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British Campaign for the

Release of Indonesian Political Prisoners

TAPOQL Bulletin No 29

August 1978

The Releases: An Assessment

In past issues of the Bulletin, we have reported in detail the
release plan announced several years ago by KOPKAMTIS,
the Army’s Security Command in charge of political im-
prisonment, and have followed as closely as possible the im-
plementation of this plan.

The following statement summarises our assessment of the
plan and tts implementation to date and enumerates the ob-
jectives which need ro be pursued.

The Indonesian Governmient’s release plan, announced in December
19776, which promiscd the ‘release or trial’ of all political prisoners
{the socalled G308/PK! detainees atrested in connectson with the
1965 events) by the end of 1979, represcnts 8 marked improvement
in the political prisoner situation in Indonesia. But coming as it did
at a time of growing worldwide concem about human rights vio-
tations which, in Indanesia’s case, coutd materially affect its chances
of obtaining desperately needed military and economic aid from the
West, it is clearly an attempi 1o, mollify international criticisms
while at the same {ime distracting attention from other grave human
rights violations, notably the atrocities being perpetrated by Indo-
nesian troops in East Timor and West Irian as well as the repression
of present-day opponents of government policies.

1t should be stressed moreover that since the government has now
conceded that all tapols with the exception of those in the A<ate-
pory (those awaiting trial) are to be released, it is inexcusable for the
government 1o keep them in detention any longer. Most of them
have already spent nearly 13 years in detention without trial.

The release plan pledged the release of just under 30,000 B-cate-
gory prisoners phased over three years: 10,000 in 1977, 10,000 in
1978 and “‘the rest™ in 1979. B-category prisoners are those defined
as persons “‘known to be guilty™ of involvement in the 1965 events
but regarding whom there is insufficient evidence for a trial. Until

" the announcement of the new policy, they were designated as being
too dangerous to release.

On 20 December 1977, KOPKAMTIB announced the reicase of
10,000 tapols. In July this year, it announced that the 10,000 re-
leases scheduled for 1978 would be phased. On 20 May, the release
of 265 tapols was announced in Bandung, West Java, and on 26 July
a further 3,921 releascs were teported to have taken place in a
number of regions throughout the country. The remaining 6,000
tapols due for release this year reportedly include 4,000 from Buru,

Correction

The last TAPOL Bulletin issued in June 1978 was incorrectly num-
bered as No 27. We apologise for any confusion this may have
caused.

and will be released in two further stages, 2,000 in October and
4,000 in December.

For an assessment of the significance of these releases and the
reliability of the government’s promises, wc nced (o examinc several
aspects:

1. Numbets: It is crucial to assess the accuracy of overall govern-
ment figures, on the basis of which its promise 1o relcase all B-cate-
gory tapols stands or falls. No independent sources in Indonesia are
prepared to accept the government’s total figure which stood at
19,791 for all categories after the December releases,*

Therc are several reasons why sources in Indonesia believe that
the actual figure is very much higher than the govemment's official
figure:

-KOPKAMTIB figures for the officially-acknowledged places
of detention are In many cases known to be below the actual
number of detainees in these places;
~KOPKAMTIB administration and statistics are notoriously
unreliable and probably exclude a number of places of de-
tention (breakdowns of figures aze always given in terms of
regions, not places of detention);

-2 considerable number of detainees arc being held in non-
formal places of detention, working for military offices or es-
tablishments or for individual officers, and are simply not

{continued on page 2)

*In June, 1978, KOPKAMTIB's Chief-of-Staff, General Yoga
Sugama gave a new figure of 20,327, but did not explain why the
figure had incieased. Since 265 tapols had been relcased in the pre-
vious month, the total figure should have gonc down.

TAPOL’s New Address

Please note that all correspondence with TAPOL should now be
addressed to our new address, as follows:

8a Treport Street,

London SW18 2BP.

‘Tapol’ is an Indonesian contraction for ‘tahanan
politik’ meaning political prisoner. It is still widely
used although it was banned in 1974 because the
military authonities said that all prisoners are
‘criminals’.







4. The Burv Camp: This camp remains the prototype of forced
labour camps for political prisoners in Indonesia. After the release
of 1,500 tapols fram there in 1977, the total number remaining was
officially said td be 10,152. To this figure must be added at least a
thousand wives and children now living there with tapok, whose
status is basically the same as the prisoners. Although KOPKAMTIB
has announced that 4,000 more will be released this year, General
Yoga Sugama’s statement, reported in our jtem on page 4, suggests
that a considerable number of these may he prevalled upon to re-
main on the island, living at the special resettlement area now said
to have been set up there. in addition, it is known that prisoners
who have their families with them and prisoners who get married to
girls now Yving there with their families are required to give an
undcrtaking never to leave Buru,

It is thercfore certain that several thousand persons at least will
remain at the Buru camp after the release plan has been completed.

