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NO FREEDOM YET FOR RELEASED PRISONERS
By an Ex-Tapol

This year as always, the Indonesian people celebrated
Indouesia’s independence day on 17th August, the day in
1945 when they proclaimed their independence.
Immediately afterwards, they took up armis against the
Japanese army of occupation, then fought the Dutch Army
in its attempt to recolonise the country, In the end, the
Dutch government was forced to recognise Indonesia’s
independence.

In those days, everyoue, was involved in the strupgle;
national independence was the cause of the entire people,
They all had the same rights and duiies to safeguard
national independence. But things are not like that today,
35 years later,

Sorne Indonesians, many of them frecdom fighters, no
longer enjoy full citizenship rights, They suffer discrimina-
tion and restrictions imposed by their own government, a
government whose existence they fought to cstablish. Atter
being imprisoned without trial in different places such as
the remote Buru lsdand and the prison island of Nusakeru-
bangan, some of them for as long as 14 years, the so-called
C and B cutegories were rcieased by the ¢nd of 1979 and rc-
turned to their families. But hundreds are still in prison.
They arc the ones who have been tried: some got death
sentences, some got life sentences and some 20 ycars’ penal
servitude., These verdicts, many of which were taken by
military courts, lack any proper foundation and are based
on political prejudice. Defence pleas delivered in the couris,
like that of former Colonel Latief who was tricd by a mili-
taty court, are banned from being published because the
military regime fears disclosure of its crimes against the
people.

Although C and B categories tapols have formally been
released, they do not enjoy the same rights as other people.
This not only includes those who were held for 14 ycars
but even those held for only six months and released in
1966. The restrictions they face are as follows:

1. They are not allowed to take part in political activities;
they may not join parties or mass organisations.

2. They are not allowed o write articles or anything cveri
remotcly dealing with politics.

3. At the ncxt peneral elections in 1982, they may be
allowed to vote but they will not be allowed to stand for
clection. In villages, they are not allowed either to vote
or be elected, nor may they be appointed as village secre-
taries, water regulators, security offlicers or to any other
official position.

4. If they want to leave the place where they live and move
elsewtiere within the same province or 1o a different pro-
vince, thcy must obtain a permil from the military
authorities. Other citizens do not need such permits,
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delay in publishing the July issuc which did not come
out tiil the end of August because of the indisposition
of one of our two staff persons. The present igsue is
therefore a double issue, in both name and size. Qur
nex! issue will appear in January as usual.







EX-TAPOLS THREATENED WITH “FURTHER RESTRICTIONS”

In Scptember, released political prisoners were given
renewed cadsc for anxietv by a threat from the Interior
Minister that even sterncr measures than heforc would be
taken against them. He alleged that some ex-tapols were re-
organising themselves and planning a “PKI comeback”,

Some politicians have greeted the Minister’s claims with
scepticism. There have been suggestions that his allegations
that PKI “remnants” plan to infiltrate Muslim orgunisa-
tions is intended to intimidatc Musiims and provide new
justification for a further wave of persecution against them.

Whether or not this is the case, the September events
again prove that ex-tapols are particularly vulnerable and
defenceless, and can easily be used by the government to
keep all forms of political opposition in check.

The following press reports are typical of the coverage
given by Indonesian newspapers w0 Amir Muchmud's
staternent:

Ex-tapols are . . . resuming political activities”

The government has rcceeived indications that some former
G30S/PKI C and B category prisoners who have becn re-
leased are resuming political activities. Their political
activities can he interpreted as efforts to revive the PKI.

This was said by Amir Machmud, Minister for the In-
terior, after being received by President Suharto 10 report
the names of candidates for governorships of Riau, South
Kalimantan and Central Sulawesi,

“In this matter, the government will tike even firmer
mcasures than those taken' bhefore they were arrested
previously”, said Amir Machmud.

The Minister was not prepared to say what indications
there were of activities being undertaken by former C and
B category (G30S/PKI prisoners who have been released.
“The fact that .1 have discussed this with the President
means that the indications do exist”, he sajd. “I am
certainly not fabricating things. The government will
definitcly take finmer measures against B and C category
G308/PKI priscners if they undertake political activities
that coutd disturb state stability™, the Minister said.

Kompas, 8 September 1980

.. . publishing anonymous bouks”

The Director-General for Securily Affairs at the Depart-
ment of Foreign Affairs, an Army Brigadier-General, stated
that there are many books circulating among the general
public which talk about the cluss struggle, the principle
communist doctrine. Some of these books which do not
bear any title and arc published anonymously have becn
written by former political prisoners. Such books, he said,
could arouse a spirit of rebellion and develop contra-
dictions, and could be the steppingstone for the “come-
back™ of the PK1. He did not explain the steps that had
been taken 10 overcome this.

Merdeka, 10 September 1980 (abridged)

“.. . hulding discussions”
Minister of the Interior Amir Machmud has again been in

the news. Speaking before Coinmission 11 of Parliament two
weeks ago, he again warned of the danger of a PKI come-
back.

“l am not labricating things™, he said at the beginning of
his statement, All the information reccived his been
obtained, he said, from interrogations of former PKI
members. “‘We have obtained information thal remnants,
former G30S/PKI prisoners, have reccutly been in com-
munjcation and holding discussions, among others in the
region of Solo and in the capital, Jakarta”, the Minister
went on. He said he considercd that these activities pointed
to a “surategic pattern™.

Amir Machmud explained at length the PKI's “new
strategy™ as follows: the Panca Sila banncr should be up-
held . . . becausc it has been widely accepted by the Indo-
nesian pcople. If the PKI wins, the national flag will not be
changed; the important thing is, who gives content to the
flag. In addition, each Party member and cadre must
become a Muslim because 95% ol Indonesians are Muslims.
Thereforc the PKI musl struggle through the Islamic
religion. “I draw the attention of the PPP (Islamic party)
parliamentary fraction. and ihe Muslim commuuity in
general to this”, the Minister said. On the other hand,
General Norman Sasono, Commander of the Jakarta
Mititary Command, had told the press that there were no
indications that former G30$/PKI prisuners werc ugain
involved in activitics. . .

Admiral Sudomo himself, speaking before Commission [
of Parliament Jast weck, gave the following guarantee: the
security situation is good. “The Defence Ministry and KOP-
KAMTIB possess complete data, and the public need no!
feel troubled™, Sudomo said.

The KOPKAMTIDB chiel is presumably referring Lo the
supcrvision of the former G30S/PKI prisoners. There are
about 30,000 former G30S/PKI prisoners throughout the
country, released since [975. Some 540,000 C-category
prisoners were relcased before 1975, Most of the (onmer
prisoners live in Java. According to Assistant Territory 11
(Java and Madura) Commander, Colone!l Soemanto, there
are 21,575 former B-category prisoners in his territory; 88
of them are required to report regularly.

Supervision: over their activities is excreised by the social
and political affairs directorates of respective local govern-
ments. “Supervision by military commanders is resiricted
to controlling their mobility only™, said anather Territory
officer, that is to say when they travel or move to other
places.

Tempo, 4 October 1980 (Cover story, abridged)

—

. STOP PRESS

|

| There are reports from Jukarta that, following Amir
{ Machmud’s threatening statement, some ex-tapols
|

PR ——

who were lucky enough to obtain jobs have heen dis-
missed, whilst some have becn thrown out of their
lodgings.

l
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TAPOL AND THE MAN FROM HONG KONG

In December 1977 we wrote a letter to the Far Eastemn
Economic Review, a weekly news magazine based in Hong
Kong and edited, then as now, by one Derek Davies. We
criticised a piece by David Jenkins, one of its reporters
(“Inside Suharto’s Prisons” FEER 28.10.77) saying that
although Jenkins had obviously made great efforts to dis-
cover the truth about the prisoners’ situation, on several
points he had not succeeded. For example, he appeared 10
have accepted the military’s statement that the women in
Bulu prison had been abandoned by their relatives, where-
as in fact permits to visit them had been refused.

Our letter was published, but with a lengthy editorial
comment. This noted that our letter-head named sponsors
such as “milords Caradon, Gardiner and Soper” and that
few of the sponsors named were *noted for a close know-
ledge of Indonesian affairs™. It directed readers’ attention
to a “spirited Indonesian reply to such arguments™ on page
22 of the same issue.

This reply was indeed a spirited defence of Indonesia’s
policies, and directed mostly at Amnesty International,
which had recently published its Report on the Indonesian
prisoner situation. The author of the article Jusuf Wanandi,
is Deputy-Director of the Centre for Strategic and Inter-
national Studjes in Jakarta. The article attacked both
Amnesty and TAPOL and referred to Carmel Budiardjo as
‘‘a member of the British Communist Party, whose husband
is still detained in Indonecsia as a member of the PKI".
(Suwondo Budiardjo was never charged or tried and was
not released until the summer of 1978.) The article
accused TAPOL ‘“under the leadership of the above-
mentioned Carmel Budiardjo” of conducting a “smear
campaign against Indonesia. In fact”, it went on, “the
themes and charges which are contained in the Amnesty
report are exactly the same as the smears advanced by
Tapol”.

TAPOL’s secretary at that time, Sarah Leigh, wrote
immediately to the Review, dealing with the points made
about TAPQL in the editorial comment and in the Wanandi
article, and Carmel also wrote pointing out that she had not
been a member of the Communist Party since 1946 (when
she was 21), and that such lies about her could endanger
cven further her nusband, still in detention in Jakarta, In a
later issue the lleview corrected its description of Carmel
by stating that she was a “former communist™.

