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The war is far from over,
says Murdani

General Murdani now admits that resistance fighters and their
supporters in the bush probably total about 10,000 people, and
that they “never fight in one group . . . (but) in splinters™ (that is,
mobile, small guerrilla units). This largely confirms the analysis of
guerrilla strength worked out on the basis of information from
inside East Timor before the commencement of the 1983 offensive
(see Budiardjo and Liem, The War Against East Timor, Zed
Books, 1984).

At the time the offensive was launched, Murdani stated his
objective as being:

This time, no fooling around. We are going to hit them without mercy.

If this call (for surrender) goes unheeded, the government will use its

armed forces and all its arsenal to clean up the remnants of Fretilin

rebels.
(The Age, Melbourne, 18 August 1983)

But in an interview with Reuters on 17 December, Murdani
admitted that the war could not be ended in one or two years. “I'm
not saying there’s no end in sight but it will take some time to
resolve.” Murdani also said that
* Indonesian troops are being ambushed “once in a while”,

* “some of our weapons, ammo, gets into their hands”,

* Indonesia has 14 battalions of between 500 and 550 troops in
East Timor with between 400 and 450 from each battalion
doing line duty, ,

* Air Force jets are carrying out bombing runs though this “did
not happen regularly”.

Although the interview was given to a foreign news agency, it
was clearly directed among others at critics within the Army who
have become impatient with Murdani’s inability to crush the
resistance in East Timor despite all the blustering threats he has
made. He concentrated on trying to explain why it was taking so
long to defeat Fretilin and claimed, quoting (US) General
Westmoreland’s dictum, that Indonesia must struggle to win “the
hearts and minds of the (East Timorese) people”.

The Catholic Church in East Timor came in for its share of the
blame for Murdani’s failure on the battlefield. He complained that
large-scale conventional warfare could not be launched (sic) for
fear of “exacerbating religious differences between the Catholic
Timorese and the predominantly Muslim troops”. He accused the
priests of “giving the people the wrong information” and
suggested that the Church was upset because it could no longer
play a part in the decision-makjng process as it had done under the
Portuguese. What he didn’t say was, that since the Indonesian
invasion, the Church in East Timor had ceased being part of the
establishment and had been transformed into a people’s Church, a

transformation due largely to the extreme brutality of Indonesian
rule.

400 strategic villages being set up

Four hundred desa binaan (“guided” or strategic villages) are
being set up in East Timor and will be located “in areas which can
be easily supervised and patrolled”. The Timorese puppet
governor of the “province” of East Timor, Mario Carascalao, said
this would allow the province to solve its security problems. He
explained that the project was being managed jointly by the
provincial government (under the control of the heavily-
militarised Department of the Interior) and the Armed Forces.

A previous announcement about these villages spoke only of
200 desa binaan (see TAPOL Bulletin No. 65, September 1984)
and gave the villages their full name, desa binaan pangkal
perlawanan (“guided villages as bases for resistance”).

It is not yet clear whether this new style of population control
simply means the reinforcement, on existing sites, of the so-called
daerah pemukiman (“resettlement areas”) into which almost the
entire Timorese population was herded during and after the
encirclement and annihilation campaign of 1977-79, or will be
located on new sites, thus involving the wholesale removal of
hundreds of thousands of people.

A Sinar Harapan editorial (28 November 1984), commenting
on the 400 new strategic villages, makes it clear that security
restrictions are still very much in force throughout East Timor.
Asserting that security disorders are under control in some parts,
the paper suggests that in such regions, it was now time to lift
security restrictions that were formerly needed but which can only
obstruct people’s participation (in development activity). This
would make it possible to isolate those regions where Fretilin
remnants still have their networks. In fact, the reconstructed
villages are clearly designed to tighten security control, not loosen
it, as Sinar Harapan recommends. They conform with standard
counter-insurgency techniques employed in many other countries,
Malaya, Vietnam, Guatemala and Rhodesia, to mention just a
few.

The new plans in East Timor are related to efforts by the
military regime to intensify economic exploitation even while the
war is still in progress. Last November, Indonesia’s Capital
Investment Co-ordinating Board (BKPM) announced that the
territory has potentially large amounts of manganese, gold,
marble, iron, coal and gas, a sure sign that domestic and foreign
capital is being invited to invest in the region.



Indonesia and Portugal secret talks

Secret negotiations about the future of East Timor are now in
progress between Indonesia and Portugal, increasing the danger
of a deal between the two countries behind the backs of the East
Timorese people. This would enable the present and former
colonial masters of East Timor to persuade the UN to drop the
issue from the General Assembly agenda.

The first round of negotiations lasting several days was held at
the UN headquarters in New York in November. The second
round was to have taken place in December but was postponed till
January and scheduled to commence on the 11th. The UN
Secretary-General’s special deputy for East Timor affairs, the
Pakistani diplomat, Achmed Rafeeuddin, attended the opening
and closing sessions of the November round of talks. Portugal was
represented by a three-man team, headed by Portugal’s
ambassador to the UN, Mr Rui Medina. On the Indonesian side,
Alex Alatas, ambassador to the UN was accompanied by a person
identified only as “Luis”, presumably a Timorese and described as
“a diplomatic functionary from Jakarta”.

The secret talks follow the consultations held under UN
auspices over the past year or so, on the basis of the 1982 UN
General Assembly resolution (37/30) which instructed the UN
Secretary-General “to initiate consultations with all parties
directly concerned with a view to exploring avenues for achieving
a comprehensive settlement of the (East Timor) problem”. Like
the earlier consultations, the present negotiations simply ignore
the East Timorese people. In a letter to the UN Secretary-
General, Mr Perez de Cuellar, on 10 August 1984, Lord Avebury,
chairman of the Parliamentary Human Rights Group drew
attention to the failure to draw the Fretilin into the consultations
and said:

Frankly, I do not think you will succeed unless you follow the dictates
of common sense . . . and include the East Timorese on your agenda of
consultations.

