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Societies’ Law

spoken of their anxiety over possible implications of the new
Law, in separate interviews with Sinar Harapan (18 June 1984).
The interviews suggest that the Catholics are more upset about
the law than the Protestants. The General Secretary of the
Indonesian Council of Churches (DGI), Dr S.A.E. Nababan,
said that the Church is the creation of God, not of people, and
cannot be regulated by temporal power. Mgr Leo Soekoto, the
Secretary of the Indonesian Bishops Conference (MAWI), said
that church bodies have Christianity as the basis for every facet
of their activity. “Where must we now put our religion? Will it
not mean replacing our religious beliefs with the Pancasila?” The
government often claims that it does not want to replace religion

by the Pancasila, but what we want, said Mgr Soekoto, is a firm .

guarantee in the Law itself that religion will be allowed to inspire
all church organisational and community activity, as well as
participation in national and state affairs. He wanted to know
whether MAWI would now fall under the terms of the new law.
MAWI is part of the Church structure regulated by the Vatican.
Its members—the Bishops—are appointed by the Pope. The
many Catholic orders are similarly part of international
establishments and they, like charismatic organisations, exist
solely to serve religious purposes. If such organisations are not
explicitly excluded from the Law, they could find themselves
being subject to government control (under Article 12) and could
even be disbanded by the government (Article 15), said Mgr
Soekoto.

Strict adherence to government policy

Other NGOs which by and large have no particular
ideological tendency are not so troubled by the azas tunggal
requirement; many probably already pay lip-service to Pancasila
in their statutes. What troubles them is that they will now be
subject to direct government control and intervention. The
leadership of an NGO can be “frozen” (dibekukan) by the
government if it “engages in activities that disturb security and
the public order, accepts funds from abroad without government
consent, or provides assistance to foreign groups in ways harmful
to national and state interests”. (Article 13). Any organisation
that persists in such anti-government pursuits after its leadership
has been “frozen” will be dissolved by the government (Article
14). An organisation can in any case be banned without going
through the rigmarole of “freezing” the leadership.

As a means of making government intervention and control
far more effective, the law requires that allorganisations
operating in the same area of activity must come together within
a single organisation. This is precisely the tactic already used so
effectively with trade unions, the peasant organisations, and
indeed with the political parties that were all forced to merge in
the early 1970s. The journalists’ organisation, PWI, the only one
of its kind, has been under tight military control for many years.
Now, laywers’ organisations are under pressure to create a
“single vehicle”, with the Minister of Justice playing the leading
role. The move is clearly designed to eliminate the role of the
Bar Association (Peradin) which has so far preserved its
independence from the government. As part of the process,
splinter lawyers’ organisations came into being which have now
been able to insist on a say in the merger process, in other words,
doing the government’s bidding and making the merger appear
to have grass-roots support.

Financial control

Besides arming the government with powers to ban
organisations, the new Law makes it obligatory for all foreign
financial assistance to obtain government approval. This method
of control is certain to be used to prevent organisations from
engaging in any activities not to the government’s liking. Most
NGOQOs are not large membership organisations; they are
institutes or campaigning committees which assume
responsibility for activities that are often varied and costly. A

prime example is the Legal Aid Institutes which, among other .

things provide free legal aid or defence, and also run training or

advisory schemes to increase people’s awareness of their legal
rights and the ways to uphold these rights without necessarily
going to court. Funding from abroad, through private channels
has become important, but the new law will prevent funds from
going to any organisation engaged in activities that do not meet
with the government’s approval.

NGOs will also be required to confine themselves to a one-
dimensional approach with the government being the arbiter in
determining ‘whether such narrow constrictions are breached.
Government . control will be exerted through the Ministgr
directly concerned with the area of operations of the NGO in
question. Government control will thus be not simply a question
of registration and de-registration; it will involve direct and
continuous supervision over all NGOs.