During the course of 1978 and 1979, TAPOL wrote a
number of letters commenting on the Review’s reporting of
the release programme which was then in full swing. These
were published, sometimes abridged but never without an
cditorial rejoinder or yet more spirited responses from the
redoubtable Mr. Wanandi.

In April this year one of our sponsors showed us a most
extraordinary letter he had received from Davies, written
apparently in his capacity of letters editor, in which he
suggested that we had “shifted ground” and *‘were using
other grounds upon which to criticise the Indonesian
government”, This move was apparently prompted by a

" letter written by Carmel questioning the Review'’s inter-

pretation of Indonesian policies towards the ethnic Chinese
minority, As Davies later summarised his letter, *“I asked
the sponsors if they felt that TAPOL should not now wind
itself up, if they were willing to go on sponsoring Mrs.
Budiardjo's activities and on what sources of information
they based their knowledge of contemporary Indonesia
which enabled them to continue lending their names to
such a campaign , . .Of the 17 sponsors to whom | wrote
only eight replied.” One, John Rex, had already resigned;
Lord Gardiner, who had previously written to endorse our
broadening of focus, now decided to resign but told us that
he was doing so mainly because of increasing age. Han
Suyin also resigned and wrote to us objecting to our using
her name on our new letter-head without her consent; we
pointed out to her that we had not done so, and that we
had kept her fully informed of all developments; she had
apparcntly been away in China during the relevant period.

In its issue of September 12 1980 there appeared in the
Review a lengthy article headed “New titles, new sponsors™
from which it appeared that our sponsors had been dealing
not so much with the conscientious letters editor as with
the doughty investigative journalist. The article contained
a number of shirs on both Carmel and Suwonde Budiardjo
which were quite untrue and with which neither had ever
been charged during their years of detention without trial
in Indonesia, and described Carmel as “a lady with an
interesting history™, It recounted the history of Davies’
correspondence with our sponsors and went on: “Thus
Tapol, instead of quietly congratulating itself on the-dis-
appearance of its rajson d’etre when the prisoners were
released, has redefined its aims and changed its name,
evidently determined to continue its attacks on Jakarta.”

QOddly enough, the same issuc of the Review contained
an item (on page 8), headed “Indonesia hints at Communist
come-back” which reported the [ndonesian Minister of -
Internal Affairs as saying that there were indications that
“some of the thousands of prisoners recently released had
resurfaced as local political agitators. If this were true, the
government would take harsher measures than in the past”,
(Harsher than in 19657)

Following publication of Davies’ tour de force eight
members of TAPOL's working group signed a lengthy and
detailed letter dealing with the Review’s attacks on the
organisation and its sponsors, and Carmel wrote a personal
letter, on plain paper, dealing with the allegations about
herself and her husband. The two letters were posted on the
same day. .

The 17 Qctober issue of the Review published Carmel’s
letter, but with one yemarkable amendment; the letterhead
on which TAPOL’s letter of the same date had been written
was reproduced in the middle of it, and the whole letter
was headed ““The Tapol reply”. There followed yet another
editorial comment complaining that Carme]’s letter did not
deal with “the main thrust” of Davies’ article. The real
TAPOL reply, which did, was not published.

Since then the most recent issue of the Review has
appeated, and published two lotters on the affaire TAPOL,
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one supporting the Review and one supporting us, from one
of our sponsors, Stan Newens. In the inevitable comment
by Derek,Davies he complains of a “minor deluge” of
Jetters protesting “that the Review should have the effront-
ery to question the conduct of a political campaign™.
(Hardly a fair summary, as is plain from that part of the
“deluge” which came our way and which we reproduce
below.) Intcrestingly enough, although his comment
paraphrases a statement signed (individually, for con-
venience) by our sponsors confirming their support of us

which was sent 1o the Review in a “batch of identically
worded letters”, i1 failed to quote that part of the state-
ment which referred to TAPOL's detailed reply being sent
under separate cover., Could it be because this would
suggest that we had in fact answered “the main thrust” of
his article?

In his April letters to our sponsors Davies criticised
Carmel Budiardjo for “what I consider to be her propensity
to discredit unfairly those with whom she disagrees”.

Now who does Lthat remind us of?

TAPOL’S LETTER TO FAR EASTERN ECONOMIC REVIEW

The Editor,

Far Eastern Economic Review,
GPQO Box 160,

Hongkong.

Dear Sir,

In your articlé, *New Title, New Sponsors” (FEER,
12th September 1980), you pose as an objective commenta-
tor and claim that TAPOL’s human rights work is politi-
cally motivated. You seek to substantiate this by a personal
attack on its secretary, Carmel Budiardjo, and her husband
who has no connection with the organisation. In fact, your
ad hominem attack contains many misrepresentations. This
letter will not deal with these; our purpose here is to answer
your attack on TAPOL as an organisation.

You claim that the Review has been “in sympathy with™
TAPOL’s campaign for the release of political prisoners and
imply that you as editor have maintained an impartial
position. It is true that you have published (sometimes
abridged) letters from TAPOL commenting on your
journal’s reports about political prisoners, but never with-
out editorial comment or the parallel publication of a
rebuttal from an Indonesian government spokesman. To
cite the most glaring example: on 2nd December 1977,
when publishing a letter from TAPOL, you ran a majot
article by Jusuf Wanandi, a prominent proponent of the
Suharto government, He sought to discredit Amnesty later-
national, whose Report on Indonesia had appeared two
months earlier, by claiming that Amnesty was largely
influenced by TAPOL and specifically by Carmel
Budiardjo. In much the same way as you now do, Wanandi
engaged in a personal smear campaign against Carmel
Budiardjo.

In case your readers are not familisr with your campaign
to discredit TAPOL and its sponsors, we want to draw
attention to the step you took in writing on 19th April
1980, as the editor of a journal, to all those of our sponsors
whose addresses you could track down. You complained to
them about a letter from TAPOL criticising a Review
article on the new procedural regulations for naturalisation
of ethnic Chinese in [ndonesia. You made a number of dis-
paraging remarks about the secretary of TAPOL and then
invited the sponsors to indicate whether they agreed that
TAPOL *“should now wind itself up™, whether they were
willing to “go on sponsoring the political activities of Mrs.
Budiardjo”, and requested them to specify their source of
informatjon about Indonesia which enables them *‘to go on

20th September 1980

lending (their) name to such a campaign™,

Some time before you sent this cxtraordinary letter,
TAPOL had reviewed its work following the mass release
programme which ended in December 1979. A decision was
taken to change the subtitle of the campaign. All spounsors
had been notified of this and had been asked whether they
wished to re-confirm their sponsorship beforc new headed
note-paper could be printed. Almost ail had agreed to con-
tinue as sponsors. A statement explaining the reasons for
the change was publicised in TAPOL Bulletin No. 38
(March 1980), a copy of which was available to you ar the
time you wrote your letter,

You claim in your article that TAPOL’s raison d'etre has
disappearcd and accuse it of changing its subtitle because it
is “determined to continue (its) attack on Jakarta™. You
ignore the fuct that hundreds of tried G30S political
prisoners are still serving long sentences unjustly imposed.
You ignore the fact that hundreds of Muslims are being
held; many have been tortured and with few exceptions,
they are being held without trial, In July, the Legal Aid
Institute in Jakarta called for their immediate trial or
telease, and TAPOL has made a similar demand through the
British government. You ignore the trials of some three
dozen student leaders charged with insulting the head of
state, and the Indonesian government’s ban on the publi-
cation of their defence pleas. You ignore the appalling
dilficulties laced by tens of thossands of released G308
political prisoners who are being denied their civil rights.
Their precarious situation was highlighted in a report pub-
lisehd in the very same issuc of the Review which contained
your attack on TAPOL. Your Jakarta correspondent
quoted Indonesia’s Interior Minister, Amir Machmud, as
threatening “‘harsher measures than in the past™ against
recently released political prisoners who have “‘surfaced as
political agitators”. On 23rd September, a2 UPIreport from
Jakarta quoted Admiral Sudomo, Commander of KOP-
KAMTIB, the speceial security command, as announcing a
“tough new security’ programme, including what other
officials described as “‘new restrictions’ on former political
prisoners.

You c¢hoose to ignorc the widcspread political persecu-
tion in West [rian where theérc are some five hundred
persons being held as political prisoners. Yow say nothing
about East Timor, & country now occupied by the armed
forces of Jakarta's “benign authoritariun regime®™, as you
call it. People in that country are suffering political
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imprisonment, torture, summary exccutions and dis-
appearances, and some 300,000 have been forcibly resettled
in an attempt to isolate resistance and control the popula-
tion by making it dependent upon outside aid for basic
necds. Estimates of people killed since the Indonesian in-
vasion vary greatly. Your correspondent (FEER, 16 Novem-
ber 1979) said that the population ‘“‘appears to have fallen
by as much as 100,000 or 15%".

The letter from TAPOL dated 20th March 1980 which
you did not publish dealt with yet another form of human
rights abuse. It contained well-rescarched criticisms of a
report from your Jakarta correspondent welcoming the new
regutations on paturalisation procedures for ethnic Chinese.
TAPOL was concerned that procedural obstructions had
not in fact becn removed and that if they continue, hun-
dreds of thousands of people may face deportation for
failing to acquire Indoncsian nationality through no fault of
their own. Since that letter was written, several articles have
appeared in the Indonesian press substantiating the
criticisms we madc.