The underlying factors that have forced both Indonesia and
Portugal to the negotiating table are Indonesia’s failure to crush
the resistance in East Timor and continuing international support,
both inside and outside the UN, for a genuine act of self-
determination that would pave the way for the country’s
independence. These are the critical stumbling-blocks to
Indonesia’s and Portugal’s over-riding wish to have East Timor
wiped off the UN agenda for ever. Portugal’s problem too is that
the continuing dispute with Indonesia obstructs its relations with
other countries in Southeast Asia. Even more important is the
pressure now coming from member-states of the European
Community as negotiations for Portugal’s accession reach the
concluding stages. Already more than a year ago, President
Mitterand, contradicted his earlier support for the principle of
self-determination of East Timor by announcing that France
would stop abstaining at the UN because of the importance his
socialist government attaches to expanding economic ties with
Indonesia. The Community looks upon Indonesia as an important
trading partner and market for arms, and it would be awkward to
accept a new member-state that is still in dispute with Indonesia
over such a fundamental issue as East Timor’s right to self-
determination.

The process leading to the present negotiations was facilitated
by the visit to Lisbon in September last year of the Australian
Foreign Minister, Bill Hayden. Press reports at the time of
Hayden’s visit were full of remarks about a “breakthrough” in
contacts between Portugal and Indonesia. For Hayden, the
problem was to convince Portugal not to recognise Fretilin as
representing the East Timorese and therefore a legitimate party to
the negotiations. In turn, Portugal’s Foreign Minister, Jaime
Gama, complained to Hayden about Australia’s seabed
negotiations with Indonesia over exploitation of oil reserves in the
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so-called Timor Gap. He protested that the talks implied

Australia’s recognition of Indonesia’s claim to a territory that was

still under Portuguese jurisdiction. Since then, Australia and
Indonesia have striven to avoid giving offence to Portugal by
discussing oil exploitation as a joint venture, thus putting aside for
the time being any question of territorial recognition. The
Portuguese government however needed little encouragement to
refrain from recognising Fretilin; it has never done so in any case.
President Eanes, who under the Constitution, exercises special
powers over East Timor, was apparently more difficult to
convince, but has veered to a position that denies Fretilin any
recognition, taking his cue from the failure so far of the UN to give
Fretilin recognition as a liberation movement. (He should for once
perhaps take his cue from General Murdani—he knows more than
most about the reality of Fretilin's existence!)

Terms of the negotiations

In one critical respect, the present negotiations can be interpreted
as a climb-down for Indonesia which always insists that East
Timor is an “internal affair” and thus not a matter for multilateral/
UN or bilateral consideration. The fact however that Indonesia
has now made a “concession” by negotiating with Portugal would
suggest that the generals in Jakarta believe that the outcome of the
bilateral negotiations will make the “climb-down” worth while.
Before negotiations began, the two sides apparently agreed to
certain “concessions”. As a pure formality, Indonesia“conceded”
that by entering into talks, Portugal would not thereby imply
recognition of East Timor as an Indonesian province. Portugal
was thus persuaded to agree not to raise the question of self-
determination, even though it is constitutionally obliged to do so,
but to confine the talks to “human rights and humanitarian
affairs”. The human rights question that was raised during the
November talks concerned the repatriation of Timorese still
holding Portuguese citizenship who worked for the Portuguese
colonial regime prior to 1975. By all accounts, the matter did not
proceed very far since Indonesia failed to produce the promised
list of names; nor was the list supplied in time for the talks planned
in December, which in any case did not take place because the
Indonesians did not turn up. The pitfall in starting with such a
topic is that these potential repatriants can be used by Indonesia as
political hostages to an ultimate complete climb-down by Portugal
on every single issue from self-determination downwards.

The myth of provincial autonomy
The opinion is apparently gaining ground in government circles in
Portugal that the interests of the East Timorese people could best
be served by persuading Indonesia to grant special autonomy
rights to East Timor as an Indonesian province. Knowing so little
about Indonesian history, there are some people who believe that
this provided a satisfactory solution for Aceh in North Sumatra in
the late 1950s when the Darul Islam leader, Daud Beureuh, was
persuaded to agree to Aceh becoming a Daerah Istimewa (Special
District) with himself as District Head. This arrangement left
Aceh in fundamentally the same position as any other province,
except only in matters of religious instruction, customary law and
education. It is no coincidence that these are precisely the areas
that Portuguese colonial circles would like to see preserved in East
Timor, as a means of retaining some elements of the Portuguese
tradition in East Timor. Needless to say, the population of East
Timor has not sacrificed one third of its men, women and children
to defend Portuguese culture. There should be no illusions in
anyone’s minds: “Special District” status in Indonesia’s highly
centralised system of government, reinforced by the predominant
and extremely repressive machinery of military administration,
means absolutely nothing.

The present secret negotiations are ominously reminiscent of
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West Papua

Australian ICJ mission warns against
involuntary repatriation

The Mission of 5 lawyers from the Australian section of the International Commission of Jurists and a member of the Netherlands
Institute of Human Rights which visited West Papuan refugee camps along the PNG-Indonesian border in September almost didn’t_ take
place. Though visas had been granted and permission given for camps to be visited, the government in Port Moresby had last-minute
reservations, and only intensive phone-calls and other communications managed to save the venture. )
Moreover, the camps have now been declared off-limits to journalists and almost everyone else, so Australian ICJ’s investigations
could well be the last for some considerable time. PNG Prime Minister Somare recently justified this uncooperative stand, saying he

didn’t want the camps “to become a tourist attraction”.

