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British Campaign for the

Release of Indonesian Political Prisoners

Bulletin No. 16

June, 1976

EDITORIAL

The Indonesian Government is being compelled by the
serious economic straits in which it has found itself since
the scale of the Pertamina disaster came to light to en-
deavour to assuage international public opinion in order to
ensure that foreign aid donors are not under too much
pressure from the world human rights lobby.

On 9-10 June, the Inter-Governmental Group on Indonesia
(IGGI), the western aid consortium which coordinates bi-
lateral and multilateral aid to Indonesia, is meeting in
Amsterdam to fix Indonesia’s aid requirements during the
current year. With the debt caused by Pertamina’s finan-
cial collapse now known to be in the region of a swingeing
10,000 million US dollars (three times as much as it was
thought to be earlier this year), it is likely that Indonesia’s
credit needs will be set even higher than last year’s 2,000
million US dollars. This fact and the proposal before the
US Congress for a considerable increase in US military aid
to Indonesia explains more than anything else the recent
much-publicised releases in Indonesia.

The great sensitivity shown by the Indonesian Embassy in
Canada (see page4) is an example of how desperately the
Indonesian Government needs to protect its aid channels
and how it fears that more publicity about its human rights
violations can jeopardise its aid.

All this means that it is necessary now more than ever to
intensify our work for the release of Indonesia’s 100,000
tapols. Indonesia’s current releases are nothing more than a
gesture and are totally inadequate because:

A QUESTION OF AID

‘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 authorities said
that all the prisoners are ‘criminals’.

» at the 1975 release rate (1,300) it will take more
than 50 years to release all the tapols;

s the Government has made it clear that tapols on Buru
and in other ‘re-settlement’ prison camps will not be
released;

m released tapols are being harassed, new arrests are
taking place and there is no let-up in the degree of
political persecution.

IGGI member governments should be continually reminded
of this and should be urged to press for an end to all human

rights violations before granting any more support to such a
regime.

Now you can show a film about tapols!

MORE THAN A MILLION YEARS

The first film ever made about Indonesia’s tapols has now
been completed and is available for showing. Entitled More
Than A Million Years, it incorporates documentary material
from several television companies and includes interviews
with tapols and also with a prison commander and a woman
religious instructor. It also highlights western government
support for the Suharto Government in complete disregard
for the fate of the 100,000 tapols.

The narrator for the English version is the well-known
Bitish film actor, Albert Finney. A german version, enti-
tled Indonesiens Schattenreich, has also be made with Carl
fox-Duering, the German actor, as narrator.

TAPOL owns a print of the film and will hire it out to
groups in the UK for a minimum fee of £3.00 plus expedi-
tion costs. Interested groups in other countries should con-
tact their national Amnesty Section, or write to the produ-
cers,the German Federal Republic Section of Amnesty
(Silke Spliedt, 2 Hamburg 54, Flassheide 44, West Germany).

Technical details: running-time 27 minutes.
black-and-white, 16 mm
optical track.






Congressional Hearings Continue

. The second in the series of hearings on human rights
violations in Indonesia was held in “F:shington before
the House of Representatives Sub-Committee on In-
ternational Organisations on 3 May, under the Chairman-
ship of Congressman Donald Fraser. The hearings are
being held to determine the degree of human rights vio-
lations in Indonesia in view of the amendment written
into the Foreij
Bill denying
rights.

Assistance Act and the Military Aid
aid to countries that violate human

Testifying before the Sub-Committee was Benedict
O‘Gorman Anderson, Associate Professor of Government
and Asian Studies at Cornell University and Associate
Director of Cornell Modern Indonesia %’roject.

His written testimony deals not only with the tapols
but with “‘the wider ¥icture of power increasingly concen-
trated in the hands of a tiny oligarchy and the concomi-
tant general decline in the hiberty and welfare among mil-
lions of their fellow Indonesians”.

The areas he discussed are: the Press, Education, Politi-
cal Rigl}ts, Ot.her Abridgements of Basic Freedoms, as well
as Political Prisoners and Trials. We can quote only briefly

here from Professor Anderson’s testimony on some of these
topics.