5. Released Prisoners Now at Home: The circumstances of prisoners
who have returned home arc very grave. As a result of aumerous
official restrictions and a variety of discriminatory practices, they
are encountering many economic and social problems. These can be
summarised as follows:
2. Only a tiny fraction havo found jobs. This is probably weli
betow § percent. Ex-prisoners are excluded from all govern-
ment jobs and {rom *vital enterpnscs” (defined at the dis-
cretion of local military officers). Private “non-vital®
companies arc afrakl of employing ex-prisoners because they
are required to rcport all such appointments to the military
authoritics.
b. Ex-prisoncrs wishing to travel or to move to another
district must obtain permission from the military.
c. Ex-prisoners are not allowed to take part in local elections
either as candidates or #s voters.
d. They continue to be under close official scrutiny and, with
virtually no chance of finding jobs, they are particularly vul-
nerable to pressures to work on government projects for little
o1 no pay. Several examples of this have recently come to
light. (See article on page 9.)
e. Ex-prisoners are frequentty heid responsible for local dis-
ordcrs and are defenceless against such atlegations.
f. They cannot exercise their tight to claim back properties
spized before or after thedr arrcst; in many cases, this involves
properties such as land and equipment that arc of productive
value. .

To sum up, released prisoners are being deprived of many civil
rights, which greatly compounds their rehabilitation and re-adjust-
ment problems. There is the danger, moreover, that the problems
they encounter could be used by KOPKAMTIB to persuade other
tapols now due for release to “‘volunteer” for the labour camps. The
statements made in June and July by General Yoga Sugama and
Admiral Sudoma appear to substantiate this.

The restoration of full civil rights for ail released tapols is there-
fore essential not only to alleviate the circumstances of those al-
ready at home but also to remove the basis for official pressures on
those now scheduled for release to opt for transfer to resettiement
areas.

6. A-category Prisoners: In ufficial terminology, these are the
prisoners awaiting trial. When the release plan was announced, it was
also announced that all trials of A-catcgory prisoners would be com-
pleted by the end of 1978. Thereafter, any uatried A-category
prisoners would be re-classificd into the B category and treated
accordingly.

Persons who have been tricd and convicted (totalling 904 accord-
ing to a Government document issucd in January 1978, although
KOPKAMTIB officials still seem to prefer the figure of “about
800") are excluded from the aggregale figurcs of “G30S/PK1 prison-
ers” announced from time to time by KQPKAMTIB. A new term is
now being used for these prisoners; they are called “nadapoi”, a
contraction of narapidang politik or political convicts, The govern-
ment’s claim that there will be no more political prisoners after the
end of 1979 totally igmorcs the fact that at least a thousand
nadapols will still be serving long sentences (including life sentences

and a number of death sentences no! yet executed) for “involve-
ment” in the 1965 events. )

All trials are heavily biased against the defendant: the conrts lack
impartiality, defendants are denied the most elementary rights and
facilities, and almost all are brought to irial many years after their
artest, .

Conclusions: Although the release plan has brought about a marked
improvement in the political prisoner situation in Indonesia, it is
totalty inadequate in a number of respects. The objcctives which
need to be pursued by human rights campaigners with regard to
Indonesia’s 1965 prisoners can be enumerated as follows:

1. The immediate, unconditional release of all untried political
detainees.

2. The restoration of full civil rights to released prisoners, particul-
arly with rcgard to jobs,

3. The immediate closure of all resettlement/labour camps set up for
released prisoners, and the release of afl persons now at these places.
4. The immediate closure of Buru Camp and the removal of all re-
strictions on the freedom of movement of all prisoners and members
of their familics now there.

§. An immediate amnesty for all persons who have been tried and
convicted of political offences.

6. The granting of facilities to campletely independent bodies 1o
undertake relief work aimed at sccuring the speediest possible re-
habilitation of all released prisoners.

At the same time it is exsential 1o assess the Indoncsian Govern-
mcent’s curzcat human cights record in the light not only of its
policy towards the “G30S/PKI prisoneis™ but also of i1 human
tights violations in East Timor, in West Irian and elscwhere, as well
as its widespread suppression of dissent among Moslem groups,
studcents, intellectuals and artists and its suppression of press
frcedom.

Tapol-France

A TAPOL Committec tor the Defence of Political Prisoners in Indo-
nesia has becn set up in France.
In an inaugural press release issued in Paris on 30 June Jast, the
Committee Hsts its objectives as being:
—to disseminatc information about Indonesia’s political prison-
ers, about their conditions and about violations of human rights;
- {0 organise meetings, discussions and exhibltions;
—to send of to participate in legal, medical and humanitasian
missions;
- to make public the needs of the prisoners and their families,
and eventually to respond to these needs, particularly in the
form of financial solidarity and the collection of funds.

The Committec’s address is: 68, rue de Babylone, 75007 Paris.