Reading the Mission’s report which was made public on 10
December, the reasons for Port Moresby’s stand are fairly

obvious. It was the Mission’s considered opinion that “a large
p J4

number of the approximately 11,000 refugees now consider
themselves to be indefinitely or permanently displaced from
Irian Jaya”, that “this large number of people are either refugees
within the terms of the 1951 Convention and 1967 Protocol
Relating to the Status of Refugees” and that this “is an indication
of serious problems within Irian Jaya”. (page 58) The Mission’s
crucial recommendation was therefore that “no one be returned
involuntarily” (page 59)

The 62-page Mission Report provides an important analysis
of the inviolability of the principle of “non-refoulement” which
obliges all countries, whether or not they are signatories of the
UN Convention and Protocol on Refugees, not to force people
to return against their will to their country of origin where they
fear they will be persecuted. This is particularly important since
neither PNG nor Indonesia are signatories. The Mission argues

that even non-party States have certain international law obligations
in relation to refugees. Such obligations may be found in the human
rights provisions of the UN Charter and the Universal Declaration on
Human Rights. In particular, it appears that the principle of non-
refoulement has become a part of customary international law
binding on all States so as to forbid the return of refugees other than
in circumstances of voluntary repatriation. (page 25-36)

All camps visited
The Missions split into two groups so as to visit all the camps in
the short time at their disposal. They interviewed a large number
of refugees, some individually and some in groups, and also
spoke at length with relief workers, church leaders and local
officials dealing on a day-to-day basis with the refugees. After
arriving in the border region, they were told of a hitherto
unannounced large camp in the Western Province. (page 35)
The following are some samples of their findings in the
camps:

Kungim Refugees here have come from five villages in
Mindiptana. In some cases, the entire village population fled as,
for example, villagers from Ingembit who fled after Indonesian
troops carried out operasi turun (“going-down” operation) when
they entered the villages of Woropka, Tinika and Ninati, and
shot indiscriminately in the church, the school and in homes. The
refugees here were unanimous that they would not return to the
village if the Indonesians did not leave.

Komopkin This camp with some 2,000 inhabitants was hit by
starvation in July and August when around one hundred people
died, largely through lack of help from the authorities (pages 56
and 57). The Mission also visited some Komopkin refugees being
treated in Rumginae Mission Hospital. 165 of the refugees at
Komopkin had returned voluntarily . .. to join the OPM!
Unlike those in Kungim, most refugees here seemed to know a
lot about the OPM. Most had fled their villages, also in
Mindiptana, after shoot-ups by Indonesian troops in April; many
had taken months to cross the border. The entire population of
Ninati had fled, all 755 people. Here too refugees spoke of
troops shooting up a church (all refugees were Christians), a
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report corroborated by the Bishop of Kiunga who told the
Mission that villagers had gathered desecrated religious items
and brought them to him. No one at this camp expressed a
willingness to go home, except to join the OPM.

Green River Many here are traditional border-crossers who
now regard themselves as refugees because they are afraid to
return to their villages. Most had also left in April, and gave as
their reason their desire for independence from Indonesia, their
fear of losing their land or their fear of Indonesian soldiers. Most
denied that the OPM had told them to move, though a small
number said OPM had been a factor. Villagers from Umuaf said
troops had killed 8 of their people who stayed behind as a
punishment for the departure of the others. Most striking about
those in Green River was that many had been driven off their
land some years ago (some, for instance, in 1973) and had been
living in the bush since then. Others said they often abandoned
their villages for a while when they became scared because of
military operations.

Kamberatoro Most refugees came in April, mainly of the Dera
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The Tanjung Priok massacre

Many illegal documents have appeared in Indonesia since the bloody massacre of demonstrators by troops in Tanjung Priok, Jakarta’s har-
bour region, on Wednesday 12 September. TAPOL has compiled the following report from information contained in recently received il-
legal documents, counter-checked against information from other reliable sources:

* The incident was provoked by a local army officer’s visit to

Assa’dah Mushollah (prayer-house) when he demanded that
wall notices for future sermons be removed. (Many local
preachers have attacked government policy, particularly the
requirement that all social and religious-based organisations
abandon their own ideological principles and adopt the State
ideology as their sole principle.) :

A few days later, army officers returned to the mushollah
which they entered without removing their boots and threw
gutter-water on wall-notices that had not been removed.
When mushollah representatives sought redress from local
officials for their grievances against the army officers’
behaviour and invited one of the officers to discuss the matter
at a local office, the two men were arrested, as well as another
congregant nearby. Later, the chairman of the mushollah was
also arrested.

A rally took place on 12 September demanding the release of
the four men because efforts so far had failed to get any
response from the military authorities.

A large, unarmed crowd then marched to the local army and
police offices to press their demand. Speeches at the rally had
been relayed by loudspeakers over a wide area, as is the
practice. By the time the marchers began, the streets were
lined with heavily-armed troops.

The demonstrators were stopped short by a company of air
artillery troops which has barracks in the area, and by three
truckloads of troops armed with automatic weapons. Without
warning, the troops fired direct into the crowd. Hundreds
fell. Some of the injured who rose to their feet were killed by

bayonets. Bystanders who tried to help the injured were shot.
Apart from a few of the injured who got away to local
hospitals, local inhabitants were prevented from retrieving
the bodies or helping the injured. Soon after the massacre,
army trucks arrived to haul off the bodies and remove the
injured, all of whom were transported to the Army Hospital
in Jakarta. All other hospitals were instructed not to accept
any casualties from the tragedy. Fire engines soon arrived on
the scene to wash away all signs of blood on the street.