The Press “...except for a brief flowcrin§ in the early New
Order period (196‘?—1 970), the number ol newspapers pub-
lished Eas steadily declined.... In a number of provinces
such as Riau, Bengkulu, Nusatenggara Barat, Nusatenggara
Timur and Irian Barat, no newspapers are published now
at all. The Indonesian Democracy Party (PDI) has no
daily press outlet....”

After dealing with the KOPKAMTIB’s powers over the
ress through the control of printing licenses and the In-
Formation inistry’s powers through control of publishing
licenses, Professor Anderson says on intimidation of report-

ers: “This practice is especially common in the provinces.
Reporters may be arbitrarily summoned and interrogated, on
occasions beaten. Proprietors may be warned that, unless
certain reporters are dismissed, ’Frmting licenses may be
suspended.”” And of KOPKAMTIB briefings: “On most
matters of national importance such as the invasion of East
Timor, political prisoners, elections, and so forth, the
.dreaded KOP ITIB holds briefings which while they
have no formal legal force, nonetheless, in the present cli-
mate, have an intimidatory effect and ensure that a largely
mc;)nl;)li,t’hic ‘press opinion’ is conveyed to the reading
public.

Political Rights On the 1971 elections, Professor Anderson
exposes the methods employed to ensure GOLKAR’s ‘vic-

tory’,

“Millions of citizens who had been members of the
Communist Party or its affiliates were officially banned
from participation. However, in many rural areas, such

cople were intimidated into voting for GOLKAR....

oters in government service or in large enterprises were
required to vote at their place of work rather than near
their residences, providm'f additional pressure towards
GOLKAR uniformity. Two thirds of the chairmen of pro-
vincial electoral commissions and half the chairmen of
district electoral commissions were military men.

The Governemnt security al:éfatatus assumed the arbi-
trary right to screen party candidates and roughly 20% on

the original list were rejected. The Chief of Military Intel-

ligence stated that the grounds for being screened included:
involvement in the 196%1' coup, lack of positive support for
development and lack of support for Pancha Sila Democra-
cy and Constitution. These extremely vague guidelines
gave virtually complete discretion to the authorities to
eliminate those of whom it disapproved. In addition, can-
didates screened were forbidden to participate further in
the campaign. All posters, brochures and slogans had to
be submitted in advance for approval by the authorities.
Criticism of government officials and foreigners were
banned.

Abridgement of Basic Freedoms Regarding the peasants.
Professor Anderson spoke of lack of basic protections “...
evident in the frequent cases of peasants being forcibly ex-
truded from their lands with little or no compensation, to
make room for hotels, new government buildings, foreign-
owned factories, and so forth. In such cases peasants have
almost no recourse, unless they happen to get the support
of the pitifully small and localised Legal Aid Institutes.
These bodies formed by a minority of idealistic lawyers
have been repeatedly harassed by the authorities in

recent years....”’

Political Prisoners and Trials One very interesting source
referred to by Professor Anderson regarding plans to in-
crease the number of tapols on Buru Island is an informal
briefing of concerned Christian leaders at which Admiral
Sudomo indicated that another 10,000 would be taken to
the island over the next four years.

Regarding political trials, he quotes from his own inter-
view with a lawyer involved in one of the earliest trials in
1966 (name withheld): “I was given the case 36 hours be-
forehand, with no time to prepare a proper defence at all.
I was never allowed to see the defendant alone. The one
defence witness I was allowed was coached by the military
authorities in advance. The court assigned me two army
majors as aides but all they did was keep watch over me.
Before and during the trial, the presiding judge gave inter-
views to the press commenting on the case.”

_ Professor Anderson also brings to light some further
information regar 'ng Mr. Yap Thiam Hien’s difficulties in
his defence of Asep Suryaman in 1975 (fully reported in
TAPOL Bulletins no. 11 and 12):*... the charges were
K{resented to the accused 72 hours before the trial started;

ost of the allotted 72 hours had to be spent in finding
some legislative basis for the charges. Defense requests
for even a week to study the charges and the voluminous
pre-trial interrogation testimonies prepared by the prosecu-
tion and to see the accused in private were all denied. He
(Mr. Yap) was only able to see the accused in-a chamber
of the court under heavy military and police guard.