With control over so many aspects of life already so tight,
Indonesia’s military rulers appear to have opted for a rather
gradual approach in their latest move to eliminate all remaining
independent organisational activity. The Societies Law will give
existing organisations a transitional period of two years to bring
themselves into line with the provisions of the law. By 1986,
Indonesia’s model of total conformity and the annihilation of the
last remaining centres of criticism, will be in place.

The other bills

The four other bills tabled in the single packet of legislation
prepared by the government involve the general elections, the
political parties, Parliament and the “People’s Asserr_lbly”
(MPR) and a referendum requirement for any constitutional
amendment. These bills represent little more than a tidying up of
existing legislation which already safeguards the regime against
any challenge to its rule. The new law on the political parties will
only introduce the requirement that parties bring themselves
into line with the azas tunggal principle. Both PPP and PDI have
in fact already done so. The new law on Parliament and the MPR
increases the number of seats in these two rubber-stamp bodies
to 500 and a thousand respectively and provides for 100 and 200
presidentially-appointed representatives from the Armed Forces
instead of the 75 and 150 seats they now hold. The referendum
bill is simply a device to make any amendment to the
Constitution even less likely than it now is.

Internal exile law

The five bills before Parliament do not include the internal
exile law, the draft of which was leaked last year (see TAPOL
Bulletin No. 61, January 1984). The Armed Forces have
apparently decided to keep this particularly repressive piece of
legislation for the next round of parliamentary business, after the
azas tunggal principle has been established by law. The internal
exile legislation will grant extra-judicial powers to the president
to order people into exile for up to ten years, without any
recourse to the courts, if he regards them as detrimental to state
interests. Internal exile was widely practised against tens of
thousands of political prisoners held without charge or trial for
alleged “communist sympathies” in the 1960s and 1970s. The
new law will make literally anyone subject to such arbitrary
exile.

From Indonesia Under the Jackboot (1979)
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Many border villages deserted

Thousands more refugees have fled to Papua New Guinea
because of continued Indonesian army operations in villages in
West Papua. International aid agencies have become concerned
over the welfare of refugees who have arrived in remote parts of
PNG along the border, many of whom may be receiving little or
no assistance. There are reports that some refugees have been
forced to go back into West Papua because food and shelter are
not available for them at the small mission stations on the PNG
side of the border.

The number of West Papuan refugees in PNG has continued
to increase since they first started arriving in February, and there
are now over 10,000 camped all along the 700km border. It has
also been suggested by the UN High Commission for Refugees
that there may be more refugees in the forests who have not yet
been accounted for. The greatest number have arrived in PNG
since April, when the total began to rise dramatically; most of
these are located just south of the central mountain range. In this
district, around the mission station of Komopkin, there are over
6,000 refugees, far more than any mission station could possibly
support. The Indonesian press admits that over 7,000 people!
left their villages in the area of West Papua immediately adjacent
to Komopkin. This means that the fate of about 1,000 people is
still unknown. There have been other disturbing reports, from
the UNHCR, from mission sources in PNG and from the OPM,
of numbers of bodies, presumed to be refugees, being found
near the border, although these have yet to be confirmed.

The refugees present the PNG Government with a
humanitarian problem of major proportions. But PNG is still
under pressure from Indonesia to treat the problem as an
internal matter between the two countries. Consequently, the
UNHCR has not been permitted to visit areas of PNG which
have received the majority of refugees (the UN agency is only
allowed a presence in Vanimo, on the north coast) and there has
been no assessment of the conditions in which most are having to
live. The UNHCR has not been able to get aid to these remote
parts of the border, and although the missions are now
requesting assistance through their parent organisations, this
may be too late to help many of the refugees.