CHRONOLOGY

of
HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS IN INDONESIA
FROM JUNE 1976 TO MAY 1978.

This 28 page book was issucd by TAPOL on the oceusion of
this year’s IGGI Meeting. It details violations in all fields of
human rights, from imprisonment to censorship, from the
banning of films and songs 10 atrocities in East Timor.

Place your orders with TAPOL.

Price: £1.00 plus postage: 20 pence (UK) _
. 50 penee (Europe)

£1.00 (vverseas,airmail) -
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SUHARTO AND THE LATIEF 1

by: Professor W. F. Wertheim _

Translated from De Groene Amsterdammer, 19 July, 1978

1t is alzeady more than twelve years since Lieutenant<Colonel
Untung was brought to trial in Jakarta as leader of an attempted
<oup on the night of 30 September and 1 October 1965, In that
actlon, six Army generals were kidnapped and assassinated; General
Nasution managed to escape. This was done, according to Untung
and his associates, because they were members of a Council of
Generals which had planned to overthrow President Sukagno, The
coup d’etat, intended to thwart the plot of the generals, failed and
General Suharto, Commander of KOSTRAD (Army Strategic
Reserves Command) succeeded in forcing the surrender of the re-
bellious officers in the course of 1 October.

As 2 result of these dramatic events, the political relations of
power in Indonesia were transformed at a stroke. The internal con-
tradictions within the Indonesian armed forces which came to the
fore during the officers’ coup were pushed into the background. The
Communist Party of Indonesia (PKI} which had also played a role in
these events received full blame for the coup in a series of witch-
hunt trials and in the Army’s propaganda. President Sukarno was
also, on the grounds of his “invoivement in the coup”, shorn of his
powers and incarcerated by his successor, Suharto, until his death.
Two of the three main leaders of the coup, Lieut-Col. Untung and
General Supardjo, were sentenced to death and executed. But the
third man, Colonel Latief, who was shot in the Jeg during his arrest
was kept constantly in an isolation ceil in Salemba Prison in Jakarta
without being brought to trial.

Now, more than twelve years later, the trial of Latief is at last
taking place in Jakarta. And by contrast with 1966 when Indonesian
newspapets were fitled with detailed reports of the Untang trial, the
Latief trial is being treated in a very cursory and diffident way. For
this, as well as far the long postponement of the trial, there is a
reason. The fact is that this Latief trial is developing inte an ex-
tremely painful affair for Suharto.

Already shortly after the coup, questions were being asked
about Suharto’s role in the affair. 1t waw in itself remarkable that he
was unharmed on that fateful night, although hc had always, on
grounds of seniority, taken army commander Yani's place during
his absence, mcaning that Suharto would logically haye been the
person {0 spring into action as soon as the coup which included the
dcath of Yuni, ane of the kidnapped and assassinated generals, be-
came known, At first, the rumour was spread that Suharto had alse
been on the list of generals to be kidnapped but that on the night he
was away from home vigiting his dukun (gstrotoger) on the out-
skirts of Jakarta. This story proved to be incorrect. At the time
when his collcagucs were being kidnapped by Untung’s squads,
Suharto was at home. When he was woken by his neighbours after
some shooting in the neighbourhood, he drove straight to his
KOSTRAD hcadquarters on Merdeka Square. It was a remarkable
fact that the military squads involved in the coup ignored Suharto’s
headquarters although the presidential palace and other strategic
buildings around the same square such as the radio station and the
telecommunications centre were occupied. And this notwithstanding
the fact that KOSTRAD possessed its own short-wave communi-
cations system. Rcmarkable too was the efficient and purposeful
way Suharto acted on 1 October in suppressing the coup, by con-
trast with the bungling of Untung and his associatcs, Thus the quest-
ion soon cropped up whether in this instance the weliknown rule of
detective stories was not applicable: the likely criminal is the one
who bencfits the most from the crime. And in our case, this was
certainly not the PKI but . . .General Suharto.

If this is so, then one should also not speak any more gbout an
abortive coup, On the contrary, Suharto’s plan to grasp power was a
phenomenal success, although this was achieved at the cost of much
blood-etting: first the massacre of the generals and then the mass
killings of supporters or alleged supportcrs of the PKI.

In view of all this, it was natural to examinc whether there were

any connections between Suharto and the leaders of the coup. And
in fact, there was evidence of such connections. Untung had served
under Suharto’s command and had distinguished himself in the
struggle to wrest West Irian (West New Guinea) from Dutch control.
In addition, Suharto attended Untung's wedding in a small 1own in
Central Java in 1964. . _

But in 1969 2 brand-new bit of information ¢ame to light. Fram
a boak by the vehemently anti-communist, American Jjournatist,
Arnold Brackman, the following facts became known: Suharto told
him that Colonel Latief, Untung's closest associate during the coup,

‘ Suharto’s plan to grasp power was a
phenomenal success- - - ”

hed, during the night in question, just four hours before the action

of the squads to Kidnap the generals, met him at the Military

Hospital where his smail son was being treated for burns following

an accident with a bowl of hot soup. Shortly after his meeting with
" Latief, at midnight, Suharto went home..

