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Madam ChairPerson,

I rise to presenL our team of Adivasi -Indigenous Tribal People- Representatives

from India chosen from different regions of our country and representing the

major communities of the"Indigenous Tribal People who are nearly 60 million'

But before we submit anythlng about the Adivasis -i'e' Indigenous Tribal People

of India- and their present situation, I would seek your indulgence' Madam

Chairperson, to make an observation on the statement of the Government of India

Representatives who had made a remark previously Ehat there are no

Indigenous Peoples in India as India is "1ike a melting pot"'

By an accident of history, this opinion of the Government of India expressed at

the floor of the United Nations \^lorking Group on Indigenous Populations i-n

1984 and again in 1985, has come to our ears and therefore our People thought

it fit to depute a team of five representatives of Adivasis i'e' Indigenous

Tribal Peoples to appear in person and get the correction done on the floor of

the United Nations \^lorking Group on Indigenous Populations itself at this session'

Our team consists of:
1. Mr. Samar Brahmachoudhury M.P. (Lok Sabha),a representative of

theBodoTribesintheplainsofAssaminEasternfndia.

2.BishopDrNirmalMinz,arepresentativeoftheOraonTribes,
from ChhotanagPur, in South Biha'

3. Sharad Kulkarni, from Centre for Tribal Conscientization, Poone,

lrlestern India.

4.Dr.RamDayalMunda,Vice_Chancellor,Universi-tyofRanchi,
Bihar, rePresenting Munda Tribe'

5.Prof.A.K.Kisku,froml,testBengal'representingSantalTribes.

Iltre have come here after drawing due attention-of the Minister for Home Affairs'

GovernmenL of India by a letter dated May 4, 1987, and this letter has been

acknowledged.

From historical, anthropological and sociological points of view we know that

we are the rndigenous Tribal people of rndia from pre-histori-c times wiLh distinct

social, economic,political and terrltorial identities' The Aryan invaders' Lhe



I

2

Moslem Dynasties and finally the British had established their colonisations

in India. But as Adivasis i.e. fndigenous Tribal Peoples, we stil1 maintain

our distinct i-dentity with different languages, customs, traditions, cultures,
and life-styles inspite of thousands of years of adverse circumstances caused

by the colonisers. We are Adivasis i.e. the Indigenous Tribal People in India -
a term commonly used in the Parliament and common usage and for which the term

Scheduled Tribes is used in the Constitution of India.

The Adivasis i.e. Indigenous Tribal People are scattered all over fndia. Their

major concentrations are as follows: - Khasis, Nagas, lllrzoz, Garos, Karbis,
Dimasas, Bodos, Misings, Rabhas, Lalungs, Deuris, Mismis, Daflas, Akas,

Serekdukpens, etc. are the major Indigenous Tribal Peoples in north Eastern

India; Santals, Mundas, Hos, Kharias, Pahari-as.Oraons, Konds, etc. are major

Adivasis communities inhabiting in a most concentrated way i-n central India;
Gonds, Bhi1s, Kurkus, Kols, etc. are major Adivasis inhabiting the Llestern

Region of our country, and the Koyas, Todas, Banjaras and oLhe major Indlgenous

Tribal Groups are found in South fndia, including Onge and other in Andaman and

Nicober Islands. The Government of fndia has listed 400 major and minor Indigenous

Tribal communiti-es as Scheduled Tribes

In general, we are knouwn under different nelmes: - Adivasis (original settlers)
Aboriginals, Adim Jati (0rigina1 Community), Janjati (scheduled tribes),
and Banabasi (Forest dwellers). Others may call us by different names but we

call ourselves Adivasis i.e. fndigenous Tribal People as it defines-our identi-ty
as Indigenous People of India. hlhether the Government of India would recognize

us as the Indigenous Tribal Peoploe or not, we know r{e sti11 survive and exist
as Adivasis as distinct people and at this United Nations l.rlorking Group on

Indigenous Populations, we have come to express our unity and solidarity with
all the Indigenous Peoples all over the wor1d, in our movement for the liberation
of the Indigenous Peoples.
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Itr - Please permit us, Madam Chairperson, t.o subst.antiate our poi-nts by

describing the Adivasis situation today. trrle affirm that the definition given

by Mr Jose R. Martinez Cobo is clearly applicable Lo the Adivasis of India.

During the British regime specific provisions l,{ere made to safeguard the

rigEhs and interests of Indigenous Tribal People and the territories predominantly

inhabited by them as Tribal areas, part,ialtry excluded areas and Excluded Areas

under Government of India Act 1935. These provisions of specail safeguards were

enshrined in the Constitution of India in various forms after Independence.