* The most comprehensive account of the massacre puts the

number of dead at 63 and the number of seriously wounded at
over a hundred. The speed of the Army’s cover-up operation
explains why estimates of the casualties have been so difficult
to confirm.

* General Benny Murdani, Armed Forces Commander-in-

Chief was present throughout the operation, watched its
progress with Major-General Tri Sutrisno, Jakarta Military
Commander, and is reported to have walked over the
sprawled bodies of the dead and injured.

.6 6.8.8.6.6.¢

Assalamu’alaikum wa rahmatullah wa

A mother’s letter

their automatic @ weapons at the

However, 18 years later, struggling for the
same principle, he was shot dead. The

barakatuhu. 1 am Zuchra 1. Biki, the

mother of the late Amir Biki.
On 12 September 1984 my son was killed

by the regime’s automatic weapons. While I
have sincerely accepted Allah’s will, my
heart still laments my late son’s departure.
As my first grief has begun to cease, I wish
to complain to the Indonesian people. Since
the newspapers cannot express my feelings,
I have therefore chosen this way. Far from
being instigated and far from any feeling of
revenge, I fully realise that what I am doing
now is in the interest of the people and the
state.

Officially, our state is based on
Pancasila. Up to now, I could accept the
possibility that the authorities could
sincerely experience as well as put Pancasila
into practice. But after the security forces
of the authorities butchered the masses at
Tanjung Priok on Wednesday 12
September 1984, I have become convinced
that the government has not, however,
experienced Pancasila, let alone put it into
practice. How on earth could we find
Pancasila which declares “just and civilised
humanitarianism” while the government
did nothing to prevent its forces from firing

“demonstration of feeling” by the masses.
Couldn’t they deal with the situation by
using fire engines, tear-gas, batons, and so
on, for example, as practiced in other
countries? The “show of feeling” was not an
act of war.

As he previously often did, my son made
an attempt to mediate between the people
and the authorities. Nevertheless, the same
methods he used to apply now appeared to
fail in securing the release of his four
innocent colleagues, detained by the
Military District Command, for whom
Amir Biki felt he had some moral
responsibility. So it was a “‘show of feeling”
which he wished to stage, and he even gave
a warning that no one should resort to
rowdiness.

Amir Biki was not the “leader of an
irresponsible illegal gang” whose life had to
be terminated by bullet. In 1966 he was in
the forefront commanding the ‘“Tendean
Battalion/Arif Rahman Hakim” university
students regiment and was taking part in
establishing the “New Order”, It was only
his hand and leg which received injury
during that “show of feeling” for the
restoration of the 1945 Constitution.
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authorities knew him pretty well. It is
unthinkable that there was no other method
that could be used to convince him apart
from using the gun.

I, Zuchra 1. Biki, have vowed to
continue the struggle waged by my son,
Haji Amir Biki, so that the Indonesian
people in general and Muslims in particular
would be liberated from both the physical
and mental injustice of the present regime.
This state should really be founded on
Pancasila. Members of the government
should be those who could convince us by
experiencing Pancasila and putting it into
practice earnestly.

In the name of Allah the Beneficent and
the Merciful, let us carry on our struggle
sincerely, more wisely, and more
intensively. May Allah the Almighty bless
our struggle. Wassalamu’alaikum wa
rahmatullah wa barakatuhu.

Hajjah Zuchra 1. Biki
Jakarta, 15 September 1984

Published in Impact International
(London), 26 October-8 November 1984,






Trials Trials Trials Trials Trials Trials

The four on trial are Syarifuddin Rambe, 39, a watch
repairer, Achmad Sahi, 35, a cargo supervisor at Bulog, the
logistics agency, Syafwan Sulaiman, 33, a worker, and Muhamad
Nur bin Amat, 22. The first three are alleged to have spread
“false information” and are charged with inciting to riot and
causing a public disturbance. The charges carry a sentence of up
to 10 years. The “false information” concerned Sergeant
Herman who entered their musholla without removing his shoes;
he then smeared notices on the walls with gutter-water after
trying unsuccessfully to remove them with his bare hands. The
incident was witnessed by three others, all of whom are said to
be in hiding, but the three accused, when told about it, “without
checking whether it was true”, spread the report to people
around, causing anger and consternation”.

In his evidence, Sergeant Hermanu told the court he had used
gutter water to remove the notices because they were so firmly
stuck on. But press reports about whether he said he was
wearing his boots vary. The Jakarta Post (11 January) has him
saying that he did not remove them, while Sinar Harapan (11
January) heard him say he did. The Post also rep6rts that the
court frequently warned the Sergeant “for his bad attitude in
court”. When asked if he had obtained permission from the
neighbourhood authorities to remove the notices, he replied: “I
am a soldier. They are my subordinates”.

If that’s his attitude towards officials, it’s not difficult to
imagine how he behaved towards ordinary members of the
public.

Syarifuddin Rambe and Syafwan Sulaiman are also accused
of “forcing” Sergeant Hermanu and another soldier to go to the
neighbourhood security post to answer for their behaviour and
apologise to the assembled crowd, some of whom pelted the
soldiers with stones and sand. It was when other troops arrived
on the scene to “rescue” Hermanu and his colleague, that the
men were arrested.

The defence lawyers have been prevented from asking a
number of “suggestive” questions in court and reminded by the
presiding judge that this is “an ordinary criminal case” which has
nothing to do with religion, mubalighs or mushollas.

The fourth man on trial is accused of having “pushed, hit,
overturned and burned” Sergeant Hermanu’s motorbike.