This contact with one of the main calprits immediately before
the decisive action was a strong indication that Suharto had had at
least foreknowledge of the coming events. This was all the more sig-
nificant as it could be established that this contact took place in be-
tween twa mectings of the plotters. On the basis of this contact,
Suharto must certainly be considered as being “ferlibat (involved) in
the coup”, and to z far greater degree than the tens of thousands of
persons who were arrested all over the country simply for being left
wing activists, and who were forced to languish in dreadful concen-
tration camps and prisons on suspicion of being “terfibat in the
coup”. For the crux of the matter is thie: if Suharto knew or sus-
pected what was going to happen, why then did he not immmediately
warn his colleagues who were just about to be kidnapped?

Subarto’s explanation to Brackman was that Latief had met him
in the hospital apparently in a show of friendship because of the
accident suffered by Suharto’s son but, in retrospect, Suharto had
realised that Latief was sent to the hospital on the orders of his
assotiates to check whether Suharto was so precoecupied with his
son’s illness that he would not be in a state of mind 1o take mili-
tary action against their coup on the folowing day. This is a strange
supposition in view of Suharto’s reputation as an inveterate fighting
general. But then Suharto made things warse for himself by giving
another explanation in an interview published in the German mag-
azinc, Der Spiegel; that Latief had come to the hospital to assassin-
ate him but had got cold feet at the decisive moment. -

Just imagine! Latief, all alone, coming to the hospitfal at 11
o’clock atnight, four hours before the actual operation, to kill
Suharto, thus raising the alaim and exposing the plan of the conp
prematurely, and so thwarting its execution. The fact alone that

‘Suharto must certainly be considered
as being “terlibat (involved) in
the coup- .-’

Suharto tried so disinggnuously and by evety means to give
“innocent" explanations of his meeting with Latief at the military
hospital, reports of which must have leaked out, made the whole
aflfatr far more suspicious.

Some time ago, I drew these [acts together ia an articlc,
*Suharto and the Untung Coup: the Missing Link”(1). In it [ wrote:
“What was discussed between the two will remain a mystery urnti)
Coelonel Laticf is able and prepared to talk.” And now Latief has at
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ILO calls for prompt release

of all tapols

At its Sixty-Fourth session held in Geneva in June 1978 the Inter-
national Labour Organisation called for the prompt release of all
Indonesian political detainees without *‘legal or moral pressure to
participate in the transmigration scheme”. The ILO Committee on
the Application of Conventions and Recommendations said that
released prisoners should be able fo “re-establish themselves in the
community freely and unconditionally™ and receive assistance from
the government for “their reintegration into society and employ-
ment”. The Committee noted that “‘some progress had been made in
the application by Indonesia of the Forced Labour Convention™,
but “‘expressed concern that there was some delay in the implement-
ation of the original plan for the relcase of the detainees which the
Government had announced to the Committce in previous years”,
The ILQO committee also expressed the hope that *some form of
internationat supervision of the retease of the detainees™ would be
accepted by Indonesia, “so that public opinion as well as the (ILO)
Committee of Experts .. . could be satisfied that the Convention
{on Forced Labour) was fully implemented™.

The Applications Committee gave particular attcntion to the
nature of the Indonesian government’s transmigrarion programme
for the political prisoners. Trade Union members stressed that trans-
migration “should be voluntary and not compulsory”, and noted
that the Indonesian government had promised that this would be
the case. But, the trade unionists added, “the ILO Committce of
Experts . . . and several other intemational bodies wonder whether
the progress promised will be fully achieved. . .” They called for in-
dependent verification of Indoncsian government promises regarding
the potitical priscners, “since wasld public opinton is very
concerned”,

Camp Regulations Requested

The trade unionists also enquired into procedures by which re-
leased prisoners enter the transmigration faeilities, and asked
whether “‘impermissible pressures” werc being applied on the prison-
ers to settle in these areas. The Employers’ members of the Appli-
cations Committee went further, repeating a previous request of the
Committee of Experts for “‘copies of the regulations concerning par-
ticipation in the resettlement projects™. They also asked whether it
was “really possible”™ for ex-prigsoners *‘10 withdraw from a resettle-
ment project by a simple notification and return freely to the
(prisoner’s) place of origin once having left the resettiement arcas?™

Trade Union members of the Committee rzised additional
qucstions concerning the employment opportunities of released
prisoncrs. They noted that former prisoners face scvere discrimin-
ation “in that former employers do not dare to re-engage former de-
tainees™. They called for an end to this and other kinds of discrim-
ination faced by ex-prisoncrs, and requesied that *‘the promises
made by the Indonesian government be fully carried out, and that
clarifications and precise replies be provided to the doubts expressed
on the international level, for instance through verification of the
situation by external parties such a3 international groups or experts”.