Refugees returning, claim military officials

The first reports of refugees returning to West Papua came in the
Indonesian press, which for the first time is reporting
developments in West Papua almost every day. There is no
independent confirmation of these reports. The papers have
been covering a series of publicity campaigns by the Indonesian
authorities which are trying to create the impression that there
are no serious problems in West Papua. The campaign has been
notable for the prominent role of the military commander of the
region, General Sembiring, and the Deputy-Governor, General
Sugiyono. Both men are East Timor veterans with experience of
population control. Sugiyono has made several well reported
visits to areas from which refugees have fled, and his statements
have been quite open about the numbers of people involved in
the mass exodus. Sinar Harapan (29 June), reporting Sugiyono’s
visit to the areas of Merauke province adjacent to Komopkin,
said that in Waropka District, out of a population of 6,094, 4,350
people had fled, and nine villages out of fourteen were deserted;
456 people were said to have returned. In the sub-district of
Mindiptanah, 3,290 people had fled, out of a total population of
8,506, and 1,846 had apparently returned.? Other observers who
have visited the area recently confirm that large numbers of
villages are completely deserted.

Sugiyono has made much of the plans to relocate people in
this area to new, controlled population centres with amenities
such as markets, co-operatives and schools. This is ostensibly
because many of the deserted villages were destroyed, for which

the authorities blame the OPM although evidence suggests it was
the work of the Indonesian Armed Forces. But the publicity is
doubtless meant to give the impression that returning refugees
will be well treated, so that attempts to accord West Papuans in
PNG refugee status and give them the choice not to return will
be weakened. Such widespread destruction of villages with
immediate plans for replacing them with new population centres
may also be evidence of attempts by the military to relocate
people strategically, in order to deny support to the OPM and
tighten control in the border area. This part of Merauke
province will not be ready for transmigration sites for some
years, so the forced absorption of local people into Javanese
transmigrant communities is not yet possible there. It is worth
noting that these developments are comparable with the
strategic hamlet programme in East Timor during the late 1970s,
which aimed to deprive Fretilin of its popular support base.

1 See footnote (2)

2 On 19 July, Sinar Harapan reported another trip to these areas, this
time by the Governor, Izaac Hindom. This report said that 5,032
people had deserted Mindiptanah villages, and 4,358 had fled from
Waropka villages for a total of nearly 9,400. This report said nothing
about any villagers returning from PNG, only that “efforts to find and
return these lost villagers” were under way.

The location of refugee camps in PNG and the number of people in each
one up to early July.
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Self-determination for East Timor
dropped from ALP programme

The Australian Labour Party conference held in July this year
failed to adopt a resolution reinforcing its policy of support for
self-determination for East Timor. The policy adopted in 1982
called for a halt to Australian military aid to Indonesia until it
withdraws its occupation troops from East Timor and pledged
Australia to support an act of self-determination. The 1984
resolution which was lost by 43 votes to 55 would have also called
on the Australian Government to reverse the previous
government’s decision to recognise Indonesia’s illegal
occupation of East Timor.

However, feeling on the issue of East Timor ran so high at the
conference that the counter-resolution tabled by the faction of
Prime Minister Bill Hayden, who has striven so hard for a policy
of accommodation towards Indonesia, had to be drastically
amended to ensure its passage. The amended resolution
declared:

The ALP indicates grave concern at reports of renewed fighting in
East Timor and about the threats to human life and safety there, and
calls on the Indonesian Government to give free access to
humanitarian relief teams, to international organisations such as the
Red Cross, Amnesty and the Commission of Jurists, to allow an
independent international mission to enter the territory to make an
independent and impartial report on conditions.