A complaint by the defence about irregularities in the way the
men were detained was dismissed by the court. Although press
reports do not explain, the complaint must have concerned the
fact that the arrests were made by the army, not the police,
which is the only authority entitled to make arrests under the
Procedural Code (KUHAP).

The BCA bombing trial

The first to appear for trial in connection with the bombs
exploded at two branches of Bank Central Asia and a shop is
Rachmat Basuki, who is accused of master-minding the
operation. The accused is not a newcomer to the subversion
courts. He was tried and sentenced to two years for his part in
the so-called 20 March 1978 affair when a group of Muslim
activists staged a demonstration in a hotel where members of the
upper chamber (MPR) were staying, just before the MPR met,
elected General Suharto uncontested for a third term as
president and decided on an elaborate programme of Pancasila
indoctrination. Four others are to be tried for the bombings.
One is Ir M. Sanusi former government minister whose trial is
now under way. The others are Tasrif Tuaskal, Eddy Ramli,
Melta Halim alias Yunus, and Jayadi (sometimes spelt Zayadi).

According to the prosecution, the accused met Tasrif four
days after the Tanjung Priok massacre to discuss an idea to bomb
Pertamina and PLN (electricity) installations. The accused
disagreed because the targets are vital to the public and
suggested instead the BCA central office, as a “sxmbol_of
Chinese domination”. (BCA’s leading share-holder, Liem Sioe

Liong, is a close business associate of General Suharto.) In the
event, the head office was not targetted because it was too
heavily guarded. The plan was further discussed at a meeting on
18 September attended by A.M. Fatwa and Major-General
(ret.) H.R. Dharsono both of whom are due to be tried as well.
The accused stressed the need to avoid casualties by giving
advance notice of the bomb attacks and was later disconcerted
that two people in fact died and another person was wounded.
He was also unhappy at the amateurish performance; one of the
persons who placed a bomb made a mistake fixing the timer and
injured himself.

Rachmat’s defence team consists of Yap Thiam Hien of the
LBH, H.C. Princen of the Human Rights League and H. Dault
of the Mubaligh Legal Advisors Team. Commenting to a Tempo
journalist after the first hearing at which the indictment was
read, Rachmat Basuki said the prosecution was 99% correct, but
“the 1% from me can finish off all the rest”. He asked the court
for a typewriter so that he could write up his version of what
happened (Tempo, 12 January 1985).

Nalapraja in Attendance

Security control of people wishing to attend the hearing was very
tight, and metal detectors were used. Among those attending
was Brigadier-General Eddy Nalapraja, former intelligence chief
of the Jakarta Military Command, now Deputy Governor of the
Jakarta Municipality, whose name has been closely linked to the
Tanjung Priok massacre. He is known to have been acquainted
for many years with one of the victims of the massacre, Amir
Biki, who urged the people attending the meeting on 12
September to march on the police and army offices. Nalapraja,
according to some sources, a close friend of Murdani’s, is
believed to have helped fan the flames at the time, possibly with
the purpose of embarrassing the present Jakarta commander,
Major-General Tri Soetrisno who, unlike most senior army
officers, is a devout Muslim. Nalapraja’s (and Murdani’s) plans
however went awry because protest after Tanjung Priok got out
of hand, compelling Murdani himself to rush round the country
placating Muslim communities.

The Illegal Pamphlets Trial

The leaflets trial comes after a period when illegal pamphlets
have been widely circulating in many parts of Indonesia. The
Jogjakarta Military Commander, Lieutenant-Colonel Tuswandi
has complained that no fewer than 15 types of leaflets are
circulating in his area of command, by comparison with three to
five circulating in other major cities. The leaflets were mostly
sent through the post and were addressed to local military police
offices as well as to youth groups in the city and surrounding
villages. In Sukabumi District, West Java, a huge pile of neatly
wrapped, offset-printed illegal leaflets weighing no less than a
ton, was discovered down a disused well when army troops
carried out a raid on Cibenda Village. Later the actual weight of
the leaflets was challenged by the West Java military authorities
saying it was “only” several quintals (a quintal equals 100
kilograms).

The trial scheduled to begin in Jakarta has three defendants,
identified in the press only by their initials. They are S.H. bin K.
(24 years old), A.S. bin K. (20 years) and R.Z.L. (22 years).
S.H. bin K. is described as a trader; the other two are school-
students. They are accused of handing round a leaflet “inciting ill
feelings in the community” and “contradicting the official
explanation by General Benny Murdani of the events in Tanjung
Priok”. A.S. bin K. is accused of having received two copies of
this dangerous leaflet, whereupon he made 20 copies and gave
them to people at a prayer-house (mushollah) in Tanah Abang,
Jakarta. S.H. bin K, the one said to have produced the two
leaflets, even went so far as to urge others to “go on strike”. As
for R.Z.L, he didn’t give the leaflets away but sold them to
people at the Arief Rachman Hakim Mosque in Central Jakarta.
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Former Minister on trial

Ir. H. Muhamad Sanusi, 63, Industries Minister in Suharto’s first
cabinet from 1966 to 1968 and later an elected member of
Parliament (1971-77) is also on trial, accused of providing the
funds for the 4 October bombing incident. Sanusi was one of the
signatories of the White Paper (see TAPOL Bulletin No.66,
November 1984) which gave an independent account of the
events leading up to the Tanjung Priok massacre. Sanusi is from
the modernist Muslim social organisation Muhamadiyah.

The accused is charged under the Anti-Subversion Law. He
has denied all the charges and declared that he knows none of
the people standing trial in connection with the bombings except
for Rachmat Basuki.