TAPOL'’s new subrtitle, British Campaign for the Defence
of Political Prisoners and Humah Rights in Indonesia,
acknowledges the connection betwcen political imprison-
ment and human rights abuses in general. it does not mean
that a campaign for the relcase of political prisoners is no
longer necessary. Far from it. As well as campaigning for
the release of those currently in detention, TAPOL must
also defend ex-prisoners from the injustices to which they
are still being subjected,

Your campaign to impugn the integrity of TAPOL's

sponsors as a way of discrediting the organisation did not
begin with your letter sent in April this year. Nearly three
years ago, in your issue of 2nd December 1977, you com-
mented editorially on a letter from TAPOL dealing specifi-
cally with releases and ajready spoke disparagingly about
some of our sponsors.

There is nothing unusual in campaigns like TAPOL
having the support of sponsors who uphold the principles
for which it works, who trust its integrity and who are
perfectly capable of making independent judgements about
what it and many others say about human rights abuses in
Indonesia, You dismiss the sponsors as being “not collect-
ively remarkable for their knowledge and interest in Indo-
nesian affairs™, yet when Dutch academics write to you in
defence of TAPOL, you question their right to be *“‘exer-
cised about a British society”, omitting to mention that
they are all very knowledgeable about indonesian affairs.

Your readers may wonder why you have singled out:
TAPOL for such a sustained and vitriolic attack, There is
no doubt that TAPOL has ample reason to continue its
work. Clearly, the principle beneficiary of its disbandment
would be the Indonesian government.

Yours sincerely,

Carmel Budiardjo Roger Hibbitt  Tari Hibbitt
Sarah Leigh Tom Soper Julie Southwood
Joha Taylor Kcith Woolcock

SOME OF THE LETTERS NOT PUBLISHED
BY THE FEER

Amsterdam, May 16th, 1980,
Kcizorsgracht 73,

To M. Derek Davics

Editor Far Egstern Economic Review,

GPO Box 160

HONG XONG

Dear Sir,

The undersigned, being academics well acquainted with Indonesian
affairs and posses \1g detailed information regarding recent develop-
ments there, wer¢ shocked taking cognizance of your letter to Mr.
Stan Newens, MP, House of Commons, of 19 April 1980. An Editor
of a periodical, receiving a Letter to the Editor, is of course entitled
to refuse publishmg it, in case it docs not contain a defcnce against
accusations levelled in the periodical at the writer personally or the
organisation he ur she represcnts, But acvording to thc norms
accepted both in the academic and the journalists’ world in Western
Europe, it would be unthinkable that an Editor would send copies
of the letter without publishing it and without having got
permission from the writer, to third persons with comments
intended to smear and damage the writer as well asn the case he or
she espouses.

Your campaign against Mzs, Budiardjo and against TAPOL —for we
are aware that you wrote similar lotters to other sponsors of TAPOL
—1is the more repellent since her criticlsm of the Indonesian govern-
ment’s naturalisation policies and of Mr. David Jenkins's praisc of
them expressed in the 14 March issue of vour Review, is fully
justified. Your innuendo, in your letter to Mr. Newens, regarding

the anti-Chinese measures taken by the Vietnamese government is,
in this respect, completely irrclevant: no one among the under-
signed is prepared 10 condone these Victnamese steps, and we dare
add without hesitation: nor is Mrs. Budiardjo. )

The only argument which you advance for your campaign is a
purely formal one, namely that Mrs. Budiardjo signcd, in her Letter
to the Edjtor, for TAPOL and wiote her letter on TAPOL
stationery. Even if the argument would be carrect, of course it can-
not excuse your breach of trust towards Mrs. Budiardjo by handling
her letter as you did. But even this argument actually does not hold.
At the time when she wrote her Ictter all the sponsors had already
been informed that the subheading of TAPOL was to be changed
into British Campaign for the Defence of Political Prisoners gnd
{luman Rights in Indonesia. Al the time when she wrote her Letter
to the Lditor not all the positive repties had yet come in, and we are
sure. that this was the only reason why shc had to use the old
stationery. Tt is a fact that, even though the great majority of poli
tical prisoners have been released now, the human rights problem is
still a highly urgent one in Indonesia, if only in vicw of the present
social and political position of the thousands of ex-Tapols, In the
}\Tether]ands recently even a foundation has been formed for assist-
ing the ex-Tapols who ate still victims of their illegal confincment
for many years under the Suharto regime, and as a name for this
foundation has been chosen: Freedom for Those Released. Maybe
this will make you and others realise why the TAPOL organisation
has still a great task to fulfil in conncction with human rights, We
would like to add that nobody could deny that the problem of the
ethnic Chinese dealt with in Mrs. Budiazdjo’s Letter to the Editor is
certainly part of the human rights problem in Indonesia, which
according to the new formulation is a legitimate concern of TAPOL.

. Please turn to page §.
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The letter sent by Derek Davies to 17 of TAPQL's sponsors:

FAREASTERN I ECONOMIC

FAR EASTERN ECONOMIC REVIEW LIMITED
Edorial; 6F, Centre Poinm. 1B. Gloucastes Aoad Hang Kong + GPQ Bor 160 Honghong
Telephone: 5-724217 » Cables: REVIEW. Hongkong « Talex: 78207 (CWEK HX

ASIA'S LEADING BUSINERS NEWS WEEKLY

Miss Joan Maynard, MP, 19 April, 1980
House of Commons,

Westminster,

London, SWl.

Dear Miss Maynarad,

For several years now, this magazine has been giving regqular
space to the letters written to me by Carmel Budiardjo of
TAPOL, the British Campaiyn for the Release of Indonesian
Palitical Prigcners. I have done this desplte the fact that in
my opinion her own political views are biased, and that she =
ignoring evidence to the contrary - has regularly called into
guestion the intellectual honesty and integrity of the REVIEW's
correspondents, particularly David Jenkins in Jakarta. I have
given her this space because, despite what I consider to be her
exaggeration and propensity to discredit unfairly those with
whom she disagrees, the REVIEW has also heen exhorting a slow—
moving regime into releasing its political detainecs.

Now that Indonesia has ~ however belatedly - released all but a
handful of those not convicted of subversive actlvities during
the Peking-backed attempted coup of 1965, !rs. Budiardjo iln my
view has shifted her ground and is using other grounds upon
which to criticise the Indonesian Government. You will see
£ron the enclosed letter that she is now criticising the bold
and generous steps taken to grant citizenship to Indonesia'‘s
overseas Chinese population, apparently on the grounds that she
suspects that there wlll be financizl and bureaucratic
obatacles. (Jakarta's policies towards Indonesia's Chincse
community contrast strongly with those of countries, like
Vietnam, to which Mrs. Budiardjo as a former member of the
British Communist Party and also from the tone of her
correspondence would appear more ideoclogically attuned).

As she is writing on "TAPOL” stationery, I wonder whather this
activity falls within the articles of assoclation or alms of
the Society to which you lend your name as a sponsor. I should
be most grateful if you would let me know whether, following
the massive release of political detainees in Indonesia, you
feel -

{a) that the Soclety should now wind itself up;

{b) that you are willing to go on sponsoring the political
activities of Mrs. Budiardjo; and

(c) on what source of information you base your knowledge of
contemporary Indonesia which enables you to go on lending
your name to such a campaign.

I look forward to hearing from you and should be mos: yratefuol
for the courtesy of a reply in view of the fact that I have, as
Editor of the REVIEW, given the campaign you sponscr a great
deal of space in the past.

Yours sincerely
M el
— " < S

Derek Davies
Editor
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Continued from page §.

QOur conclusion is-that you owe an unqualificd wteitten apology to
both Mrs. Budiardjo and the TAPOL organisation, a copy of which
should be sent to all those to whom you sent letters like the one
addressed to Mr, Newens, We trust that our letter will be sufficient
to convince you of the scriousness of the matter, as well a3 of the
necessity to restore the good reputation of the Far Eastern Econo-
mijc Review in academic circles in Western Europe.

Dr. C. Baks, Senjor Lecturer, Institute of Agriculture, Bogor;

Dr. J. Breman, Professor of Sociology, Erasmus University of
Rotterdam;

Dr.Go Gien Tjwan, Senior Lecturer, Institute of Modemn Asian
History, Amsterdam;

Dr. P. ]. Menburg, Senior Lecturer, Institute of Political Science,
Free University of Amstcrdam;

Dr. J. M. Pluvier, Professor of Modern Asian History, University of
Amsterdam;

The Sian Giap, Senior Lecturer, University of Leyden;

Dr. W. F. Wertheim, formet Professor of South East Asian
Sociology, University of Amsterdam; .

Dr. Benjamin White, Research Fellow Institutc of Social Studies,
The Hague.

The Editor, 25th September, 1980
Mi. Derck Davies

Far Eastern Economic Review

GPO Box 160

HONG KONG
Dear Mr. Davies,

Your article “New Title, New Sponsors” in the Septemebr 12th
REVIEW, on Tapol, the London-based group that has long cam:
paigned about Indonesian political prisoners, calls for sharp
questioning on several scores. I write with concern, as 1 know the
REVIEW as an intclligent and normally very falr comment on Far
Eastern affalrs, with a rccord of compassionate regard for human
rights. Three elements in your attack on Tapol require challenging as
Iread it:

1. You think Tapol should quit now, becausc the Indonesizn
political prisoner situation, in the words of your sub-headline, “is
no longer a problem”. One must first say that serious reasons remain
to continue a public campaign about the prisoncrsfex-prisoners. A
residual number are still held without adequate accountability;
those released are cruelly restricted in their employment and
mobility; and in the same Septemnber 12 issuc of the REVIEW Guy
Sacerdoti’s Regional Bri¢fing witnesses the Indonesian government's
continued readiness to start a new repression of political opponents.
He reports Internal Affairs Minister Amir Machmud as threatening
on September 6tF that ‘‘the government would take harsher
measures than in ‘ae past” should former members of the Com-
munist Party try to cevive their political activities.