On the crucial issue of the right of the East Timor people to
decide their own future, however, the resolution went no further
than to criticise Indonesia for incorporating East Timor without
an internationally-supervised act of self-determination. It called
on the Australian Government to support “international
initiatives, including the efforts of the UN Secretary-General,
that have the aim of achieving a settlement of the East Timor
problem”.(Financial Review, 12 July 1984)

The political framework in which the resolution is cast is
revealed by its emphasis on the need to work for better relations
with Indonesia, and by a claim made by Mr Hayden during the
debate on the resolution when he asserted that “if we want to do
the best we can by the people of East Timor, then we must have
an association with Indonesia which is credible (and)
influential”. (The Age, 12 July 1984)

Within hours of the adoption of the ALP resolution, Bill
Hayden was on his way to Jakarta to attend a “dialogue” with
Foreign Ministers of the ASEAN countries, profoundly relieved

that he was taking with him a policy that Indonesian senior
officials had already said they could “live with”. General Benny
Murdani, Commander-in-Chief of the Indonesian Armed Forces
was less generous however. He bluntly told the Australian
Foreign Minister that attempts by anyone to send a mission to
investigate human rights in East Timor would be regarded as an
act of interference in Indonesia’s internal affairs.” (Sinar
Harapan, 14 July 1984)

Threats, counter-threats and on-off-on ambassadorial visit

During the weeks preceding the ALP conference, East Timor
and Australia’s shaky relations with Indonesia were hardly ever
off the front pages of the Australian press. Strenuous efforts by
the Foreign Minister, sometimes supported and sometimes
confounded by Jakarta, were made to ensure that the ALP
conference would abandon its support for the principle of self-
determination for East Timor.

Canberra had hoped that a visit to East Timor by its
ambassador in Jakarta, planned for late May, would help ensure
defeat for the self-determination resolution. But just a few days
before the visit was to have taken place, it was announced in
Jakarta that permission for the trip had been withdrawn. A
variety of reasons were given for this change; some Indonesian
newspapers reported that this was a reprisal against Australia for
having given permission to Jose Ramos Horta, Fretilin’s
representative to the UN, to make a six-week speaking tour of
Australia in preparation for the ALP conference. Others claim
that the visit could not proceed because of “transportation
difficulties” or because Indonesia could not vouch for the safety
of the ambassador in East Timor.

In fact, the decision to cancel the visit was taken at a time
when Indonesian military operations in East Timor were again
being stepped up (see separate item). That this was the real
reason is proven by the fact that it was not only the ambassador’s
visit that was cancelled. A visit by an International Red Cross
team that was to have taken place at the same time was also
stopped. But the decision to cancel the ambassador’s visit also
served the purpose of showing the Australian Government that
Jakarta could be “tough”, and would use all forms of pressure to
assert its will on the government of Bob Hawke and the
Australian Labour Party.

Editorial

East Timor injustice

While visiting Indonesia this week,
Secretary of State George Shultz has a
chance to demonstrate uUsS
evenhandedness in  opposing unjust
colonial wars. Everyone knows where
Washington stands on Afghanistan and
Cambodia, nations  occupied by
Communist neighbors. But Indonesia’s
occupation of East Timor has been passed
over by three US administrations with
shamefully vague murmurs of the kind
Americans scorn in United Nations
declarations.

Indonesia has triply offended. It
invaded East Timor, a former Portuguese
colony, in 1975. A year later it annexed the
territory. And under its administration
since then, more than 100,000 Timorese, a
sixth of the mostly Catholic population, are
believed to have died from famine, disease

and fighting. The extent of the calamity
can only be estimated because Jakarta has
impeded relief measures and closed the
island to foreign observers.

Americans have only gradually become
aware of Indonesia’s assault on this poor
and primitive territory. The pretext is
combating Communism. The invasion
began a day after President Gerald Ford
and Secretary of State Henry Kissinger
visited Jakarta. Though they did not
condone the attack, they failed to condemn
1t.

Mr. Shultz has been reminded of this
persisting neglect by the bipartisan plea of
22 senators and 123 representatives. They
urge him to press Indonesia to give relief
organizations and other  monitors
unrestricted access to East Timor. Last
Saturday their appeal was reinforced by an
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unusual admonition from Pope John Paul
IL.

