union pretensions became o top priority. The
government’s previous instrument, Agus Sudono therefore
had to be discarded.

For a detailed analysis of this process, read
Indonesian Workers and the Right to Organise, March 1985
Update, published by the Indonesian Documentation and
InformationCentre(INDQC, PO Box 11250, 2301 EGleiden,
Holland). This document, based on a careful study of
Indonesian press reports, helps to explain much of what
has now happened to trade union organisation in
Indonesia.

Munir execution raised at Jakarta ILO meeting

Much to the embarrassment of the Indonesian government,
workers representatives attending an ILO regional meeting
in Jakarta in December tabled a motion condemning the
execution of trade union leader, Mohammad Munir last May.

The resolution which was tabled by the World Federation
of Trade Unions, was supported by workers delegates from
the Soviet Union, Mongolia, Kuwait and the PLO. A
representative of the ICFTU also protested about the
execution. (Kompas, 7 December, and Jdkarta Post, 11
December 1985) Although the resolution was defeated, the
two world unions, WFTU and ICFTU petitioned the
Indonesian government "to desist from such action in the
future". The leader of the Indonesian government
delegation rejected this as interference in Indonesia's
internal offairs.

[Our report is based only on Indonesian press reports
of the ILO meeting. This is likely to be less than the
whole story.]
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| MUSLIM TRIALS

manipulating the political parties. The clash of opinions
resulted in Dharsono's dismissal as divisional commander
and his appointment as ombassador to Thailand. He later
became secretary-general of ASEAN, but was sacked in 1978
when he showed public sympathy for student unrest.

His arrest and trial is clearly intended as a warning
to other retired Armed Forces officers among whom
criticism of the Suharto style of government is rife.

Dharsono made it clear that he was not opposed to
militarism as such, only to the way military rule s
currently being implemented. His first statement in court
was entitled, "The Demurrer of a Woarrior”, and it was
evident throughout the trial that he considered that his
past services to military rule should have protected him
from prosecution. However, unlike many other military
officers who have fallen foul of the regime in recent
years, he has refused to make any compromise with Suharto
and rejected a offer made shortly after he was arrested
that charges against him would be dropped if he publicly
apologised.

The Djaelani trial

Being tried in the same court building as Fatwa was Abdul
Qadir Djaelani, a 47-year old Muslim preacher. He was
sentenced to 18 years a few days after the prosecution
had demanded a death sentence.

Like Fatwa, Djaelani's clashes with the military
regime go back a long time. He was first arrested in 1976
for alleged Komando Jihad (Holy-War Conmmand) offences.
Arrested again in 1978, he was found guilty in December
that year of plotting with others to destroy "centres of
immorality” like Ancol on the outskirts of Jakarta and
sentenced to two years.

At his present trial, the charges against him include:
makinganti~government speeches inmosques fromNovember
1983 to September 1984, opposing the adoption of
Pancasila as the sole ideology for all organisations,
attacking the outhorities for trying to depoliticise
Islam and favouring the minority Christian community, and
::;\éilvement in the Bank Central Asia bombing on 4 October

In his opening defence statement entitled, "Jungle law
is still In force after 40 years of Indonesian
independence”, the defendant strongly attacked the court
and the police authorities. He retracted statements made
during pre-trial interrogations, and told the court his
earlier confessions had been extracted under duress.
"They shaved my hair, beat me unconscious, forbade me to
read or write, and prevented me from saying my Friday
prayers."

A framed link with bombings

The prosecution set out to prove that Djaelani was
connectedwith the BCA bombing incident, on the testimony
of a single witness, Amir Wijaya, chief prosecution
witness, who claimed that in August 1984, the defendant

asked him for dynamite and timers for the October
attacks. Djaelani wos able to prove that he was in
Bandung at the time of this alleged meeting with Amir
Wijaya in Jokarta, while other witnesses including men
already sentenced in connection with the BCA affair
strongly denied that Djcelani had anything to do with it.
Not surprisingly however, the court rested its verdict on
Wijaya's testimony. The same man's testimony also heavily
implicated H.M. Sanusi in the BCA bombing, securing him o
19-year sentence, despite overwhelming evidence from
other witnesses that this was pure fabrication.(See TAPOL
Bulletin, No 69, May 1985, page 9-10.)

Most of the hearings were devoted to examining the
anti-government contents of Djaelani’'s sermons. Many
prosecution witnesses turned out to be intelligence
officers who gave detailed accounts of Djaelani's sermons
and handed cassette recordings to the court. It became
apparent that the defendant was being monitored and
trailed for many months prior to his arrest.