The Indigenous Tribal predominance in the North-Eastern Hill Areas u/ere given

the right to be autonomous districts under 6th schedule of the Indian Constitution

and the remaining Indigenous Tribal areas were given Consultative status to

safeguard the Tribal rights and interests through Tribal Advisory Councils in

all States throughout the country under FifLh Schedule. But certain other areas

including Plains Tribal Areas of Assam were not included under the purview of

5th and 6th Schedule. The autonornàr" districts under 6th Schedule created

namely, Meghalaya, Nagaland, Mi-zoram and'Arunachal'area elevaÈed to the status

of Statehood. But the right of self-determination is denied to Indigenous Tribal

Peoples in all the rest of India. The Tribal Advisory Council is practi-cal1y

ineffective. Thus the Indigenous Tribal People in other parts than those in
North Eastern Hill States are under the l^lelfare and Development Programmes of

the State and Central Government top bottom, depriving their participation.

This process has made the Adivasis ttthe objects of welfarett and ?rvictims of

progresstt , though the late Prime Minister Jahwar La1 Nehru laid down five
basic principles as PANCHSHEEL for the developmenL of Adivasis. These Panchsheels

are (1) People should develop along the lines of their own genious and we should

avoi-d imposing anything on them. We should try to encourage in every way their
or.m traditional arts and culLure,

(2) Tribal Rights in land and forests shall be respected.

(3) We should try to train and build up a team of their own people to do the

work of administration and development. Some Technical personnel from outside,

will no doubt, be needed, in the beginning but we should avoid introducing too

many ouLsiders into Tribal territory.
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(4) We should not over administer their areas or overwhelm them with a

multiplicity of schemes. \t/e should rather work through and not in rivalry to

Eheir own social and cultural institutions'
(5) I^le should judge the results not by statistics or the amount of money

spent but by the quality of human character that is involved'

The spirit and content of the Panchsheel five basic principles are not at all

observed and honoured. Rather the Panchsheel is violated by the Government of

India bureaucrats and the a11ied vested interests at the central'regional and

1oca1 levels. The conseqgence has been disasterous Lo economic' social' cultural

and political life of the Adivasis threatening their very existence'

The land rights and ownerslhip introduced by the British colonial power and

adopted and implemented by the national Government after Independence' the

forest laws, making land and forests as commodities for sale and purchase under

t.he money economy and marketing system have enabled outsiders ' money-lenders

and the Government to grab Adivasi (original inhabitants) land by fair or foul

means. Establishments of heavy industries like Steel factories at Jamshedpur'

Rourkela, Bokaro and Hatia and mining operations at the v-ery heart of Adivasi

area in central India and rapid urbanisation have accentuated the process of

land alienation. Heavy dam constructions for irrigation and hydro-electric

projects have displaced million of Adivasis and many of them have become

landlesS labourers. Debarred from access to forests and displaced from their

1and, masses of Adivasis have been driven to abject poverty and many of them

have taken to begging which was completely unknown Lo our people 25-30 years

ago. Even the inalienable lands - the Khutkatti and Bhuinhari lands of the

Adivasis of Jharkhand and lands within tribal belts and b10cks of the Plains

of Assam and in other areas as well - are been grabbed and snatched away by

the Government under the plea of overriding national interests' such inalienable

landsarealsobeeinggrabbedbyothervestedinterests.

The system of education has domesticated and alienated the Adivasi youth from

their own culture and has destroyed the languages of the Indigenous Tribal

Peoples of our country. Under the above conditions, territorial integrity'
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social and cultural ldentity of the Adivasis are being shattered and thereby
all their social and cultural values, equali-ty amorrB men and lromen, dignity
of labour,community ownership of means of product.ion and distribution for
common good, consensus in decision making, education for life and facing life
hrith songs and dance are being eroded very rapi_dly.

Resistance to the above destructive forces in scclo-economic and cultural
fields are not wanting. Adivasis have consistently and persi-stantly rebelled
against injustices of all kinds. Liberation movements have arisen in the past
in almost all the major Adivasis regions of fndia. But they have all been put
down by various kinds of ruthless and repressive measures. Atrocities by

po11ce, exploit.ation by vested interests and the Governments are too many to
be mentioned here. Adivasi Lr/omen have been raped and murdered without being
noticed by the Government. Anyone trying to rise in an organised manner against
measures and injust.ices are turned into 1aw and order problem and branded

separatist and put down at gunpoints.