“Extremist Lecturer” Trials

The mubalighs who are due to come up for trial as “extremist
lecturers” include A.M. Fatwa, secretary of Ali Sadikin and a
frequent victim of army persecution and detention, Tony Ardie
who was arrested and tried in 1983 for an “inflammatory”
mosque speech which touched on the sensitive issue of head-
scarves for Muslim girls at school, and Abdul Qadir Jaelani who,
like Rachmat Basuki, was tried and sentenced in connection with
the 20 March 1978 affair. The two latter plus Mawardi Nur,
chairman of the Indonesian Mubalighs Corps are to be tried for
their speeches at the 12 September meeting in Tanjung Priok.

Another “extremist lecturer” now under arrest and awaiting
trial is Professor H. Usman al Hamidy, Rector of the Islamic
Dakwah (Missionary) College, PTDI. No doubt these “extremist
lecturers” will have a good chance to air their views in court,
which could make interesting reading in the press or later, if
published illegally as student defendants in 1978 published their
defence speeches.

Acehnese Commander gets life

Muhammad Idris, a leading member of the Free Aceh
Movement (National Liberation Movement of Aceh-Sumatra),
has ‘been sentenced to life imprisonment on charges of
subversion. The trial was conducted by the Langsa District
Court.

Tempo (24 November 1984), reporting the verdict, wrote that

Muslim Prisoner could be
executed soon. ..

A Muslim political prisoner, Salman Hafidz, who was
sentenced to death for his part in an attack on a police
station in Cicendo, West Java is to face the firing squad
soon, according to a spokesman of the High Court in
Bandung West Java. The incident, which occurred in
March 1981, resulted in the death of three policemen. It
occurred just shortly before a Garuda plane was hijacked
to Bangkok Airport. During the trial of another prisoner
held responsible for the hijack, the defence lawyers
presented evidence in court that army intelligence had
infiltrated the group.

Besides being accused of involvement in the attack on
the police station, Salman Hafidz was accused of
undermining state authority and attempting to replace the
Pancasila state with an Islamic state. These are the charges
that presumably earned him the death sentence; homicide
does not carry the death sentence under Indonesian law,
whereas subversion does.

The convicted man took his appeal up to the highest
level, but on 5 January, President Suharto rejected his
request for clemency. A report in Sinar Harapan (21

Death Sentence

Idris “passionately upheld his support for an independent Aceh”
during his defence plea and insisted on describing hlms_elf as a
citizen of the state of Aceh, a commander now being tried by a
foreign state. .

The sentence passed by the Court was far in excess of the
prosecutor’s request for 12 years. Nor did the judges bother to
complete the usual procedure of hearing a second round- of
prosecution and defence statements after the defendant’s first
plea. Instead, without even adjourning the hearing, the Court
announced its verdict and sentence only half an hour after Idris
had read out his 18-page defence plea.

The announcement of the verdict brought an emotional
response from the several thousand people following the
proceedings inside and outside the courtroom. Many people
outside pushed hard to get into the courtroom, “hysterically
yelling slogans in support of the defendant”, reported Tempo.
Scuffles broke out with the security forces who, according to
Tempo, were expecting such a violent response. It was only with
great difficulty that they managed to get their prisoner away
from the scene “and fled with him, straight back to the prison”.

The crowd had been able to follow everything through a
loudspeaker relaying proceedings to the street outside. The
loudspeaker had been installed after Idris demanded at the first
hearing that the trial should be held in public, and refused to
participate in further hearings unless a loudspeaker was
installed.

The defendant is a graduate of the Medan Agricultural
Academy and was employed by PT Asamera Oil Company, a
sub-contractor for Pertamina. He joined the Free Aceh
Movement founded by Teugku Hasan di Tiro in 1976, and
became a regional commander for the Peureulak Region a year
later. He is alleged to have seized a small quantity of arms from
Indonesian troops, and wrote a manual on “The Strategy and
Tactics of Guerrilla Warfare”. When he was arrested in May
1982, he was said to be carrying a gun and 60 bullets.

Two Acehnese Fighters Given 212 years

In a series of trials now under way of Acehnese liberation
fighters, two others, Umar Ahmad and Harun Ali were
sentenced to 212 years each by the District Court in Sigli. Umar
Ahmad is said to have escorted Dr Zaini and Dr Husaini, two
Free Aceh Movement leaders, when they escaped to Malaysia
several years ago. He was captured on that occasion but
managed to escape and was not re-arrested until 1984,

January) said arrangements for the execution weere under
way, but denied rumours circulating that Salman Hafidz
had already been shot.

. . . but two others saved

The Dutch Foreign Minister announced in Parliament on
20 November last that the Dutch Government has been
given an assurance by the Indonesian Government that the
death sentences against Gatot Lestario (Sutaryo) and
Djoko Untung will not be carried out even though their
requests for clemency have been rejected by the President.
(See TAPOL Bulletin No. 66, November 1984)

The assurance follows a similar assurance given to the
Dutch Government in May 1980 that political prisoners
under sentence of death would not be executed. The frame
of reference at that time was the many 1965 prisoners who
had been given death sentences. The assurance given last
November was in response to a question raised in the
Dutch Parliament about Djoko Untung and Gatot
Lestario. The Dutch Foreign Minister, Hans van den
Broek also said in his reply that the Dutch Government
will continue to pay attention to the matter.
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Human rights

Death-squads active again

Organised army death-squads have become active again after a
respite of several months. Six bodies were discovered in various
parts of Jogjakarta, Central Java during December, all of them
members of a well-known youth gang in the city. Tempo weekly,
quoted in Volkskrant (18 January 1985), reported that the deaths
were known to be the result of a new sweep against criminals.
The journal quoted the military commander of Jogjakarta,
Colonel Tuswandi as saying that the authorities were again
launching a “security action” against hardened crimnals. “We
are taking no risks with these criminals who continue to cause
trouble and are always trying to escape.”