Professor Anderson conluded his testimony as follows:
“I am afraid that I must conclude with the judgment that
the problem lies not in individuals abusing their authority
but with a government which has showmitself over the
whole decade to be increasingly authoritarian, suspicious
of its own citizens, and indif?erent to the rights of the
weak and the vulnerable.”



stop press

Just as we were going to press, we received a report that
the six remaining untried malari tapols were released in
Jakarta on 8th May. The only persons remaining in prison
now in connection with the malari event are the three con-
victed tapols.

The releases were announced during the visit to Jakarta
of Drs Jan Pronk, Dutch Minister for Overseas Development
Assistance who was there to attend a meeting of the Asian
Development Bank and also in connection with the prepara-
tions for the forthcoming meeting of the IGGI in June.

*

HARIMAN’S SENTENCE REDUCED

The Jakarta High Court announced at the end of April
that it has decided to reduce Hariman Siregar’s sentence
from six years to 4% years. Hariman, who was. con-
victed for his alleged role in the student unrest of 1973
and 1974, was chairman of the Student’s Council of
University of Indonesia. He has already served more
"than two years of his sentence,

A SHAREHOLDER ASKS QUESTIONS

A.TAPOL reader attended the Shell Annual General Meet-
ing in May and asked whether the Directors were aware pf
the Indonesian Government’s regulations regarding certifi-
cates of non-involvement in the G30S/PKI, whethe{ their
Indonesian subsidiaries complied with these regulations when
taking on new employees and whether they would seek to
protest against the discrimination. The Chairman who had
worked in Indonesiz knew about the regulation and said
that as guests working in the country, they qould not and
would not question the government’s regulations. Amiw:nng
a second question about rumours that tapols were being used
as forced labour to build pipelines, he gave the assurance
that Shell was not and would not be involved in such
practices.

This small action, which got no publicity in the finan-
jal pages did give information on these matters which was
clearly quite new to most shareholders and even to some

Directors.

An Indonesian Embassy Gets Busy

When an Indonesian Embassy begins to display an un-
usual degree of activity in receiving deputations to dis-
cuss the tapols and in getting their views public in the
press. it suggests a greater awareness on the part of the
Indonesian authorities of the growing protest and a fear
that the supply of aid to Indonesia from western countries
may be adversely affected.

This appears to have happened in Canada recently.
Canada is an important investment partner and aid donor
for Indonesia - more important than most people realise.
During President Suharto’s State Visit to Canada last

Dutch Aid Review?

The Dutch Minister for Overseas Development Assistance,
Drs Jan Pronk, announced on his return from a visit to Ja-
karta in May that he plans to draw up a note evaluating
Dutch aid to Indonesia so far. The Note would attempt to
answer three questions: (1) whether development aid had
benefited the poorest people; (2) whether Indonesia had
made improvements in the exercise of basic human rights,
and (3) to what extent Dutch aid had developed positive
tendencies in Indonesia.

He foresaw that the Note could pose some problems as
it might lead to an overall review of Dutch aid to
Indonesia.

July, an agreement for 200 million US dollars in credit
was signed, an amount which accounts for more than one-
fifth of total Canadian foreign aid.

The sudden and energetic reaction of the Indonesian
Embassy in Ottawa was probably prompted by the press
coverage given in several Canadian newspapers to the pro-
blem of human rights in Indonesia, during and following
the visit to Canada in late November last year of Carmel
Budiardjo, who had an opportunity of addressing meetings
in several Canadian towns.

Typical of the Embassy’s reaction is a letter sent by
Karjadi Sindunegoro, Head of the Information Section, to
the Amnesty Group in Guelph which was also sent by the
Embassy to the local newspaper for publication {Guelph
Daily Mercury, 30.1.76). The letter attempts to discredit
Mrs. Budiardjo by ‘revealing” her so-called political mo-
tives and pleads with the readers to ‘“judge her words ob-
jectively”. However, the letter only shows how complete-
ly Embassy officials fail to grasp the issues at stake. The
following are some examples:

“However, we have not forgotten our fellow Indonesians
still being held in detention. Realistically, we cannot ex-
pect the situation the situation to change overnight.”
(After ten years!)

“It is in their own interest that they are held in protec-
tive custody...” (As the Guelph Amnesty group states in
its reply, “The detainees are not asked if they want to be
protected; They are simply taken away....”’)