But even apart from this remaining serious question about prisoners/
ex-prisoners, an organisation like Tapol with human rights concerns
can qujte legitimately broaden its scupe. I have long gone about
urging various very specific pressure groups 1o do exactly that, to
take a wider human rights point of view, precisely to avoid their
becoming one-sided bias-merchants such as your article complains
of. Tapol has to my knowledge, before and quite independently of
your article and the letters to its sponsors, changed its title and pro-
gramme statement, and so informed its sponsors, with an inquiry
whether they still wanted to be associated with i,

2. Much worse than your quibble about Tapol's continuance at this
stage of the saga of political imprisonment in Indonesia is the
personal attack you launch on Mrs. Carmel Budiardjo, Tapol's
secretary. '

I did not know Mss. Budiardjo during her years in Indonesia, about

which you comment, but I know and respect her and her work hgre
in London for ‘many years now. Your attack on her, besides saying
she was a Communist, which she makes no attempt to conceal,
amounts to a guilt-by-association charge linking her with Dr. Suban-
drio, There are Communists whe persecute their political opponents
and there are Communists on the receiving end of such persecution,
as in Chile or Indonesia. I have learned myself, in the course of
becoming d4s uncomfortable a critic and opponent of Communfst
as of anti-Communist oppressions, to be wary of Communist
associates in such work on one score in particular. This is that they
often incline to subordinate the human-rights or anti-oppression
stand they ostensibly take to the propaganda Interests of the Soviet
bloc. In this they do not altogether differ from their anti-Commu-
nist opponents, Of Carmel Budiardjo 1 can say, without reservation,
after knowing her work for many years now, that her integrity asa
human rights campaigner is extrenmely high. I have never known her
to exploit 2 human rights issue for propaganda value.

However, the really questionable element in your personal attack on
Mrs. Budiardjo is that you kept silent over the years on your sus-
picions, charges, gricvances against her, while she waged a campaign
with which you had sympathy. Now, when you judge (I believe
Anistakenly) that that issue is settled, you try to tear her down with
all these charges you ignored before. That has to be faulted.

3. Not your September 12th article only, but the preliminary letters
you wrote to all Tapol's sponsors amount to an anti-Tapol cam-
paign, not simply a reporting enterprise. The REVIEW has & desery-
edly hiph reputation for investigative journalism, an element for
which I 'mysell most value it, This venture, though, a campaign for
the destruction of Tapol, strays quite outside the bounds of investi-
gative’ journalism and I don’t believe it should be treated as a
journalistic initiative. The initiative i3 strictly political In effect,
your own article in the REVIEW reports on this extra-journalistic
task you haye undertaken. Is it in favour of the Indonesian govern-
ment? Do you pursue some anti-Communist vendetta? Or for what
reason do you try to destroy Tapol? I believe, as 1 have argued
sbove, that your attack is based on guite mistaken premises, and
docs a definito disservice to humanitarian concerns.

I hope you will publish this letter. I iay a clalm on an amount of
valuable space in your REVIEW, a paper I highly respect, by ‘writing
at this length. But you have already given a large measure of your
space to an articte which, although written by vourself, the Editor,
cannot be described as simply journalism but is a political campaign
on your own part. As a journalist, you now owe it to your public to
give space to the palitical rekponse.

Sincezely yours,

Raymond G. Helmick, S. 1.

8th October 1980

The Editor,

Far Eastern Economic Review,
Centre Point,

181-1.85 Gloucester Road,
HONG KONG

Dear Sir,

Derek Davies’s attack on Carmel Budiardjo and Tapol, the Rritish
pampaign far the Defence of Palitical Prisoners and Human Rights
in Indonesia (“Nc_w Title, New Sponsors” FEER 12.9.80) is scur-
rilous and nﬂgleadmg. He seems to assume that Mrs Budiardjo’s past
as a Cox.nmumst and a one-time aide to Dr. Subandrio is evidence of
insincerity in her concern for human rights in Indonesia. Why does
h'c not t¢ll his readers of her organisation’s long-standing and con-
sistent concern with the Suharto government’s non-communiss gnd
anti-communist political prisoners, the students and intellectuals
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arrested in January 1974, the Muslims and students and intellectuals
arrested in ¢arly 1968 and the people who have been jailed at
various periods and places for their involvement in ethnic and
regional movements?

Mz, Davies is concerned that the Indonesian -government be given
duc credit for releasing the 29,000 communists and pro-communists
who were till recently its long-time political prisoners. Bug is he
really arguing that the systematic violation of haman rights in Indo-
nesia has come to an end with their release? Could he deny that the
shadow of post-1965 political vengeance continues to hang over
millions of Indonesians who once had a connection with the Com-
munist Party or one of its affiliated organisation? Could he deny
that these people would be suffering still worse forms of parizhhood
if it were not for the vigilant monitoring of overseas groups like Mrs,
Budiarjo’s Tapol?

The inaccuracies in Mr. Davies's piece are many, but I will limit my-
scif to pointing to two. It is not true that Dr. Subandrio was named
head of the Revolitionary Council set up by Colonel Licutenant

Untung on 18t October 1965. Morc important, it is highly mistead-
ing to write of Untung’s attempted coup as “the bloody abortive
PK1 coup”. The question of who imstigated that coup is the subject
of a large and growing literature. Academic specialists continue to
be locked in controversy on the character of the PKI's connection
with the men who instigatcd and planned it and on the theory of
army provocation. It is irresponsible for a journalist who knows of
the existence of this scholarly controversy to write as if the Suharto
state's version of the coup {8 not seriously contested.

As I see it, the breadth of support and continuing sponsorship of
Tapol reflects the fact that the organmisation has achieved an im-
pressive reputation for accuracy, scruple and freedom from stereo-
typing generalisations.

Yours Faithfully,
Herbert Feith,

Department of Politics,
Monash University, Melbourne.

Continued frort page 1.

The process for getting a permit to move is very
complex, and often involves 4 number of visits to the
military office. As a result, some ex-tapols have had to
move before obtaining a permit. Then, when they get to
the new place, they are told they have 1o go back again
for a permit,

. Their identity cards bear special markings, distinguishing
them from other citizens. In Jakarta, the letters ET for
ex-tapol -are used; in Semarang (Central Java) code-
numbers are used (01142 for men, 01141 for women),
in North Sumatra, black cards are issued. Elsewhcre,
other, less conspicuous marks are used.

6. It is very difficult for them to get jobs. Job applications
must he accompanicd by a certificate of non-involve-
ment in the G30S/PKI, something which it i5 impossible
for them to obtain, Any enterprise or business which
employs an ex-tapol must report this to Lhe military
authoritics, so employers usually prefer to hire other
people rather than take any risks. In cases when ex-
tapols are employed, they get second<lass trcatment:
lower wages and less in natura paymenls than others
doing the same wark. Their chances of promotion are
also far worse,

7. Many ex-tapols who are entitled to pensions as former
civil servants or military personnel, having worked up to
pensionable age, now find that their pension rights have
been denied. This includes former members of Parlia-
ment or members of the Central National Committec
(KPNI) set up in the carly days of the Republic.

8. They are liable to be summoned by military authorities
and subjected to interrogations about virtually anything.
A while ago, many ex-tapols were required to answer
questionnaires from the Army.

9. It is extremely difficult (or ex-tapols to get exit visas to
go abroad.

There are other discriminations too which cause a great

deal of aggravation. They are in fact second-class citizens

even though they may have participated in the struggle for
national independence.

W

Concrete Examples

* Some ¢x-lapols who moved from Medan in North
Sumatra to Java were ordered to go all the way back 1o
Medan becausc they had not yet obtained a permit 10
move. The procedure for obtaining such permits is par-
ticularly bad in Medan.

* Medan Estate PT IX which/ mainly grows bananas is
prepared 10 take back workers who were arrested but only
at a lower wage than other workers, The ex-tapols are also
given less in natura payments such as rice and cooking oil.

* Ex-tapols who got married in Buru are required to
remain there for ten ycars, They had to sign pledges that
they would do so before they were allowed to get married.
There are about fifty ex-tapols still on Buru,

* In January this year, a group of ex-tapotls living in Sura-
baya, Fast Java managed 1o get jobs in nearby Malang. But
the military authorities in Surabaya refused them per-
mission Lo move to Mulang or {o travel Lhere every day.

* In Semarang. Cecntral Java, a well-known dalang
(shadow-play puppeteer) was relused permission to do a
performance. Many teachers have also been refused per-
mission to return to their profession.

* Therc are many doctors who have not yet been granted
permission to practise. They include Dr. Sutanti Aidit,
Dr. Sumanto, Dr. Sumiarsih and Dr. Djajus, The same
applics to lawyers such as Suprapto and Astrawinata, to
cconomists such as J. Piry, to engineers, paramedics and
people from other professions,

* In all parts of the country, ex-lapols ar¢ not allowed 1o
testify as witnesses in court because in order to do this, a
person must have a certiftcate of non-involvement,

We appeal to your humanitarian conscience to help us
secute our human rights against these inhuman acts. You
could help us to get rid of these discriminations by writing
letters to President Suharto (address: Jalan Cendana,
Jakarta). Tt is perfectly reasonable for cx—lapolg_. many of
whom were held without trial for 14 years, 1o get back
their full civil rights, and for those who are still imprisoned
ta be releascd immediatcly.