In accepting the credentials of an
Indonesian ambassador, a general, the
Pope broke with custom by speaking out
on behalf of the East Timorese. He
“earnestly recommended” respect for their
human rights and said it was his “ardent
wish” that relief organizations gain access
to the many in need.

East Timor has as much right to self-
determination as  Cambodia and
Afghanistan. At the minimum, its people
should be rescued from starvation and
brutal persecution. Saying that may not
sway Indonesia’s military rulers. But they
need to hear it, and high-placed Americans
need to say it.

New York Times, 11 July 1984






Death Squads

The killing that became an embarrassment

When police-officer Jarot Taftoyani went out one night in July
last year to catch an alleged drugs-pusher, he clearly regarded his
operation as being part of the anti-crime wave launched several
months earlier by the Jogjakarta army garrison. Unlike the army
killers however, as things turned out, he would pay the ultimate
penalty for his deed, in the interests of a cover-up by the
authorities.

Armed with a scimitar (celurit), the weapon used by many of
the death-squads who by that time had killed hundreds of alleged
criminals on the streets of Jogjakarta, police-officer Jarot
followed up a tip-off from a prostitute. He caught the suspect as
he was coming out of a brothel. He hacked him down, then
called for an ambulance to take the victim to hospital, but the
man was dead within hours. The victim turns out to have been a
student at Gaja Mada University who was in fact carrying out an
investigation into night-life in Jogjakarta.

Although Jarot had been acting under orders, he was not
commended for his successful operation. On the contrary, he
was placed under arrest, the only known instance in which an
officer participating in the officially-sponsored campaign of
murdering alleged criminals found himself behind bars. Within
two months, he had been dismissed from the force and was told
that he would be tried for murder before a military court.

By the end of 1983, Jarot was feeling increasingly resentful of
his situation, so in January this year, he managed to draw public
attention to his case by sending a request to the Legal Aid
Institute in Jogjakarta for legal assistance to back up his demand
for an early trial. (Sinar Harapan, 10 January 1984). The LBH
announced that it had accepted his case. Representations had
been made to the authorities to treat the case in accordance with
the Criminal Procedure Code which had already been violated in
a number of ways, not least because the time limit on holding a
suspect without trial had long since expired.

Nothing happened however, and in March Jarot took another

move to publicise his plight by escaping from prison and going
into hiding. (Kompas, 23 March 1984.) A week later, he turned
up at the office of the Legal Aid Institute in Jakarta. “I was
carrying out orders,” he told the LBH’s DirectorZ T. Mulya
Lubis, “but I fully accept responsibility for what I did. If it was
wrong, I am prepared to be punished.” But he corpplamed
bitterly of being held in detention without trial, of having been
dismissed from the force even before a verdict had been passed,
and of the fact that his family was now left without any income or
support.

Acting on Jarot’s instructions, the LBH immediately made
contact with Police Force headquarters in Jakarta. Upon
receiving assurances from a senior officer that Jarot would be
given full legal protection and would be brought to trial very
soon, the LBH Director handed Jarot back to the police. Jarot
himself seems to have been satisfied with these arrangements,
for he declared soon afterwards in an interview (Sinar Harapan
Minggu, 8 April 1984) that he had escaped from prison not in
order to evade responsibility but to back his demand for proper
treatment. He was a policeman with long experience, he said,
and if he had wanted to disappear altogether, he could very well
have done so.

A couple of weeks later, it appeared that Jarot had made his
point with good effect for his trial did indeed commence.
However, all was not well for, despite the fact that he had
already been dismissed from the force, he was tried by a military
court. Moreover, a few days before the trial commenced, the
Jogjakarta LBH received a note from him saying that he no
longer wanted them to defend him and was prepared to leave his
case in the hands of a military lawyer. Even though the note was
hand-written, the LBH found it difficult to understand the
reason for his change of heart, since he had gone to such lengths
to make contact with the Institute and obtain their help. Unusual
too was the fact that the trial was completed in a matter of days,