ATRIAL IN FOCUS

The trial of Oei Tju Tat is fairly typical of the many
political trials held in Indonesia since 1966. The
sentence passed — 13 years — was comparitively
light. There is nothing therefore particularly
extraordinary about the case. But as we received
the full texts of several statements by both the
prosecution and the defence, we are able to give

our readers a full account which may help provide
some idea of how these trials are run.

Oei Tju Tat, a 54-year old ex-Minister of the Republic
of Indonesia, stood trial this February on charges of
subversion in Jakarta. He was found guilty and
sentenced to 13 years. As he was arrested, together
with other members of President Sukarno’s Cabinet, on
13 March 1966 and has been in detention ever since, this
means that he still has another three years to serve.

Oei was a member and Second Chairman of the Central
Board of Partindo, a nationalist party strongly supporting
Sukarno. During the trial, Oei made no secret of his

deep devotion to the teachings of “Bung Karno’ as
Sukarno was popularly known. Partindo was not a left-
wing party and had no formal links with the Indonesian
Communist Party though it had its left and right wings.
After the fall of Sukamo, it was purged of its PKI
sympathisers and was then banned in December 1966. It
is necessary to bear in mind that at the time of the
attempted coup in 1965, both it and the PKI were perfectly
legal organisations, and a certain amount of rewriting of
history appears to have been attempted by the prosecution
in order to make sense of the case against Oei.

There are serveral most interesting aspects of the trial. First,
although the charges against him were strictly speaking
nonsense in terms of the anti-subversion law on which they
were based, Oei did not seem to have felt it was possible

to attack the charges themselves, but confined himself to
denying the allegations and correcting the prosecution’s
fabrications about the political situation surrounding the
actions for which he was now being charged. Secondly,

the defence lawyers were able to show that almost every
contention made by the prosecution was completely

unreliable, and were able to do this not only by
presenting documents to refute points made by the
prosecution (e.g. Oei’s passport showing that he was out
of the country on days when the prosecution claimed

he was ‘receiving messages’ or attending meetings) but
also through the testimony of many of the witnesses who
had been called by the prosecution.

Oei was tried under Law No 11/PNPS/1963 which
designates as subversive any act which a person “knew or
should have known” could destroy the lawful authority
of the State or which “disseminates feelings of hostility or
anxiety among the population or among broad sections of
the people”. The primary act compldined of was the
issuance of a statement by the Partindo Central Board on
4 October 1965 to the effect that the coup attempt on 1
October 1965 was “an internal affair of the Army”. This
description is anathema in the present political situation as
it is seen as being the PKI’s line. Oei was held responsible
for the statement though almost all witnesses, even those
who were obviously hostile to Oei, confirmed Oei’s
explanation that he had not taken an active part in the
meeting on 3 October at which the statement was
discussed. The prosecution’s main grounds for asserting
that Oei “must have been responsible’ was that the
meeting had been held at Oei’s home, but most witnesses
concurred that Oei’s house had been used as the venue
because Partindo’s office was deemed unsafe in the
prevailing atmosphere in Jakarta.

Furthermore, testimony presented during the trial revealed
that the statement had in fact been issued a day after the
meeting by one of the Board members (not Oei) without
awaiting consultations which it had been agreed should be
undertaken with President Sukarno. Oei told the court he
had been “astounded” to sce the statement as published
and was in complete disagreement with its wording because
he regarded the coup attempt as a ‘‘national event, not an
internal affair of the Army”. The prosecution were not
able to refute this.

Prosecution Re-Writes Indonesian History

No clear assertion was made that Oei or indeed any of the
Partindo board members were doing anything illegal at the
time though the prosecution sought to prove that Major-
General Suharto had spoken prior to the 4 October declaring
that the coup attempt was the work of the PKI, and argued
that since Suharto was responsible for maintaining law and
order, to issue a statement that went counter to his
interpretation of events was an act of subversion. The
defence countered this by showing (as indeed anyone with
the slightest knowledge of Indonesia’s events knows full well)
that powers to maintain law and order were not conferred
upon Suharto by President Sukarno until 11 March 1966.
Moreover, whatever Suharto may have said, the Partindo
members could not be held responsible for going against it
if they had not heard it.