Central Java, July 1980
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“CLEAN-SWEEP” OPERATION GIVES KOPKAMTIB NEW POWERS

The Army’s security command, KOPKAMTIB, has acquired
new powers with the launching of “Clean-Sweep
Operation” early in September in the four provinces of
Jakarta, West Java, Lampung and South Sumatra. The
Operation which has led to widespread street and house-to-
house searches in Jakarta and many other places, confers
new powers upon those in charge “to amest and examine
anyone involved and to make procedural preparations for
persons to be brought before the courts”. (Tempo, 20
September 1980) In each province, the joint forces of “law
and order’” ~the Army, the Police, the Public Prosecutor’s
Office and the Regional Government—have been placed
under the command of the Army divisional commander,.
KOPKAMTIB's chief, Admiral Sudomo, described the
Operation as being to “fight crime and subversion™. Asked
why his command should now take charge of duties that
are normally handled by the police, Sudomo said: “When
crime causes casualties, this leads to unrest in society, and it
is because of this that KOPKAMTIB has stepped in.”” He

was also quoted as saying that persons found in illegal
possession of arms could be charged under the Anti-Sub-
version Act of 1963, in addition to the laws in the Criminal
Code.

Some of the “excesses” of the Operation were reported
in Tempo two weeks later (4th October 1980). In the first
eight days, more than 1,700 people had been rounded up
for not having their identity cards with them. Although
Admiral Sudomo had said that the Operation was directed
at discovering people in illegal possession of firearms, sharp
weapons, explosives and Citizen Band radios, people being
hauled in for not having their identity cards were told when
they protested: “We're only carrying out orders. Save your
protests till you meet our officers.” One lawyer, Albert
Hasibuan has pointed out that failure to carry one’s
identity card was only an administrative mistake, not a’
matter for the police, Another lawyer, Yap Thiam Hien was
quoted by Tempo as saying: “The medicine is worse than
the illness!™

ARMED TROOPS DISRUPT MOSQUE SERVICES

For the first time in Indonesia’s history, armed troops have
disrupted mosque prayers, censored sermons and amested
praying Muslims. The incidents, which have aroused wide-
spread indignation among the country’s Muslims, occurred
on Lebaran, which this year fell on 12th August, the Holy
Day which ends the Ramadhan fasting month.

The worst incident occuzred at a large mosque in
Jatinegara, a suburb of Jakarta, where the preacher, A, M.
Fatwa was denied permission to preach. He had refused to
comply with an order from Alamsyah, the Minister for
Religious Affairs, requiring all sermons to be submitted for
official approval. The mosque committee was then pre-
vailed upon to replace him by a preacher from the Army’s
“spiritual affairs” division. When the Army man rose to
preach, he was shouted down by the 18,000-strong congre-
gation calling for Fatwa. When many people tried to throng
the rostrum, troops who were present in considerable
numbers held them back, firing rifles into the air. (Tempo,
23 August 1980}

Another preacher prevented from preaching was
Sjarifuddin, who was once Prime Minister. He too had
originally refused to submit his text for approval. When he
did submit it, the Army.refused him permission to deliver
it, claiming that it was “80% concerned with politics”. He
woke up on Lebaran morning to find his front drive
blocked by a tank, preventing him from going to the
mosque.

Arrests
A number of arrests were also made on lLebaran. Bung
Tomo, a well-known Muslim leader was taken into custody
for a few days, The secretaries of Ali Sadikin, former
Governor of Jakarta, and General Nasution were also
arrested,

Anwar Haryono, a Muslim leader intervicwed by Radio

Nederland (16 August 1980) declared that after curtailing
academic and press freedoms, the military regime was now
intent upon curtailing religious freedoms. It was the first
time ever, he said, that people had been forcibly removed
from mosques. Nor had preachers ever previously been
required to submit sermon texts for official approval.

The Dutch daily, NRC Handelsblad (15 August 1980)
sees these incidents as the beginning of a “cold war”
between Muslims and the military, “The Armed Forces
regard a powerful Islamic party as a serious threat, and they
have a strong interest in destroying the forces of Islam in
Indonesia before the next general elections in 1982.”

MUSLIMS ARRESTED IN WEST JAVA

A number of Muslims have been arrested in Sawangan, a
village in the Bogor Kebupatan of West Java. They are
accused of “conspiring to set up an Islarnic state”. But
Tempo (30th August 1980) reports that the arrests
followed cfforts by local Muslim leaders to unify different
social and political groups in the village by holding joint
Koran-reading sessions. This was opposed by the local
GOLKAR representative on the Bogor Regional Assembly
who claimed that it was inspired by “ulterior motives”.

The resulting conflict in the village which is entirely
inhabited by Muslims became so serious that many people
were afraid to attend regular mosque services. In the last
week of July, five people were arrested and twenty others
went in to hiding. They had all been served with
summonses which made reference to the Anti-Subversion
Law of 1963. (Pelita, 9 August 1980)

A Muslim member of Parliament who met representa-
tives from Sawangan in Jakarta said that the government’s
allegation that efforts were being‘made to set up an Islamic
state was reminiscent of the claim made a few years ago
about the existence of a “Jihad (Holy War) Command™
Such fabrications can be expected to precede generai
elections, he said. (Tempo, 30th August 1980)
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THE “TRIAL” OF D. N. AIDIT

D. N. Aidit was Chairman of the Communist Party of Indonesia (PKI), After the October 1965 events, he
weht to Central Java where he later disappeared, There has never been any official explanation of what
happened to him, During a number of political trials, defence lawyers have asked for him to be called as a
wiiness, but have usually heen told this cannot be done “for technical reasons”,

The following article appeared in Kompas Minggu on Sth October 1980, under the title, “*Use a Thief to
Catch a Thief”. The writer of the article was not named.

For two months, the IVth infantry Brigade of Kostrad,!
under the command of Colonel Yasir Hadiboroto, had been
stationed in Kisaran for the Dwikora.2 This was the brigade
that was to be air-dropped into Malaysia and Singapore. But
by October 1965, nothing had yet happencd. The troops
spent their days exercising and were kept in a state of
combat readiness.

On 2nd October Col. Yasir was informed about the
murder ©fs the generals in Jakarta. With the assistance of
Daryatmo, Commander of the Bukit Barisan (North
Sumatra) Division, (now chaitman of Parliament and the
People’s Consultative Asscmbly), he found a ship to trans-
port his troops back to Java. This ship, says Yasir (now
governor of Lampung), flew the Panamanian flag. He had
no idea who owned it but ali the troaps in the two battal-
ions, E and G, under his command were able to get on
board and they set sail, escorted by two British warships.

It was not until the ship had reached Jakarta Bay, near
Tanjung Priok, that the British ships left them. I don’t
know why these British ships escorted us, says Yasir, nor do
I know whether it was because of the presence of these
British warships that Police patrol boats intercepted us and
refused to allow us to land the troops. But cventually, |
together with three of my men were able to come ashore in
Tanjung Priok. The troops remained on board. The harbour
was deserted, Fortunately, Yasir found a jeep. He didn’t
know who it belonged to, but the four of them used it to
drive to Kostrad headquarters in Merdeka Square East.

Deal With Them Alll

After arrivirig at headquarters, he went straight to report to
Major-General Suharto (now Indomesia’s President) who
was Commander of Kostrad, After he had reported, he was
asked: “Where were you at the time of the PKI Madiun
rebellion in 19482~

“I had just moved from West Java. My company was
ordered to confront three communist battalions in
Wonosobo”, answered Yasir.

“The people rebelling today are the offspring of the
Madium PKI. Go and deal with them all (bereskan itu
semua).3 D.N. Aidit is in Central Java. Take your tropps
there”, ordered the Kostrad commander.

*Ready to carry out your arder!” replied. Yasir,

Then he met Lieutenant-Colonel Suprapto, Assistant [1
(Operations) of Kostrad who asked him: “Do you need
anything?:

“Go and tell my troops to sail to Semarang. I'll go by
land”, replied Yasir,

“Who should I give the order to?" asked Suprapta,

“Major Dullah”, replied Yasir, “And one thing more,

Please return the jeep { found to Tanjung Priok. I don’t
know who it belongs to. I just took it.”

“Okay. Use my jeep to go to Semarang. And here’s
something to keep you safc.” The Assistant II gave him
two sets of ribbons, some red and some white, “If you en-
counter troops wearing white ribbons, wear these white
ones. If you encounter troops wearing red ribbons, wear the
red ones. Do this and .you’ll reach your destination safely,”

With little further ado, Col. Yasir left Jakarta together
with his three officers. Before leaving they went to Senea
Market to get some food. For the three days on board, they
hadn’t caten any rice. The only food on board the Panama-
nian ship was fruit, so the troops had lived on a diet of fruit
for three days.

The red and white ribbens from Lt.-Col. Suprapto did
indeed ensure their safety. When they reached Semarang,
the city looked very quiet. Things were also very quiet at
Central Java divisional headquarters. The only scldiets
hanging about were RPKAD# officers whe had arrived
earlier. Yasir went straight to Semarang Harbour; there too
everything was quiet. The ship had arrived but couldn’t
dock, so the troops were still on board. They found some
coolies and with the help of a few boats, the two battal-
ions were cventually able to land. By this rime, it was 13th
October 1965.