The trade union representative of Sweden also calted for the
indonesian government to accept “the supervision of an inter-
national body” over the releasc of the political prisoners. He also
asked the Indonesian government to “publish the names of those
persons liberated as well as those not yet iberated™, and noted that
other sources had higher estimates of the aumber of prisoners still
detained than that of the official govemment figurc.

“End the Stigma”

Further questioning of the Indonesian government position came
from the trade union representative of the Netherlands, concerning

the true meaning of the term “unconditional freedom”, as defined
by the Indonesian government. The Dutch trade uniomnist askexd
pointedly if the Indonesian government was taking all necessary
measures *“to end the stigma’” under which released prisoners were
living. The Indonesian government spokesman only cited photo-
graphs of prisoners being released from Buru island, claiming that
this was evidence that relcased prisoners enjoy “unconditional
freedom™, On the question of cnding the stigma, the government
spokesman stated that the former detainees were free to work in the
public sector and in any other industry they so choose —a claim con-
tradicted by repeated official statements. (See, for example, the
interview with KOPKAMTIB Chief-of-Staff Admiral Sudomio,
Tempo, 24 December, 1977, published in TAPOL Bulletin, No. 26,
February 1978.)

The Dutch trade representative went on to ask the Indonesian
government spokesman to specify the kind of help it was providing
ex-prisoness in the area of employment, There was ro response 19
this peint. He also asked whether the government was taking any
initiatives to help ex-prisoners who did not wish to join resettlement
areas: “1f 5o, in what way?” queried the Dutch unianist. And, the
Dutch unionist added *What happens when the released detainees
are too old or too sick 10 work?” The Indonesian govemment
spokesman replied that released prisoners may reassume their
pension rights, a statement contradicted by all available evidence
(scc story on page 9) . There was no reply, however, to the question;
of what initiatives the government is taking to help those who do

not want to transmigrate.

&

e

SWEAT BOXES FOR PRISONERS IN W. IRIAN

A report in the Melbourne daily, The Age, dated 22 May, said that
indonesian authorities held 30 West Irianese prisoners in steel
“'sweat boxes' for three¢ months. i :

The Age reported that the prisoners, who “possibly*™ were
members of the Free Papua Movement (QPM), were “allegedly
beaten before being locked in steel cazgo containers, with no light
or ventilation, near the Frecport Copper mine in central west
Irian Jaya,” A European who had travelled extensively in Irian Jaya
over the past twa years was the source of the reposts. The European
said that he had “personally seen” the compound where the people
were jailed in the containers measuring 7 metres by 2% metres by
2% metres., The prisoners, said the European, had all been “savagely
heaten', and after being held for threc months, “disappeared.”

The European said that in addition to having seen the “sweat
boxes™, he had also witnessed the shooting of unarmed Irianese and
the bombing of several villages by Indonesian places. The bombings
and other actions were said to hava been in retaliation for the
sabotage of & copper ore pipeline by OPM guerillas. After the pipe-
line incident, the man sald, Indonesian soldiers faunched “‘search
and kill” operations in the area, “indiscriminately shooting people”.

>

2.1 2
In order to solve these problems, it is essential to restore full civil

righta to ex-tapols and to eliminate all restrictions and discrim-
ination which totally violate fundamental human rights.

8 TAPOL Bulfletin No 29 August 1978
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The lot of an ex-tapol

The following ariicle wes written by en ex-tapol relessed in
December 1977 who is now living in Java.

The unrest in Indonesian society which is becoming increasingly
complex cannot be resolved by Suharto's military neo-fascist
government. This unyest is the inevitable result of the social and
govemmental system that now exists. All manner of policies, activ-
ities or statements by those in power not only fail 1o end this unrest
but only show just how quickly it is intensifying. This was very
clearly reflected by the Secretary-General of the Council for
National Defence and Security, Lieutenant—General M.M.R.
Kartakusumah when he said, speaking before a meeting of Commis-
sion [ of the Indonesian Parliament on 16 June last, that:

“In order to overcome unrest in society and provide a guarantee
for national reslience, it is necessary to establish a basis of power
that includes equal opportunities for alt in economic and social
affairs, the distribution of welfare and sovereignty of the people.”

This statement only confirms that there are several elements of
the problem which have not yet been resolved:

1. Unrest exists in Indonesian society and the Government has not
yet been able to resolve it.

2. 1t has not yet provided a guarantee for national resilience.

3. Equal opportunities have not yct becn granted to all.

4, The economic sector has until now been dominated by an indi-
vidual or a group of people, and its fruits have not only not been
distributed but have heen concentrated in the hands of those who
are in power.