In addition, a barrage of minor offences were alleged against
Oei in relation to his public acts during 1964 and 1965,
designed to prove that he was a PKI sympathiser. Besides
pointing to numerous inaccuracies in the prosecution’s
presentation of these events, the defence also argued that












£43m UK. Aid Since 66

Total UK aid to Indonesia since Suharto came to power
and since the establishment of the Inter-Governmental
Group on Indonesia in 1966 amounts to £43,163,000. This
is clear from figures contained in a written reply to Stan
Newens MP by Overseas Development Minister, Reg Pren-
tice (Hansard, May 7th).

In another written reply on the same day, the Minister
stated that ‘“‘the future level of British aid to Indonesia is
at the moment under consideration.’”’ This is no doubt in

UK Aid to Indonesia 1966-1975 (in millions of £s) .

1966 1967 1968 1969

Project Aid - . - 0.178
Non-Project Aid - 0.687 1.041  2.055
Technical Assistance 0.004  0.003  0.057  0.082
Total 0.004  0.690 1.098  2.315

connection with the forthcoming meeting of the IGGI,
scheduled for 9-10 June at which current aid needs of Indo-
nesia will be fixed and new bilateral commitments made by
IGGI members, including the UK. Last year, the UK com-
mitted £10 for a period commencing in 1977.

Apart from direct aid, the British Government also sup-
ports a number of credit deals between British exporters and
the Indonesian Ministry of Finance or Indonesian corpora-
tions, by granting guarantees against default of payment
through the Export Credit Guarantee Department scheme.

1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975
0.428 1.901 2.309 3.401 5.604 4.796
2.070 3.524 3.860 4.113 2.472 0.568
0.161 0.410 0.602 0.634 0.790 1.413
2.659 5.835 6.771 8.148 8.866 6.777

PERTAN NA CRISIS WORSENS

The debt incurred by the Indonesian State oil company,
Pertamina, thought earlier this year to amount to about
3,500 million US dollars, is now known to be well over
9,000 million dollars. This is clear from new figures pub-
lished by Tempo, the Jakarta weekly (27 March, 1976).

® Short-term loans {repayable in 12 months or less) are
now thought to amount to 1,900 million dollars.

s The amount owing to pay for 80 100,000-ton oil tankers
is 2,400 million dollars (which, Tempo says, is about 3
times the current market price for that number of
tankers!)

& The oil money owed by Pertamina to the State Treasury
(all levies on foreign oil companies are paid to the Trea-
sury through Pertamina) is now calculated at 1.500
million dollars.

® Pertamina’s debts to domestic contractors are now calcu-
lated at 1,900 million dollars.

® The trade debt is now thought to be much higher than
the initial estimate of 700 million, probably double that.

Since the Indonesian Government has decided to honour
these debts, it means that new credits have been sought on
the international money market. The international indebt-
edness of the Indonesian economy has been severely wor-
sened as a result of the corruption and mismanagement in
Pertamina. Pertamina’s debts are nearly twice the total sum
now owing to IGGI countries and incurred in the ten years
since IGGI began.

Ibnu Sutowo Dismissed

The dismissal of Pertamina’s President-Director, General
Ibnu Sutowo, was eventually announced in March this year.

His dismissal is regarded as a sacrifice President Suharto was
forced to make to preserve his own position and to protect
the interests of his wife, Tien Suharto, who is known to be
at the centre of a vast network of corruption.

Ibnu Sutowo’s dismissal was designated an “honorable
dismissal’, irony indeed for those many hundreds of thou-
sands of people who have suffered dishonorable dismissal
and much worse for the ‘“’crime” of having been members of
organisations that were perfectly legal at the time.

Continued from page 7 The

proéecution spokesman went ahead regardless in his secand
summing-up statement to repeat his demand for a sentence
of 20 years. It is difficult to understand how the panel
of judges could have so completely ignored the force of
arguments presented by the defence and gone ahead to
find Oei guilty of subversion and sentence him to 13
years. A savage sentence by any standard, yet by
comparison with the numerous death and life sentences
passed in Indonesia at political trials, Oei must presumably

10

consider himself lucky, and fortunate to have had such a
dedicated team of defence lawyers whose arguments may
have compelled the judges to give a lighter sentence than
originally intended. For there is little doubt that the judges
were bound to find him guilty and to go a long way to
meet the prosecution’s demand for sentence.