The army’s death-squad drive against criminals in 1983 and
1984 commenced in Jogjakarta as well; the Legal Aid Institute in
Jakarta estimated that about four thousand people were shot
dead or murdered in other ways up to the end of 1984.

The new campaign comes only weeks after General Murdani
told Reuters on 17 December that the Armed Forces had never
given orders for criminals to be killed and denied that the many
deaths of criminals since March 1983 were the result of an
organised campaign. He did say however, that when he took
over as commander of the armed Forces in March 1983, he found
that the police were not doing a proper job in many areas:

“So what we did—what I did, OK, 1 said it—I said: ‘Be more
firm. It is part of your job to protect this man. You protect him
even if you have to pull the trigger.”” His explanation according
to Reuters, was that this had resulted in Mafia-style gangs being
driven out of their areas of influence into the territory of other
gangs, sparking bloody gangland warfare. (Guardian, 18
December, 1984) Murdani apparently forgot to brief his
subordinate in Jogja about what he told Reuters, so as to keep
their stories consistent with each other.

ASEAN Labour Ministers worried
about “interference”

Indonesia’s Minister of Labour, Admiral Sudomo, who was
Commander of the security agency KOPKAMTIB, until early
1983, intends to do everything possible to prevent international
solidarity actions in support of Indonesian workers by
international trade union organisations, which he regards as
gross interference in Indonesia’s internal affairs.

His remarks came after a meeting of ASEAN Labour
Ministers held in Manila on 8-9 October where the ministers had
apparently compared notes about such “interference”. He gave
as one example the ILO’s condemnation of Indonesia in the
1970s for using political detainees as forced labour on the island
of Buru. In Sudomo’s eyes, the prison island where well over
10,000 untried political prisoners were held for nearly a decade,
working in arduous and extremely hazardous conditions without
pay, was a “rechabilitation centre” preparing the prisoners for
their return to society.

Another solidarity campaign which had alarmed the ASEAN

ministers, he said, was the Australian trade union boycott of
MAS planes when pilots of the Malaysian airline were on strike
in the late 1970s. “Indonesia almost encountered the same
problem when (Garuda) pilots were making moves to join their
international trade union.” (Presumably, this was at the time
Garuda pilots were on strike, not long after the MAS strike.)
“But we prevented that”, said Sudomo. “I was KOPKAMTIB
Commander at the time.”

He said that data compiled by the ASEAN ministers would
be submitted to the 10th meeting of Asian and Pacific Labour
Ministers due to take place in Australia in January 1985.

Finally on the right to strike in Indonesia, Sudomo claimed
the right was recognised, though quickly added that since the

right has not yet been regulated by law (in fact it has), people

should not think they can go ahead and exercise it. And what of

these regulations when they come into force? Said Sudomo:
“We're promoting a gofong-royong life-style, based on
consensus. Strikes have no part in this framework because they
are acts of violence.”

(Source: Merdeka, 15 October 1984)

Dutch musicians abandon tour
in protest

The members of the internationally-renowned Netherlands
Wind Ensemble cut short a tour of Indonesian cities last October
in protest against the political overtones of the tour programme.

After a meeting with the Dutch ambassador in Jakarta, the
Ensemble decided not to go ahead with a concert they were to
have given in Bandung, and it was cancelled. The place chosen
was a hall at a military academy, probably the Staff and
Command School (SESKOAD), and most of the audience
would have consisted of invitees from the Armed Forces.

After an earlier concert in Jakarta, the musicians registered
their protest at the political framework in which the concert had
been set. Without prior consultation with the Ensemble, the
Dutch Ambassador decided to link the concert with an official
visit being made to Indonesia by a Dutch government minister.
Initially, the musicians announced that they would not play but
after discussion, decided to go ahead with the programme. When
the announced programme was completed, the oboeist, Werner
Herbers, introduced an encore with the following words:

“We dedicate this piece to everyone and especially to all the
artists—those who are free as well as those who aren’t—in this
beautiful country of Indonesia.”

Source: Volkskrant, 22 October 1984

Societies’ Law:
Foreign Office reply

In TAPOL Bulletin No.66, we published the correspondence
between the Foreign Office and Lord Avebury, Chairman of the
Parliamentary Human Rights Group, regarding the new
Societies Law now before the Indonesian Parliament.

Richard Luce, Minister of State, sent the following reply to
Lord Avebury on 23 November 1984.

I have given careful consideration to your letters on this subject. Clearly,
questions about the significance of the proposed legislation, the nature of
the opposition to the Bills in Indonesia and the reasons behind the riots in
Jakarta in September are matters of judgement on which different
assessments are possible. I am, however, sure you would agree that it
would be wrong for us to take issue with the proposed Bills which are the
domestic legislation put forward by another country and, moreover, still at
only the draft stage. Such action on our part could be interpreted as
unwarranted interference in the internal affairs of a sovereign state.

That said, we are, as the record shows, willing to speak out against
established cases of human rights abuse. We are well aware of the concern
to which the Bills have given rise amongst certain groups both inside
Indonesia and elsewhere and on this occasion I have asked our
Ambassador discreetly to make known to the Indonesian authorities the
concern which you, in your capacity as Chairman of the Parliamentary
Human Rights Group, have expressed 0 me. We shall continue to follow
developments closely.