5. The statement and the suggestions made by Gen. Kartakusumah
come only from an individual, they are not government proposats.
Lvecn though the statement was made by a general who is Secretary-
General of the Nationsal Defence Council, it only reflects the
opinions of an individual and not the general attitude of those in
power.

The social unrest described by Lieut-Gen. Kartakusumah is cs-
pecially keenly felt by ex-tapols. They experience social, political,
cconomic and other forms of discrimination. Restrictions and dis-
criminatory measures are created by the authorities from the very
first day of their releasc. Qn the day thcy are released, they are

. ordered to sign a twelve-point declaration which includes the
following: )
—ex-tapols may not take part in political activities or spread com-
munist or Marxist-Leninist views,
—they may not become employees of the Statc or the army,
— they must accept zll the past actions of the Government and the
Kopkamtib,
~ they must be ready at all times to he summoned and interrogated
by Kopkamtib. :

Although Admiral Sudomo, the Chief-of-S14ff of Kopkamtib has
said that society must be willing to accept back the ex-tapols, the
Government's own restrictions and discriminatory measures turn
Sudomo’s words inta cmpty phrases with litile meaning in practice.
Restrictions and Discrimination

Besides all this, many unwritten restrictions and discriminations
exist, such as: :

—when an ex-tapol wants to travel anywhere, he must apply for per-
mission and obtain a special letter from the local military authority
(Koramil),

—~when he moves, he must apply for and obtain permission from the
district military authority (Kodim),

~if he gets a job, his employer must report to the local anthorities,
—ex-tapols are obliged to report themselves once a week for two
months and must at the same time undergo indoctrination.

A released person naturally wants to take part in the same act-
Ivities as other freg people, especially in seeking a livelihaod, But as
a result of government reatrictions, employers are reluctant to take
them on and use a variety of reasons to turn them down; they just

tell them to wait to be called, and so on, In addition, the system of
requiring a letter of non-involvement in the G30S/PKI and sub-
mitting a personal history means that an employer will know that
the person in question is an ex-tapol with the result that the chances
of working in the private sector are closed to them. Even if they are
taken on by a company, they face discrimination in promotion,
even in perfectly straightforward things like being granted perma-
nent status ar becoming head of a section.

Another example of discrimination concerns those ex-tapols who
were formerly employed in military or civilian departments. Those
who had worked long encugh to be eligible for a pension but who
had not completed the necessary arrangements because of the G30S/
PKI now find, after their release, that their pensions are being heid
up. Every time an ex-tapol approaches the authoritics about such
matters, he gets an evasive answer such as: “There are no instruct-
ions from our superiors. Please wait till we have heard”.

Confiscated Property Cannot be Restored

As for private property seized by the authorities from 1965 to
1967, it is not possible to have this property restored despite verbal
assurances that this will be done, The properties confiscated or
grabbed by individuals included such things as houses, furniture,
cars, wet and dry rice-fields, fishponds, bicycles and radios. The
failure to return this property makes it difficult for ex-tapols to
cope with their basic daily needs. The things seized include means of
production like land, rice-fields, houses and vehicles which could be
used to eamn a living. .

Ex-tapols living in villages feel the cffect of political restrictions
particularly strongly. In elections for village chief, for village govern-
ment or councils they have neither the right to vote or to be elected.
In one kecematan (sub~district) in Fast Java, Kedungpring in the
kabupaten (district) of Lamongan, there are no fewer than 2,000 ex-
tapols and ex-members of left wing political and mass organisations
who do not have the right to votc. They only have the right to
work, About 400 ex-tapols from Buru and Nusakembangan in the
kebupaten of Bojonegoro in East Java were ordered to work on the
construction of a tobacen factory owned by the Kretek cigarcttc
company, “*Gudang Garam”, from February until April 1978 in the
village of Waru, and they were paid only Rp. 300 (about 35 pence)
a day. In addition, ex-tapols are also the object of labour mobilis-
ation for “service” (kerja-bakti) projects, such as road repairs or
construction village government buildings. They are also required
to pay a levy of Rp. 1,080 towards each development project.
Those who have lost their houses and gardens and no longer have
familics are forced to lodge in other people's homes and take what-
ever they can get in order to be able to Jive.

The mental pressures are cqually severe. Ex-tapols and ex-
members of left wing organisations are still under surveillance by the
autharities both in the countryside and in the towns. If anything
happens, especially in the villages, they are always the ones who the
authorities turn against first.