But at least Oei Tju Tat knows that, all being well, he
shf)uld be released in three years. How many of his fellow
prisoners would be glad to know that!
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Glossary

G30S/PKI Abbreviation for 30th September Movement/
Indonesian Communist Party. the term used by the Army
to describe the coup attempt which actually occurred on
1 October 1965.

KOPKAMTIB Abbreviation for the Command for the
Restoration of Security and Order, the special Army
command under the direct command of President Su-
harto, which is responsible for political security and the
arrest and detention of political prisoners.

GOLKAR The Functional Groups, the name of the politi-
cal party set up by the military which ‘“‘won” the 1971
general elections by means of intimidation and control

of the electoral machinery.

PPP The initials of the Partai Persatuan Pembangunan.
the Development Unity Party, the name given to the
fusion of the Moslem parties.

PDI The initials of the Partai Demokrasi Indonesia,
the Indonesian Party of Democracy, the name given to
the fusion of nationalist and Christian parties.

Pancha Sila (Spelt in Indonesian, Panca Sila). The Five
Pillars, orginally formulated in 1945 by Indonesia’s first
President, Sukamno. These are: Belief in one God, national-
ism, humanitarianism, democracy and social justice. The
military regime asserts its adherence to these principles, and

proclaims that the tapols must abandon their ideology
and ‘“‘become good Pancha Sila-ists”.

MALARI The acronym used for the 15 January 1974 event

when students demonstrated against the visit to Indonesia
of the Japanese Prime Minister, Tanaka, and in protest
against many aspects of current economic policy.

Tapol Principles

TAPOL campaigns for the release of Indonesian
political prisoners and is a humanitarian organi-
sation. It is not associated with any political
groups, cither in Indonesia or abroz_ld, ?nd 1s
supported by individuals and organisations of
many shades of opinion. I

Suggested Reading

The Military Balance 1975-1976. The International
Institute for Strategic Studies, 18 Adam Street,
London, WC2N 6AL, September 1975, 104 pp.,
price £1.50.

The publication gives “the facts of military power as they
existed in July 1975 (preface). For Indonesia, the following
information is given: Total armed forces: 266,000; defence
expenditure 1975-76: 460 bn rupiahs (§1,108 m). Army:
200,000, about one-third being engaged in civil and admin-
istrative duties. Navy: 38,000. Air Force: 28,000, 47
combat ajrcraft. Para-military Forces: police mobile brigade
12,000, militia about 100,000, Some equipment, ships and
aircraft are non-operational, for lack of spares, In 1973 the
defence expenditures were $452 million, $4 per head (1975:
89 per head), 21.8% of government expenditure, 3.6% of
GNP. Numbers of armed forces in previous years: 1971:
319,000, 1972: 317,000, 1973: 322,000, 1974: 270,000.
To these numbers the para-military forces should be added.

Notes To Readers

SUBSCRIPTION DRIVE

It is more than a decade now since the first mass arrests
took place in Indonesia, but the problem is still as far as
ever from solution.

TAPOL’s campaign may have helped the compel the
military leaders to at least speak of releases, but clearly
that is not enough. We must reach out to more people
with the facts.

For this, we need your help!

Please send us the name of at least one possible new
subscriber and we will send them two issues free of
charge.

Please also send us the names of journalists, educational
or research institutions, libraries, organisations or other
bodies who you think should receive TAPOL Bulletin.

SUBSCRIPTION RATES

The new annual rates (six issues) are:

UK and Europe

£2.50 (5.50 US dollars)
Overseas

£3.00 (6.75 Us dollars)

TAPOL Bank account No. 40987493, Wandsworth Common
Branch, National Westminster Bank, 27 Bellevue Road,
London S.W.17 7EF. All foreign currency cheques should
be endorsed on the reverse side with the words:

As made payable to on the front.
Please address all correspondence and subscriptions to:

TAPOL, 103 Tilehurst Road, Wandsworth Common,
London S.W.18, United Kingdom.
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