Team of top-ranking generals
visit East Timor

On 2 July, General Benny Murdani made yet another visit to
East Timor, this time in the company of nearly a dozen high-
ranking officers from all the armed forces. The team included
Lieutenant-General Gunawan Wibisono, Chief-of-Staff for
Social and Political Affairs, Commander of the Fleet, Vice-
Admiral R. Kasenda, the Assistant for Intelligence of the
General Chief-of-Staff, the Assistant for Operations, the
Assistant for Territorial Affairs and the Assistant for Security
and Order of the General Staff of the Armed Forces, the three
Assistants for Operations of the Army, Navy and Air Force
Chiefs-of-Staff, and other senior officers from the Armed Forces
headquarters; no fewer than ten generals in the Indonesian
Armed Forces. Such a senior team of officers can only be
explained by the importance which General Murdani currently
attaches to the military operations now under way in his
desperate attempt to put an end to continued resistance to
Indonesian rule in East Timor.

123 Members of Congress
write to George Schultz

A group of no fewer than 123 members of the US Congress,
including members of the House of Representatives
from both parties, sent an  appeal to uUs
Secretary of State George Schultz to make East Timor an

important part of his agenda during a visit to Jakarta in the first
half of July.

Mr Schultz who was visiting Jakarta to attend a dialogue with
foreign ministers of the ASEAN countries was told in the letter
that it was of crucial importance “that the plight of the people of
East Timor be accorded serious attention” in his meetings with
the Indonesian leadership. The letter pointed out that the people
of East Timor “are living under a military regime imposed by
force, in violation of international law”. It dwelt at great length
on the letter from the Bishop of Dili released earlier this year
(see TAPOL Bulletin No. 63, May 1984) which drew attention to
human rights violations and to persecution of the Catholic
church. It complained that further details of atrocities and
conditions generally in East Timor are virtually impossible to
obtain because the Indonesian regime continues to seal off the
country from independent journalists and international church
and human rights groups.

The members of Congress reminded Mr Schultz of Section
914 of the Foreign Aid Authorisation Bill, passed by the House
of Representatives earlier this year, expressing the “sense of
Congress” that President Reagan should take appropriate
measures to cncourage the Indonesians to allow increased access
to East Timor for journalists, relief agencies and human rights
organisations.

Besides calling on the Secretary of State to raise the issue of
the church’s right to exist in East Timor free of persecution and
harassment, the letter urged him to use his visit “to begin a
dialogue with the Indonesians on constructive initiatives that
could lead to an equitable settlement of the conflict in East
Timor”. (The Age, 11 July 1984)
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Guest column

Black cargo of the military regime

Indonesia is already well-known as an
exporter of -natural resources and
agricultural products, but in the past few
years, new exports have been added to the
country’s balance of trade. One of these
new exports is labour.

According to Minister of Labour,
Admiral Sudomo, the foreign currency
earned from the export of labour
amounted to US$23.7 million in the first
six months of 1983.! Sudomo has also said
that the export of labour has good long
term prospects,? and that the target for the
Fourth Five-Year Plan which commenced
in April this year is for a total export of
300,000 people which will add altogether
$1.8 billion to the country’s foreign
exchange earnings.? This figure could well
be greatly exceeded because Abdul Malik
M. Aliun, Vice-Chairman of the
Indonesian Manpower Suppliers
Association has said that 100,000 workers
are to be exported this year, of whom
roughly one half will probably be women.*

The Indonesian military government
has set up a special agency within the
Department of Labour known as AKAN
(Antar-Kerja Antar Negara, the Inter-State
Labour Agency), to exploit this new source
of foreign exchange as effectively as
possible. The two most senior officials of
the Labour Department are both top-
ranking military men, Admiral Sudomo
who, till March 1983, was Commander of
the Army’s top security command,
KOPKAMTIB, and General Sutopo
Yuwono, formerly chief of the state’s
intelligence coordination agency, BAKIN,
who is now Secretary-General of the
Department. Admiral Sudomo says that
the purpose of AKAN is to supervise the
export of labour,’ and there are in addition
a number of private companies which
handle the registration and technical
arrangements of people applying to work
abroad. These private companies are,
according to reliable sources, owned by
people occupying top positions in the
government apparatus or who have close
links with senior officials.