The next day, Col, Yasir was called by Suryo Sumpeno,
Commander of the Diponegoro (Central Java) Divison, who
told him that Kostrad’s Battalion F which had not gone
with him to Kisaran and was in Gombong, had been given
orders to start operations in Klaten, With Battalion F in
Klaten, Yasir was told ro take his two battalions io Solo.
RPKAD troops had alréady arrived there t00. Yasir took
one of his battalions to Solo and placed the other one in
the border region with Madjun.

A week later, discussions were held to coordinate things
with RPKAD, Till then, there had been no coordination.
The discussions resulted in an agreement to divide areas of
operation., A KKO (Marine Corps) battalion had arrived in
the region following Yasir’s balttalion, so there were now
the following troops in Central Java: one Kostrad brigade,
two RPKAD battalions and one KKO battalion. According
to the agreement worked out, RPKAD would operate in
Jogjakarta and Kedu, the KKO battalion would operate in
Banyurnas, and the Kostrad troops would operate in the
whole region from Solo to Pati. All operations were
directed at annihilating the PKI,

Use a Thief to Catch a Thief ‘
During the operations to crush the PKI, Col. Yasir constantly
remembered his order from the commander of Kostrad:

TAPOL Bulletin No 41/42 September/November 1980 11


http://time.it










' TRUBUS, WHERE ARE YOU?

Trubus, a leading Indonesian sculptor, whose works still adorn many public places in Jakarta, disappeared shortly after his

arrest in 1965. (See TAPOL Bulletin No, 38),

Trubus, Dimana Engkau? (Trubus, Where are you?) is a book which relates the plight of his family as seen through the
eyes of his second eldest daughter, Daryati. The following are two extracts.

(Trubus left home in Jogjakaria early in October 1965 as
killings and mass arrests rapidly spread. His pregnant wife
and nine children left Jogja for Wates to stay with relatives.
Soon afterwards, she was arrested as a hostuge, and the
children were ordered by the Army to return to their home
in Jogja in the hope that Trubus would reveal his where-
abouts by trying to contact them, One day, Daryati went to
a local government office to apply for permission to visit
her mother after reading about the birth of her baby sister
in a local newspaper. At the office, she unexpectedly met
her father who had apparently just been arrested, They
spoke to each other briefly, then she left 1o visit her
mother. She never saw him again.)

SOME OF FATHER'S BELONGINGS ARE RETURNED

As I have said, 1 never knew whal the date was, Bul this
happeried not long after 1 had met Father at the
kecamatan,1 Possibly the second or third week of Decem-
ber. The chief of our hamlet came to the house with a
letter from Kodim.2 It was a summons for me to repart to
the kecamatan at nine the next morning,

“What for?”

“T don’t know”, he replied. “T'm just acting on the
orders of the lurah.”3

My sisters and brothers crowded round me, tears stream-
ing down their fdaces. They, like me, remembered the time
whent Mother was arrested. She too had been summoned té
give some information only “for a while”,

“mBak,”¥ they all said, speaking at once. But none of
them could continue.

“It’s nothing, Don't worry, BulikS Ni will be here with
you.” I was astonished at my own fortitude. But my tears
had already dried up completely.

The following day, I arrived at the kecamatan a few
minutes before the appointed time of nine o’clock. When a
kodim officer greetéd me at the front door, my heart
began to pound. But like feet that had already crossed
down into an abyss, there was no turning back. [ handed
him the summons I was holding. He examined it for a
moment, and then took it into the Camat.6 leaving me
standing in the doorway. I could see the Camat inside,
sitting down, with a second lieutenant sitting next to him,
and other civilian and military officials of the kecamatan.

T was called in to appear before the Camat. He checked
everything mentioned in the sumumons, asking me questions
on each point. Then I was told to wait out in the porch.
There were a few benches, Tired of sitting, [ stood up. Fed

up with standing, I walked up and down. As the time
passed, it seemed to drag more and more slowly, My
stomach began to rumble; I'd only had a cup of hot tea
before leaving home, Worms inside began to writhe, and
nothing could stop the aching. It smarted. [ was hungry.
And so, [ thought, were my sisters and brothers at home.
When 1 left that morning, there was not even a small tin of
rice. T only hoped that Bulik Ni had managed somehow to
cook them some porridge.

“Daryati!” A voice from inside called out.

At last, whatever | was wauiting for had now come. |
went in without the slightest flutter;in my heart. It was
2.30 by the electric clock on the wall which [ saw as |
entered,

“Sit down!” ordered the Camat,

I sat down. The prospect that I was perhaps gaing to be
arrested didn’t frighten me at all. On the contrary, it had
opened up a new and attractive possibility: they might put
me together with Mother, or peghaps with Father . . .

“Are you the daughter of Trubus?” The question
quickly brought me back to the present,

“Yes, I am.”

A plastic bag was put on the table, in front of us. There
were a few things inside, wrapped up in paper.

“If what you say is true, I shall give you the things in
this, bag”, said the Camar. “But first, | must check it, Are
you willing to answer some questions?”

“Yes, [am.”

“Can you remember”, he said, his hand groping round
inside the bag, “what did your father have with him when
he was arrested?”

*“Oh, several things”, I replied. “Some rings. A wedding
ring and a ring with a stone.”

“Where did he buy them, and when?”

1 made up some answers to these stupid questions. But
whatever I said seemed to satisfy him and zll the others.

“How heavy was the ring with the stone?” He showed it
to me, hiding the stone with his finger and thumb.

My answer seemed to correspond with his notes.

“What kind of stone is it?”

Again they were satisfied.

“Good”, said the Camat. He uncovered the two rings,
the wedding ring and the ring with the stone, and put them
on the table where 1 could see them.

“What else was there?”” he went on.

“A Titus watch”, I replied, and without waiting for any
more stupid questions, I ratiled off everything I knew
about the watch. And so too with the other dhings, after
we had finished with the watch. The ten thousand rupiahs
were there too, the money Father told me about in a
whisper when we mect a few weeks bhefore.
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tance away; he couldn’t bear to get any closer.

Mother’s argument with the officer was eventually re-
solved, She knew that her breasts were empty. And if she
was to die, there was no reason why the baby should die
with her.

When Mother was released, my baby sister was nearly
seven months old. She was fat and healthy, and had wavy
hair and big, round eyes, just like Father’s. Sri Lestari, as
she was called, had become Uncle’s child, When I had met
Father at the kecamatan, he had forgotten to give her a
name, and I had forgotten to ask him for one,

“Trubus has been arrested.” This is what Mother was
told when she was summoned by an officer to come and
sign her release document, “It means that you can go
home ...”

“Where {5 my husband?” asked Mother after signing the
document,

“I don’t know. That’s not within my competence”,
he answered. “You can probably make enquiries at the
Kodim or kecamatan in Pakem.”

te said goodbye, and then another officer accompanied
her out of the office to the prison gate. On the way out, she
stopped for 2 moment and looked round to say goodbye
to the soldier in a red beret standing on guard. But all of a
sudden, the soldier addressed her with words that stung her
10 the core.

“Trubus has been found. He’s been dimangkubumi’? he
said without any expression.

“What does it mean, dimangkubwmni?’ asked Mother,
abandoning her intention to say goodbye.

“Dimangkubumi? It means, well . . . dimangkubumi” he
replied with a sick grin-on his face as he shut the gate
behind her,

And that was how they bade [arcwell to a woman who
had been held as a hostage which by definition means that
the person is completely innocent.

Mother walked away from the prison gate which was
now closed tight. The memory of that moment stood out in
her mind: the soldier wearing a red beret, the sick grin on
his face, and the stinging words he had uttered: “Trubus
has been dimangkubumi”. .

Behind those walls, the prisons are full of secrets.
Beyond the walls, there are many sccrets too, but there is a
modicum of [reedom to seck the truth from beneath the
mountain of sccrets. My Mother, my sisters and brothers
and I will not stop looking for Father. Trubus, where are
you?

Footnotes

1. kecamaran: the sub-district leve] of government, As used here, it
means the of fice of the kecamatan.

2. kodim: Army command for the region equivalent to the
kecamatan.

3. lurak: village chief.

4. mBuk: term of addrcss tor an older sistes.

5. Bulik: term of address for an aunt who is younger than the parent
whose sister she is.

6. camat: chicf executive of the kecamatan,

7. dimangkubumi: this word is typical of the linguistic perversions
created by Army personnel as euphemisms, /me)mangku mecans
to place on one’s lap; bumi means earth; dimangkubumi is there-
fore intended to convey the meaning of “‘buried™.

LEGAL AID DRAFT LAW REJECTED

Indonesian lawyers are strongly opposed to the draft law on
legal aid which was recently submitted to Parliament by the
government. (The law would among other things prevent
lawyers from discussing legal matters in the press. See
TAPOL Bulletin No. 40.)

The decision to reject the law was taken at this year’s
national conference of Peradin (Indonesian Lawyers’ Asso-
ciation), Reporting this, Sinar Harapan (8th September
1980) states that it was pointed out during the conference
that as much as 30 per cent of news now being reported in
the Indonesian press concerns questions of law and justice.
Almost every day, lawyers are being asked for their
opinions about such questions, This shows that public
awareness about law and people’s rights is far greater now
than it has ever been.

This is not to say that the principle of law as the basis of
the state has been realised. But people, including those of
the very lowest social status, are becoming conscious of
their rights. They are not prepared to accept the way they
are treated by people in power. When their rights are
abused, they take their complaints to the press or 1o
members of pational and regional assemblies. They
frequently seek help from legal aid organisations or pro-
fessional lawyers so that their problems can be taken to
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court so as to challenge government officials wiio behave in
ways contrary to the law.