Civil Rights Must be Restored

These, then are the consequences of the restrictive and discrim-
inatory practices employed against ex-tapols and ex-members of left
wing orpanisations, Such restrictions affect no fewer than about one
million people, applying as they do also to the families of these
people. As a result of such restrictions, these people are forced to do
any kind of work just in order to sutvive, at below minimum
standards. People who have degrees in law, cconomics, literature and
other subjects are compelled to work as coolies at the docks, as
labourers on building sites or became casual office workers. As for
those who previously had no qualifications, many have now become
trishaw drivers, street vendorts, black-market ticket sellers, or drivers®
companions.

continued on opposite page ***
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‘Rendra still in prison

RENDRA AND THE CENSORS

W. S. Rendra, who remains in prison without charges or trial, still
appears to be very much a matter of concern to the Indonesian mili-
tary authorities. According to Tempo (24 June, 1978), Minister of
Information Genezal Al Murtopo appeared recently before the
Indonesian Parlament to clarify the status of the hitherto banned
fiim, The Young in Love, which features Rendra in the leading tole,
(See TAPOL bulletin No. 28, June 1978.)

What first caused problems for the film, said General Murtopo,
was “director Syuman Dyaya’s interpretation of the script” which
“introduced an element of politics which could be considercd to
bring a negative influence to bear on society.” Another problem,
however, was Rendra's prominence in the fiim. *The introducticn
of a political element was emphasised by the choice of Rendra as
leading actor”, Murtopo said.

Mustopo added that KOPKAMTIB had banned the filrn ““on the
assumption that the film had already been thrown out by the censor-
ship board.” This; Murtopo said, was a wrong assumption, as the
censors “did their job on 15 April 1978, with the result “that the
film could be released for 17-vear-olds upwards as long as all scencs
and dialogue of a political nature were cut as it was believed they
could affect law and order.” In General Murtopo’s view, the film
“wasn’t cut too much™ since even after the censors had cut “600
metres”, the film “still runs for 2 hours 28 minutes™ which is long
enough for any Indonesian film.

It was still unclear, however, if the public would see the filtn.
According to Tempo, that awaited instructions from XOPKAMTIB.

UK GOVT WANTS RENDRA TRIED OR FREED
IMMEDIATELY

In a letter replying to enquiries made by Member of Parliament
Hugh Jenkins about the fate of W. 5. Rendra, the Indonesian poct
and playwright imprisoned in May this year, Lord Goronwy-Roberts,
Minister of State at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office stated
the hope that Rendra would be “brought to trial without delay, or
that, if charges against him cannaot be substantiated, he will be re-
leased as soon as possible”.

Lotd Goronwy-Roberts said of Rendra that “he has long been an
outspoken ¢ritic of the Indonesian government, which has previous-
ly allowed him to express his criticisms in his plays”, (This overlooks
the fact that militaty authorities in some parts of the country have
banned his works on a number of occasions.)

The Foreign Office letter about Rendra was the subject.of a
question in Partiament an 26 July. In reply to a question whether
the Government would publish this letter expressing the view that
Rendra should immediately be tried or released, the Under-Secret-
ary of State for Foreign Affairs, Mr Evan Luard said that it would
not, but that Mr Jenkins was at liberty to publish it if he so wished.

.

PEN-USA Calls for Rendra’s Release

American PEN scnt the following cable to President Suharte on 25
July:

1700 writers of American PEN defending the right to free ex-
pression, distressed over two-month detention of poet W.S. Rendra.
Urge his release without delay. Signed, Richard Howard, President
PEN American Center.
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TESTIMONY OF 1967
W.S.Rendra

The world we are building is an iron world

of glass and howling holes.

Tomorrow’s world is no longer virginal

but mined and open to al)

like somc liberated siut.

The dreams we chase are dreams of shining platinum.

The world we walk in is a world of poverty.

The situation which imprisons us is the gaping jaw of a jackal.

QOur fate flies like a cloud

opposing and mocking us,

becoming mist in the sleep of night

and sun in the work of day.

We shall die in the middie of our fate

with hands arrogant and clenched.

Hands which rebel and labour

Hands which tear at the sacred envelope

unfold the holy letter

written in difficult characters which we cannot read.

PEN-JAPAN ADOPTS PRAMUDYA AND RIVAI APIN AS

HONORARY MEMBERS )
Japan’s PEN-Club has decided to confer honorary membership on
two imprisoned Indonesian writers, Pramocdya Ananta Toer and
Rival Apin. The decision was taken at the Club’s Board mceting on
15 July. Othess conferred this honour were Alexander Ginsberg, the
Soviet dissident who has just been sentenced to 8 years, the im-
prisoned Malaysian post Said Zzhari, and writers from Singapore
and Kenya.

The system of conferring honorary membership was devised as a
way of expressing support to writers who are experiencing imprison-
ment, exile or other forins of political oppression as a resuit of their
literary activities.

Earlier this year, Dutch PEN also conferred honorary membership
on Pramoedya Ananta Toer.

ALI MURTOPO WARNS JOURNALISTS

Indonesia’s Information Minister, General Ali Murtopo, bas warned
journalists not to set up a trade union. Speaking in Jakarta on

13 May, he said that this would disturb relationships in the press
world and would create conflicting groups of employees and em-
ployers. And that, he said, is Marxism.
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East Timor up-date

BRITISH AMNESTY CALLS FOR SPECIAL ACTION

An urgent call for immediate action to secure respect for Amnesty
principles in East Timor was made at the Annual General Meeting of
the British Section of Amnesty International in July this year.