Anyone wishing to register for
employment overseas is required to pay a
registration fee which varies from Rp.
300,000 to Rp. 400,000 (approximately
$300 to $400).% A couple of years ago, the
World Bank raised Indonesia’s
classification from a “low income” to a
“middle income” country, but it would be a
mistake to think that there has been any
fundamental improvement in the standard
of living of the vast majority of
Indonesians. For the average Indonesian
industrial worker who is not likely to earn
more than Rp 20,000 a month in major
cities like Jakarta, Surabaya or Medan, let

14

alone the millions of unemployed, it is
hardly possible to scrape together a sum of
money like that. Most workers would need
to borrow extensively or sell off everything
they have, and only hope to make enough
to pay this back later on. In some cases,
money paid for  registration s
misappropriated by the handling company
and there is no compensation for people
who suffer such a loss.

Many people are attracted by the
chance of finding jobs abroad not only
because of the higher salary but also
because of the lack of job opportunities at
home.” Those who go abroad are generally
between the ages of 19 and 30, though
women now being sent in growing numbers
to Saudi Arabia are between 23 and 40
years old. They have all completed primary
or lower secondary education, and there
are some too who have graduated from
upper secondary school. Almost all are
employed as unskilled labour in the

construction industry, road-building, as
plantation workers, gardeners, masseuses
and house-servants. Before leaving, they
are required to attend a short orientation
course, -and for those being sent to
countries in the Middle East, they are
expected to learn at least 500 Arabic words
before departing. Most of the people being
sent to Saudi Arabia and the United Arab
Emirates are women who will be employed
as servants, and they, like all the other
exported workers, must undergo political
indoctrination in the Pancasila and the
1945 Constitution. The government
obviously believes that women who go
abroad as servants should be able to
uphold the good name and reputation of
Indonesia as a state based on the Pancasila.

In Sabah, East Malaysia, there are now
120,000 Indonesian contract labourers,
80% of whom work in the plantation
sector, and throughout Malaysia there are
probably as many as half a million

banned novels

UNION INTERNATIONALE DES EDITEURS
INTERNATIONALE VERLEGER.UNION

INTERNATIONAL PUBLISHERS ASSOCIATION

Mr Josocef Ishak,
Hasta Mitra,
JALAN PLN 36,
PAN CORAN,
JAKARTA,

SELATA,
INDONESIA

Dear Mr Ishak,

in Mexico.

Yours sincerely,

. \& (ceagr
J. A. Koutchoumow
Secretary General

International recognition for the publishers of Pramoedya Ananta Toer’s

FOR YOUR INFORMATION

<L -

Becretnive gemérai

Publishers all over the world wish to express their admiration
and solidarity for the action your company has taken, which
illustrates what publishgrs are striving for.

We are sending you by separate mail a brochure entitled

Freecdom to Publish 1984, which is a report on obstacles to
freedom in publishing prepared by Index on Censorship in London
for the International Publishers Association's XXIInd Congress

I1PA sends you Lest wishes far vour fut

J.A. Koutchoumow

Avenue de Muemom 3

12906 Genmtyvo

Télephonse 483048

Télegr fTapublagy

3 May 10814

I have pleasure in informing yocu that, at the XXIInd Congress

of the International Publishers Association held in Mexico City
11-16 March 1984, the one thousand participating publishers
unanimously commended your company, Hasta Mitra, for its
persistent struggle in thé cause of freedom to publish and its
resilience .against political pressure to ‘limit access to culture,
education and free expression.
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