Peradin does not agree that alaw on legal aid is required
at all, but would favour the introduction of a law on the
legal profession as a whole.

1

INTEGRATION NEVER!

EAST TIMOR’S STRUGGLE
AGAINST INDONESIAN
AGGRESSION

A BCIET PUBLICATION

A new pamphlet published by the British Campaign (of an Indepen-
dent East Timor. Place your otders with: BCIET, 40 Concannon Rd,
London SW2. Price: Only 20 pence per copy, plus postage: LSp, or
25p overseas (aix).

e
17



BOOK REVIEW

PRAMOEDYA'’S FIRST BURU NOVEL IS PUBLISHED

Bumi Manusia (The Earth of Humankind—provisional
translation) by Pramoedya Ananta Toer, 340 pp. paper-
back. Published by Hasta Mitra, Jakarta-Amsterdam, 1980.
Price Rp. 2,700.

Editor’s Note:

Shortly after the publication of Bumi Manusia, the
directors of the Hasta Mitra Publishing Company were
summoned to ‘the Attorney-General’s Office for interro-
gation three times.

There is no law requiring publishers to obtain per-
mission for the publication of books. However, on a num-
ber of occasions recently, the authorities have banped
books or issued orders for distribution to cease.There is no
indication yet whether either step is being contemplated in
the case of Bumi Manusia. .

Meanwhile, the first 10,000 copies printed were sold out
within a few days of publication. A second impression is
now in preparation.

*

“In a single blow, Pramedya has, with this novel, shaken
Indonesian literature out of its paralysis, its self-centred
interest in technical innovation, its twisted emphasis on
personal dilemma .and meaningless characters, its isol-
ation from buming social problems, its decline into
cheap, vulgar pop-fiction.”

Thus wrote Kompas (29 August 1980) in a review of Bumi
Manusia, the first of Pramoedya Ananta Toer’s Buru manu-
scripts to be published. The comment is typical of the
enthusiastic Indonesian press reviews that have greeted the
appearance of this masterly novel written during the last
4 years of Pramoedya’s 14-year long detention as a political
prisoner. In all he wrote eight fulllength Buru manu-
scripts, plus essays and encyclopaedia entries.

At the end o” Bumi Manusia, Pramoedya gives two dates
for its creation: “Told orally in 1973. Written down in
1975.” In 1973, he was still forbidden to write, a prohibit-
ion strictly enforced for all political prisoners ever since
1965. Pramoedya recently explained that from 1971 to
1973, he and a small group of Buru tapols were held in
isolation from other Buru prisoners (something he was
never able to tell visiting journalists who were allowed to
interview him during the time). As a way of keeping each
others’ spirits up, he would spend the evenings telling his
fellow prisoners stories, he had been planning to write for
many years, not knowing whether he would ever be able to
do so. Bumi Manusia was one of the stories he told, later to
be retold to other Buru prisoners by those who had heard it
from him.

It was during a visit to Buru at the end of 1973 that
General Sumitro, then the comnmander of KOPKAMTIB,

decided to single Pramoedya out for a very special ‘privi-
lege’: he alone was to be allowed to write. The gesture was
clearly intended to impress international public opinion,
for Pram had always been Indonesia’s best-known tapol.
He began writing in 1974 on an old, broken type-writer
mended by friends (the machine promised by Sumitro
never turned up) and helped by fellow-prisoners who under-
took to care for his sustenance.

Bumi Manusix is the ficst volume of a four-volume work
which will cover the years 1898 to 1918 (the other three
volumes are expected to appear soon), This was a period
when fundamental political, economic and social changes
were taking place in the Dutch East Indies, These were
years of awakening national consciousness, when the anti-
colonial struggle was beginning to take root.

The novel describes 2 mood of growing opposition to
feudal traditions and colonial laws which both served to
keep the “natives”, or pribumi in a state of abject subju-
gation. The romance which unfolds takes place against the
background of conflict between Javanese feudal values and

BUMI MAN USIA BANNED IN SCHOOLS
AND UNIVERSITIES?

A circular sent on 27th September to all education
authorities, including universities, by the Secretary-
General of the Education Department has prohibited
the purchase and use of Bumi Manusia. All copies
already acquired, including those in libraries, must be
surrendered to the aunthorities, The circular declares !
that Bumi Manusia has been “examined” by the
authorities who have *“found it to contain the
concept of class conflict”. Although the book has
already been circulated, “it has now been banned by
the Attorney-General”, claims the circular,

But a statement issued on 17th October by the
Hasta Mitra Publishing Company declares that they
have received no notification of any ban by the
Attorney-General, and stresses that the 27th Septem- |
ber circular is without legal foundation. “The .
Attorney-General's Office is now studying the book
and has not yet taken a final decision. Our most
recent information from the Attorney-General’s
Office is that Bumi Manusia is now being handled
directly by KOPKAMTIB,” the statement says. It
| also quotes Vice-President Adam Malik as saying he

believes that the entire ‘younger generation should be
i encouraged to read Bumi Manusia in order to appre-
ciate how their parents and grandparents faced up to
colonialism. “The Vice-President has urged us to dis.
seminate Bumi Manusia as widely as possible” declare
the publishers.
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CENSORSHIP OF FOREIGN MEDIA INTENSIFIED

Since the Beginning of September, all news agencies in
Indonesia receiving wire services from international agencies
such as UPI, Reuters, AP and AFP have been prevented
from reproducing reports about Indonesia published in
cther countries, Equipment to sift out such reports and ex-
clude them from being transcribed has been installed on all
telex machines operated by foreign news agency offices in
Jakarta.

The chief editor of Antara, Indonesia’s national news
agency, believes there is every justification for such a
measure, “Indonesia has plenty of good media of its own to
‘write about Indonesia”, he said, according to Tempo (27th
September 1980). “The way they write is frequently not
suitable for the Indonesian climate.”

Tempo also quotes an Information Ministry source as
complaining that foreign journalists frequently base their
“negative, inaccurate” reports on non-government sources.
But Guy Sacerdoti, the correspondent in Jakarta for the
Far Eastern Economic Review, told Tempo: “We often
have greac difficulty getting interviews with government
officials.”” He regretted that foreign journalists were some-
times excluded from press conferences and so had to obtain
their information secondhand.

Awerican Journalist Told to Leave

Paul Zach, a freelance American journalist who has been
working in Jakarta for two years, was ordered to leave
Indonesia immediately because his articles are considered to
have been aimed at discrediting Indonesia, according to an
AFP report quoted by Merdeka (11th September 1980). An

official was quoted as saying that his articles contain “more

scnsation than facts™.

Zach writes for a number of US news outlets, including
the American Broadcasting Company, the Washington Post,
McGraw Hill and the British news agency, Reuters,

It is understood that his expulsion was precipitated by
an article he wrotc for Washington Post which described the
corrupt business practices of Mrs. Suharto, wife of the
Indonesian president,

ABC Journalist Refused Work Permit in Singapore

Warwick Beutler, the Australian radio journalist v o
headed the ABC’s team of reporters in Indonesia until his
expulsion earlier this year, has now been refused per-
mission to work in Singapore. He went to Singapore three
months ago and was reporting on Indonesla from there
until the Singapore authorities refused to grant him a work
permit, It is widely belicved that this followed pressure
from Indonesia. Australian journalists fear that ajl member
countries of ASEAN may be closing ranks to prevent
journalists not wanted in one ASEAN country from opera-
ting in any of the others.

“ALL THE PRESIDENT’S MEIN™ BAI\NED IN

INDONESIA

The Hollywood film, “All The President’s Men”, f‘eaturmgJ

Robert Redford and l)ustm Hoffman as the Joumahsts who
lexposed the Walergate scandal, has been banned from being

thown in Indonesia. It was to have been screened during
n American film festival held in Jakacta in Seplember

(Winscheter Courant, 4 September, 1980.)

|

Contiruted from page 19

to inherit her own share of the legacy. Nyai Ontosoroh.on
the other hand is subject to “pribumi” law and is moreover
an unmarried mother, which leaves her without any claim
on the wealth she helped to accumulate and the daughter to
whom she had given birth. Faced with an impregnable legal
blockade, she urges Minke to join her in seeking other
forms of struggle.

Pramoedya has repeatedly stressed that the conditions
under which he wrote the book made it impossible for him
to check historical facts, But, as he also said, he has written
a novel, not a history book, and it would be wrong to fault
him for any historical inaccuracics. Far more important to
the reader is this portrayal of a society riven by contra-
dictions which bring untold human tragedy in their wake
and which strengthen the hand of colonialism. His
comment on Javanese society is frequently bitter, but it is
a society he knows intimately and is in a very good position
to judge.

Shining through the novel is his strong concern about
women, and his determination to expose the disregard and
injustice with which they are almost universally treated.

Perhaps the most ring example of this is the detailed
account, given by one of the women brought from the
brothel to testify in the murder irial, of the dehumanising
exploitation of prostitutes by brothel-keepers. But the
point is most poignantly made in the description of the
Nyai’s own thoughts as she watches Annelies being taken
from her. She who never forgave her father for selling her
off as a concubine nor her mother for doing nothing to
prevent this, suddenly realises that her mother, watching a
sunflar event years before, must have felt just as pOWerless
and just as grief-stricken.