The resolution which received overwhelming support from the
AGM reads as follows:

This AGM strongly urges the International Secretariat to seek
further information regarding alleged widespread atrocities and
human rights violations committed in East Timor gince Indon-
esian troops invaded the country in 1975, This AGM urges the
International Secretariat to take steps at the earliest possible
moment o secure respect for Amnesty principles in East Timor.
This AGM further requires the International Secretariat to in-
vestigate the possibility of adopting East Timor under the
country-action dasster scheme.

The country-action dossicr scheme is 2 scheme as yet in an experi-
mental stage which is being applied to countries where the risk of
rctaliation against individual prisoners if adopted is great or where
the information regarding human rights violations and atrocities
which are known to be being committed is difficult to corroborate
by independent sousces. The scheme is currently being applied to
Ethopia and Uganda.

1t i3 belicved that this resolution will now be raised at the forth-
coming A.J. International Council meeting in September this year.

SUHARTO VISITS EAST TIMOR

. In a visit designed to convince the world that Indonesia is in contral

of the country, President Suharto went to East Timor on [6-17 July,
the second anniversary of its forced integration into Indonesia.

On the first day, Suharto announced the opening of a television
station in Dili, the capital, and also went to a small gathering of boy
scauts, but no public rally was held. While in Dili, he addressed
East Timor’s Indonesian-sponsored Regional People’s Assembly
(DPRD), and szid that “the urgent matter is the restoration of
peace and order.” The Indonesian-appointed governor of East
Timor, Arpaldo Araujo, put in more bluntly: “Funds supplied by
the Indonesian gavernment cannot all yet be used for development
because we face not only questions of material development but we
must still convince a small segment of people wha are being misied.
Efforts continue to bring them back o the right path. If they still
refuse to listen, the only way will be for us to crush all those who
stand in the way of integration.”

On July 17, Subarto was said to bave spoken before a large rally
in Maliana, a town close to the Indonesian border. The Maliana area
has been under Indonesian control since its troops launched the initiat
border invasion of East Timor in early October 1975. According to
a report from Australia, journalists were barred from going to
Maliana for the Suharto visit.

Interestingly enough, Guilherme Goncalves, the chairman of the
aforementioned Regional People’s Assembly, shed some light on
Suharta’s choice of Dili and Malizna as the only two places he
visited in East Timor. In a July 8 intewview with Tempo, Concalves
was asked if East Timort was ready to participatc in Indonesian’s
forthcoming Five-Year Plan. He replied that “‘there must be recon-
ciliation and tranqguility among the people first.” At present, Gon-
calves continued, “people can still only work in places where our
army has a concentration of forces, such as Dilf, Same or Maliang.”

Literature

Indonesia, the Prison State 10p each
A 16-page pamphlet with photographs. ‘

Indonesia, Unions Behind Bars 10p each
A 16-page pamphlet on the detention of Trade

Unionists and the suppression of Trade Unjons.

TAPOL posters (2 designs) 50p each

TAPOL badges 10p each

A tapol’s song on cassette £1.00 each

Treatment of Indonesian Political Prisoners.
Forced Labour and Transmigration

A 25-page report, fully annotated, giving the history and
facts on forced labour abuse of political prisoners.
Published by TAPQL in February 1978. Price: £1
Postage
When placing orders for literature, please add
following amounts for postage:
25% of order {minimum ?p) for UK and Europe;
75% of order {airmail) or 25% of order {seamail)
far overseas.

TAPOL campaigns for the release of Indonesian
| political prisoners and is a humanitarian organ-

{ isation. It is not associated with any political
groups, either in Indonesia or abroad, and is
supported by individuals and organisations of
many shades of opinion.

Change of Address )
Please address all correspondence and enquiries to:

TAPOL
8a Treport Street,
London SW18 2BP

Change of Bank Account
TAPOL’s Bank Account has also been changed:

Account number 50875805, -
King's Cioss Branch,
Barclays Bank,
23 Euston Road,
London NW1 2SB

One year’s subscription (6 issues);

UK and Europe:  £3.00
Overseas (airmail): £4.00

To all Subscribers outside the UK:
You are kindly requested to pay your subscription by a cheque
drawn on @ London bank o1 by mail payment order. 1n the case of
cheques drawn on foreign banks, hank churges are deducted and
these amount to as much as 50% on a small denomination cheque.
In other words, most £3.00 cheques drawn on a foreign bank are
worth only £1.50 to TAPOL after charges are deducted. If you find
it more convenient to send us a cheque drawn on a foreign bank, we
would kindly request you to.add £1.50 to the total amount ta cover
bank charges.

Thank you
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