The defendant who is also a lecturer at the Islamic
missionary college, PDTI and an executive member of the
Korps Mubaligh Indonesia (KMI), made no secret of his
contempt for the Pancasila and his vehement opposition to
its adoption as the sole ideology. As a preacher,
Djaelani is extremely popular, ond cassettes and written
texts of his sermons have recently been selling like hot
cakes among Muslims. »

At the court hearing on 10 November, Komaruddin, a
police spy, described the atmosphere at the Istigomah
Mosque in Jakarta when Djaelani urged a crowd of 15,000
people not to accept the sole-ideology as it would only
end in calamity. "Pancasila is considered powerful and
mighty," he was reported as saying, ‘because it
originated from our ancestors despite the fact that they

Kopkamtib instruction on the control of preachers

The following is the text of a telegram sent on 27 July 1985 by General Benny Murdani, commander of KOPKAMTIB
(Operational Command for the Restoration of Security and Order) to the Chief of Police and to all KOPKAMTIB Executive
Officers (KOPKAMTIB Executive Officers are concurrently commanders of Regional Military Commanders):

A. Reference to KOPKAMTIB Commander’'s letter No. STR~-
152/Kopkam /VIII/78, 15 August 1978.

8. In principle, religious preaching (dakwah) does not
require a permit but the local police authority must be
kept informed. The other requirement that has to be borne
in mind is that religious preaching, early morning
lectures may not be used for:

1. Attacking, speaking badly of individuals, groups or
government officials.

2. Attacking, speaking badly of the government.

3. Engaging in political activities.

4. Incitements.

5. Attacking, speaking badly of other religions or
beliefs.

6. Disputing the Pancasila, the 1945 Constitution and
Decrees of the MPR [People's Consultative Assembly]

C. In cases where these guidelines are violated, you are

to take immediate action, among others:

1. Give a stern warning to the perpetrator/preacher or
early morning lecturer and to the committee of the
mosque at which the said activity took place.

2. Forbid the perpetrator/preacher, early morning
lecturer and the mosque comm ittee from repeating such
activities.

3. If they persist in engaging in such activity, they
should be dealt with in accordance with the laws in
force.

0. Work in the closest possible cooperation with the
competent authorities before taking repressive measures.

E. This communication is an instruction
F. End

[Reproduced in Berita Tanpa Sensor, Year V, No. 12, 1985]
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Sense of Congress resc_ution on East Timor

The following is the text of a Sense of Congress resolution on East Timor introduced in the House of Representatives by

Representative Tony Hall on 10 December 1985:

Whereas armed conflict persists in East Timor;

Whereas threats of food shortages and medical problems
persist in some areas of East Timor;

Whereas international access to and the free flow of
information from East Timor remains restricted;

Whereas the Roman Catholic Church in East Timor is
denied full freedom of expression and is subject to
intimidation by Indonesian authorities;

Whereas Indonesian authorities have instituted a birth
control program in East Timor without the full knowledge
and consent of the people of the territory and despite
large-scale loss of life there since 1975;

Whereas Indonesian authorities have placed many East
Timorese in resettlement areas against their wishes where
many of them are prevented from raising crops;

Whereas Amnesty International issued a report in June
1985 which called attention to systematic violations of
human rights in East Timor;

Whereas in a statement made in July 1984, Pope Paul IT
expressed concern over the human rights situation in East
Timor and the need for international relief agencies to
operate freely in the territory, and expressed the hope
that particular consideration would be given to the
ethnic, religious and cultural identity of the people of
East Timor;

Whereas In August 1985 the United States Catholic
Conference called attention to a letter sent in June 1985
by Cardinal John @'Connor of New York to Msgr Carlos
Ximenes Belo, the head of the Roman Catholic Church in
East Timor, which expressed support for the struggle to
preserve and enhance the dignity of life of the East
Timorese people and for their right to live in peace and
freedom; and

Whereas 157 East Timorese political prisoners were
tried in Indonesian tribunals between December 1983 and
June 1985 withaout the presence of qualified international
observers;

Now, therefore, be it resolved by the House of
Representatives, the Senate concurring, that it is the
sense of Congress that the President should take all
appropriate measures to encourage the Government of
Indonesia to:

(1) maintain and expand access to and guarantee freedom
of movement in East Timor for humanitarian organisations
so that such organisations can carry out their
humanitarian operations to the fullest possible extent
feasible;

(2) allow wunhindered access to East Timor for
journalists, church organisations and human rights groups
that seek to visit the territory;

(3) guarantee full freedom of expression for and end
intimidation of the Roman Catholic Church in East Timor;

(4) allow an impartial international examination of
population limitation measures instituted in East Timor

and end all such measures that do not have the full
consent and knowledge of those directly concerned;

(5) allow qualified international observers to be
present at trial proceedings that involve East Timorese
political prisoners;

(6) allow an impartial international Investigation of
the conditions that exist In areas of East Timor where
East Timorese have been re-settled by Indonesian
authorities; and

(7) work with the governments of Portugal and the
United States to develop initiatives that address the
sources of conflict in East Timor and that bring an
authentic peace to East Timor.

G666, 6.6.8,

Continved from page 21

* The Paragua prison camp in Cailaco, Maliana [near the
border with West Timor] was set up before the beginning
of 1983. Some of the Ataura prisoners were transferred
here, as well as prisoners from Baucau and Viqueque.

* The Halikou prison camp is also near the border between
Cailaco and Maliana and holds between two and three
thousand prisoners.

* The Aileuprisoncamp where men and women from various
parts of the country are being held.

ICRC protection role rapidly diminishing

The ICRC's protection role to monitor the conditions of
political prisoners in East Timor has clearly diminished.
The graodual dispersal of prisoners from Atauro is
removing them from the watchful eye of the ICRC which has
been administering relief in Atauro since 1981. The
restriction of ICRC prison visits to Dili means that the
vast majority of political prisoners are now beyond the
protection activities of the international agency.
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