Pramoedya is a wriler with a great talent for story-
telling and his book will be very readable even to the most
unsophisticated of readers. He draws his characters with
enormous conviction and clarity, and spares his readers
nothing in his determination to depict without any coo-
cealment the reality he sets out to create. Those who
cannot read Indonesizn will have to wait a while for
English. French and Dutch translations that Rave been
promised, Those who can must surely be eagerly awaiting
the publication of the other three volumes, The sooner they
all appear, the better.
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SIX JENGGAWAH PEASANT DEFENDANTS FOUND GUILTY

Six of the seven peasant defendants tried in connection
with the Jand dispute that crupted in Jenggawah, East Java
last July (sce TAPOL Bulletin, No. 36, October 1980) have
been found guilty and given suspcnded sentences. They
were also ordered to pay costs. The seventh man was
acquitted:

“Illegal” Meetings were “Political”

Five of the sentenced men were found guilty of holding
iflegal meetings--meetings held without official permission
—and were thereforc dcemed to have violated the 1963
Anti-Subversion Iaw. The sixth man was found guilty of
compelling officials to release two peasants being held in
custody, and of using the threat of force to sccure their
release. This verdict was also based on the Antj-Subversion
Law, in conjunction with articles in the Criminal Code. The
first five men received suspended sentences of one month
each, while the sixth man was given a suspended sentence
of three months.

The judges upheld the contention of the prosecution
that the Anti-Subversion Act was applicable in the casc of
the illegal meetings held by the defendants since they had
been held “for political purposes™, as defined in Article 1 of
the law. They rejecied the defence argument that the

-meetings did not constitute “political acts”. (Scurce:
Kompas 27th August 1980).

593 Land Disputes,in {979

Defence lawyers, pleading on behalf of their clients before
the verdicts were announced, urged the court to rccognise
the critical importance of land to all peasants. Numerous
land disputes had occurred in Indonesia over the years,
culminating in a record 593 disputes during the course of
1979, most of which had occurred in Java and North
Sumatra. It was wrong, defence counsel argued, to separate
the lepal aspects of such disputes from the social and
cultural aspects, They also argued strongly against the claim
being made by the prosccution that the defendants could
be charged an the basis of the 1963 Anti-Subversion Law.
By so doing, the prosccution were turning the actions of
the peasants intc “political crimes”. Nor was it correct to
use articles of the Criminal Code to charge the defendants
with pressing for the release of their colleagues from
custody. On the contrary, their actions had been directed
towards ensuring that the laws in force should not be vio-
fated (by those who had arrested the peasants).

The defence counsel also argued that if such charges
were to be levelled, then the courts should be consistent
and make them against thc persons who had caused the dis-
pute in the first place, rather than bringing before court
peasants who had only acted in response.

Land Reform Law Violated
Each of the defendants also spoke in their own defence.
One pointed out that the method of land re-distribution

which had been imposed on the peasants in Jenggawah by
the No. 27 State Plantation Company was in contravention
of the provisions of the 1960 Land Reform Law which set a
maximum size on land-holdings of two hectares, not the
0.3 hectares fixed by the Company. Another defendant
argued that il was quite unfair (o bring him and his col-
leagucs before court whilst the village officials, security
officers and cmployces of Company 27 who had beaten the
peasants, tried to blackmail them and committed other
criminal offences were allowed to go scot {ree. Another
defendant strongly denied that the meetings they had held
were “illegal” nor had they been held for political purposes.

All hearings throughout the trial were atteaded by large
crowds, inside and outside the courtroom. The crows
remaincd to the end, even when one hearing, at which the
defence statements were present, lasted beyond midnight.
(Source: Kompas 21st August 1980.)

WEST IRIAN:

5 KILLED, 15 ARRESTED AFTER
W. PAPUA FLAG HOISTED

Five Papuans were killed, threc were injured and fifteen
were arresied on 21 July last when Indonesian troops
raided villages in the district of Abepura, West Irian. The
incident followed a successful attempt by Papuans the day
before to penctrate into Senlani where they unfurled the
West Papua flag, much to the enthusiastic welcome of the
local population.

Sentani is thc place where the mmain airport in the
province is located, just outside the capital of Jayapura.

Reporting this incident, the Papua New Guinca daily
Wantok said that Indonesian troops in Sentani had been
caught unawares and were fast asleep at the time. As soor
as they werc woken, they grabbed weapons and left imme-
djately for Abepura where the raid took place. Many
villagers fled into the jungle. The fiftecen people arrested
werc taken to Dok V' prison, a special place of detention
for both men and women who' are in opposition to con-

tinuec; Indonesian rule in West Irian. (Wantok, 23rd August,
1980.

Six Women Arrested for Pulling down Indonesian Flag

Meanwhile, the Jakarta daily, Merdeka reported on 22nd
August 1980 that on 21st July, a group of six women suc-
ceeded in pulling down the Indonesian flag flying over the
provincial governor’s residence in Jayapura and replacing it
with the flag of West Papua. The source of this report, says
Merdeka, was an official who had recently amived in
Jakarta from Jayapura but who did not wish to reveal his/
her identity. '

The West Papua flag only remained aloft for a few
minutes before being hauled down. The six women were
arrested and “‘arc now under intensive investigation in the
hands of the XVIIIth (Cendrawasih) Division®.
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| “PETITION-OF-50" SIGNATORIES LOSE UNIVERSITY JOBS

Several of the signatories of the “Petition-of-50" have lost
their jobs at universities, either through dismissal in the case
of one person working for a state university or through
enforced resignations in the case of ot‘ners working at
privatc universities.

The most bitterly contested case involved Chris Siner
Key Timu, head of the Busgeau for Student Affairs at the
Catholic Atma Jaya University. In July, Dr.K.S. Gani
Rector .of the university, was summoned to the Education
Ministey and told by Daud Jusuf, the Minister, that the
government would stop further subsidies if Chris Siner was
not dismissed. The Rector insisted that he had no power to
dismiss a university official for political reasons. “Chris
Siner signed the Petition not on behalf of the university

t in his personal capucity. He was exercising his rights as
« citizen™, he told Tempo, (13 Scptember 1980).

It was only after the university was officially notified by
a senior official of the Education Ministry that further
subsidies would stop if no action was taken that Chris Siner
himself announced that he would be resigning “‘in the
interests of the university”. But following the resignation,
the Rector still insisted that Chris Siner though no longer
head of the Student Affajrs Bureau, would remain on the
unjversity staff, “If he is forced to leave the staff atto-
gether, then I will resign as Rector™, he sajd.

The Islamic university TAIN (Jakarta) has apparently
been under similar pressures, as two lecturers, both signa-
tories of the Petition, have recently announced that they
would no longer be serving as lecturcrs. They arc Dr,
Kasman Singodimedjo and IJr. Anwar Harjono. The univer-
sity rector gave the impression that there had becn no move
to prevent them from lecturing but that they had resigned.
On the other hand, Dr. Kasman said he had no intention of
resigning, “but efforls were made to force me to do s0”,

The other casualty of this officially-inspired discrimina-
tion is Dr. Judil Hery who lost his job at the Public Health
Institute of the Medical Faculty of the University of Indo-
nesla, the state university in Jakarta. Dr, Judil was a student
leader in January 1974 and spent several months in prison
then, after the crack-down against the student movement.
He was a signatory of the “Petition-of-50™. The only
reason given for his dismissal, which was signed by the
Secretary-Gencral of the Ministry of Education, was
“redundancy”. “Why don't they say that I have been dis-
missed becausc 1 signed the Petition? Only recently, it was
decided that the section for which 1 worked was sulfering
from a shortage of pcrsonnel”, he said. (Source: Tempo,
13th September 1980.)

STUDENTS INJURED WHEN TROOPS
BREAK UP UNIVERSITY MEETING

A number of students werc injured on 25th October
when they tried 1o prevent soldicrs from breaking up
a meeting being held on the campus of the University
of Indoncsid in Jakarta. The mecting was to have been
addressed by General Nasution, one of the signatories
of the “Petition-of-50”, but had to be abandoned
after the raid by armed troops.

Within hours of the incident, editors of Indonesian
newspapers were being told not to publish anything
about it, (Far Eastern Economic Review, 3lst
QOclober 1980.)

DGI CALLS FOR AMNESTY

The Grand Assembly' of the Indonesian Council of
Churches (DGI), meeting in July this yar, called for an
amnesty for all tried political prisoners who are still being
held. It also urged the government to restore pension rights
to released political prisoners who are bemg denied the
pensions to which they are entitled.

The Section of the Assembly at which these matters
were discussed also heard an appeal from a church minister
from West Irien urging that the hundreds of people now in
detention in that province for alleged support for or sym-
pathy with the Free Papua Movenient (OPM) should be
regarded as political prisoners. Ilowever, this point was not
included in the Section's final report.

The Dutch missionary journal, Hervormnd Nederland
(11/10/80), reporting the results of the Grand Assemnbly,
stated ‘that for “lactical reasons”, demands concerning

‘Come”,

political prisoners and other ‘sensitive’ problems were kept
out of the Grand Assembly’s 'inal Resolution and rélegated
1o the reports issued by the Seclions.

DGI kmposes Its Own Censorship
The Assembly, held under the slogan “Thy Kingdom
was held in conditons of lavish and expensive
spectacle. CCA News (August 1980), the bulletin of the
Christain Conference of Asia, regional organisation of the
World Council of Churches, said that at the opening
ceremony, ‘“‘there were masseqd choirs, several thousand
strong, in resplendent array . . .a spectacular pyroteghnic
display . . .illuminated [by] a huge cross made of steel . . .”
Nol everyone present was happy about the extrava-
ganza. Onc delegate, Dr. Fridolin Ukur, who works on the
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