Lawyers barred from leaving Indonesia

At least three human rights lawyers, all of them members of the
Mubaligh/Political Cases Defence Team, have been barred from
going abroad. They are T. Mulya Lubis, chairman of the YLBHI
and of the Defence Team, H.C. Princen, chairman of the
Human Rights Institute and Abdul Hakim, chairman of the
Jakarta LBH. Mulya Lubis told AAP that the authorities had
refused to grant exit permits, without giving any reason.
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Indonesia’s upside-down land reform

The Minister for Agriculture, Ir Achmad Affa
land of less than 0.5 hectares, and to work for the eventual elimination
said, “without compensation”. The dispossessed farmers can transmigrate, move onlo nuc

ndi, announced a plan in August last year to cut by half the number of peasants cultivating
of all small-sized farms. The programme would be implemented, he
leus estates, join other government-sponsored

programmes, amalgamate their plots, or whatever. “But in the end”, he stressed, “farms of less than half a hectare must disappear; also those
of less than a hectare.” (Kompas, 20 August 1984.)

In assessing the implications of this newly-
announced policy, we may first note that it
represents a reversal of the land reform
policies enacted in 1960, which still remain
on the books even if never implemented,
as a courageous editorial in the daily
newspaper Merdeka reminds us:

The abolition of farms—however small—
means the abolition of iand ownership rights.
According to our Basic Agrarian Laws,
landless peasants and those whose land is too
small must be given more land . .. and
according to the same laws, those who own
land in excess of what the law defines as
appropriate must have part of their land
taken away. Now, exactly the opposite is to
happen: large landowners are to be left
untouched, and those who own too little are
to be done away with and dispossessed. Is
this just and progressive (adil dan maju)?
(Merdeka, 23/8/84)

This idea of an “upside-down” land reform
— in which land is taken away from the
smallest peasants to create and strengthen
a class of “middle” peasants —is in fact not
absolutely new in Indonesian history. A
similar policy was invented and
implemented by the colonial government
in the district of East Cirebon (Java) in the
1920s; about one-fifth of the peasants
holding shares in communal land in that
district were dismissed without
compensation and their land distributed
among the others (those interested in these
colonial reforms and their disastrous
results may read the recent study by
Professor Breman, 1983).

Secondly, for those not well-acquainted
with agrarian conditions in Indonesia, we
may note that the policies outlined by
Minister Affandi, if implemented, would
not affect only a small minority of
Indonesia’s peasants but a rather large
majority: at the time of the 1980
Population Census (see Table 1 below)
farms of less than 0.5 hectare represented
almost two-thirds of all farms in Indonesia,
and almost three-quarters of all farms in
Java.

Certainly, the existence of so many
millions of tiny farms represents an
enormous problem, particularly in Java
where more than 60% of Indonesia’s
population of about 150 million live on
about 7% of Indonesia’s land area, with
average population densities of about 700
people per square kilometer which make it
the most densely-populated agrarian
region in the world.
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TABLE 1:

according to the 1980 Population Census

Table 60.2 (number of rural households).

Distribution of farm sizes among rural households,

Number (in millions) and percent of households:

Farm size JAVA

No. (%)
Less than 0.25 ha. 443 (43%)
0.25-0.50 ha. 3.10 (30%)
More than 0.50 ha. 2.83  (27%)
Total “farm” households 10.36  (100%)
Number of “agricultural
wage labour households” 6.02
Number of rural households  15.19

Source: Biro Pusat Statistik, Jakarta, Pénduduk Indonesia Menurut Propinsi (Seri L no 3), 1981, Table 14
(farm sizes), Table 17 (agricultural wage labour households); Penduduk Indonesia (Seri S no 2), 1983,

OTHER ISLANDS TOTAL

No. (%) No. (%)
153 (21%) 596 (34%)
1.96 (28%) 506 (29%)
3.61  (51%) 6.44  (37%)
710 (100%) 17.46  (100%)
1.21 7.23

8.91 24.10

The “problem” of small farmers is not a
problem of inefficiency in maximising the
production of food or other agricultural
products on a limited land area. In
Indonesia as in many other third-world
countries, it is the smallest farmers —
despite all their problems of lack of access
to BIMAS credit and other services — who
manage to achieve the highest per-hectare
yields, as the data in Table 2 demonstrate.

However, most of those commenting on
Minister Affandi’s plans have agreed that
in general, farms of less than 0.5 ha. cannot
provide the peasant household with a
reasonable income. Professors I Bagus
Teken and Guswono Supardi of Bogor
Agricultural University commented that

“no matter what he does, his efforts on the
farm cannot provide a reasonable standard
of living. His income can increase, but it
still can’t support him”, "apart from
exceptional cases like an orchid farm, “but
how many farmers have the chance to
cultivate a high-value commodity like
that?” (Kompas, 28/8/84). M. Toha,
chairman of the All-Indonesia Farmers’
Association (HKTI) was only slightly more
optimistic: farms of less than 0.5 ha. can be
made more “effective” through rapid
transfer of technology, but that requires a
large investment which may not be feasible
in Indonesia at present (Merdeka, 24/8/84).

Some small farmers, in fact, have been
able to achieve this kind of dramatic

for a peasant with less than 0.5 ha. of technical progress. The  Australian
irrigated land or 0.75 ha. of rainfed land, researchers W. and S. Edmundson,

TABLE 2:

Yield of padi sawah* according to area of *sawah holding (1975)

Size of sawah holding Padi yield (tons per harvested hectare)

JAVA ALL INDONESIA

Less than 0.25 ha. 44 4.3

0.25-0.49 ha. 4.1 3.9

0.50-0.74 ha. 4.0 38

0.75-1.49 ha. 3.9 3.5

1.50-2.99 ha. 3.7 33

More than 3.00 ha. 3.6 33

Average 4.0 3.7

*sawah: riceland

Source: Data from Biro Pusat Statistik, calculated by Keuning (1984, p.61)
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