Today the Adivasis i.e. fndigenous Tribal People of India are reduced to a

colonial situation and are completel,y dominated by a system of values and

institutions mai-ntained by the dominant ruling group. Therefore it is a quastion
of survival of the Adivasis under the present conditions described above. I.{ith
our brothers and sisters all over the wor1d, we demand protecLion, restorat.ion
of land and forest rights to our people. We also demand the collective rights
of self-determination for economic, social, cultural and political identity
of fndigenous Tribal People.These demands of right of self-determination by

the fndigenous Tribal-People of India have taken a concrete and positive shape

in the form of demand for creation of Udayachal State to be carved out of Assam

and Jharkhand State consisting of predominant Adivasi areas in South Bihar,
Northern Orissa, l/estern West Bengal and Eastern Madhya Pradesh which are
contiguous and compact geographical area but are distributed to these four
States and weakened the Adivasi fndigenous Tribal solidarity.

fn conclusion, Madam, we Indigenous Tribal People

achieve our Eundamental l{uman Rights of freedom,

of India are determined to
justice and equality among
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humankind and our Rights of Self-Determinat,ion in every facet of our collective
1ife. hle area prepared to pay any price to achieve our Identity. History of

Mankind on this Sacred Earth and in our Mother India must fi.nd its new direction
in order to reach its natural destination.

Thank you.

Samaf oudhur Nirmal Minz

sr^*-§\..*\..,,*\.
Sharad Kulkarni Ram Dayal Munda

,l

A.K.Kisku
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Madame Chairperson,

tr{e thank you for giving us the opportunity to talk about our cabe:
the denial and withholding of the Right of Self-Determination to the People
of l^/est Papua.

I,{e the West Papuan people belong, l1ke the people in Papua New Guinea (PNG), to
the Melanesian people. l,/e are ethnically, culturally and geographically related
to the peoples of PNG, Salomon Islands, Vanuatu, Kanaky and Fiji.
At present we are, like the Kanaky, an occupied people and nation under Indonesian
respectively French, colonial rule. I,rle are determined to continue fighting for
a Free and fndependent West Papua.

[*/e would sincerely hope that you would consider our demand for External Self-
I)etermination by putting it forward into
the Subcommisslon on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities,
into the Commission on Human Rights,
and into the Trusteeship and the Committee of 24 concerning decolonisation.

Madame Chairperson and distinguishqd members of .the l,rlorking Group,

In this paper we want to elucidate our statements that:
1. The people of hlest Papua are nov/ engaged in a struggle for Self-Determinatio_n:
2. I,rlest Papua is an occupied nation.

Ad 1.:
The United Nations has, after having transferred control of trrlest Papua from a
colonial pol/er (the Netherlands), handed over our country to another colonial
power (fndonesia).
The people of l^/est Papua who were already on their L/ay to External Self-Determination,
to be realized by the year 1970*, were subjected to the fndonesian claim of
becoming a part of the Republic of Indonesia, as proclaimed by the then-president
Sukarno in 1963.
The instrumenLs used for the conveyance of our country to fndonesia were the
New York Agreement (1962, between the Netherlands and fndonesia) and the Act of
Free Choice (1969).
The Act of Free Choice r{ras a farce: what should have been an one-person one-vote
consultation of the Papuans about -the future status of their nation, became
an Indonesian steered mockery of the United Nations policy on decolonisation and
self-determinati-on.0n this place we limit ourselves to recalling the violations
of the Articles XVI (presence of a UN-mission), XVIII (method of the Act of Free
Choice) and XXII (rlghts of the inhabitants) of the New York Agreement.

In 1969 the present fnrlonesian president Suharto used Lhe Act of Free Choice to
legalize the incorporation of our country into fndonesia.
The incorporation was subsequently endorsed by the General Assembly of the United
Nations as a valid exerci-se of self-determination consistent with the United
Nations Declaration on Colonies.
Examining the proceclure of t.he conveyance of our country to Indonesia and the
procedure agreed upon in the New York Agreement, h/e can only but conclude that the
United Nations has made a serious error in its endorsement of the incorporation.
Especially when compared to the case of South Africa's claim on Namibia, which was
rejected by the United Nations, h,e are convinced that we have been the victim of
the use of double standards.
*The West Papuan people as an ethnic unity has the right to determine its own
destiny according to point 2-of the rlecolonisation-resolution 1514(XV).
The New Guinea eouncil, par_tly electeà by the l^/est papuan people in 1961, hadalready visualized how the Right of Self-Determination should be executed.



Ad 2.:
The Indonesians have never been interested in the people of West Papua but only
in the vast lands and natural resources. The minerals in our soil and the timber
in our forests are exploited on a large scale by Indonesian and multi-national
compani-es. The amount whi-ch the Indonesian government spends on education, health
and other services for the Papuans, is only a Lrifle compared to t.he capital
exported from our country. The revenues of the exploitation of our national
resources end up in Jakarta.
I^/ith respect to the Papuans, Indonesia is only concerned about I'civilizing those
primiti-vesrt, so hre will fit in the image of a modern Indonesian state.
Bearing in mind that the right of self-determination should be a continuous process,
it is clear that not only in 1969 we were denied this right; si-nce the beginning
of the fndonesian domination in 1963, Papuan voices whether it concerns land rights,
human rights, cultural rights or nationalistic feelings, are systematically
suppressed in a brutal way.
Indonesian tactics to conquer Lhe richness of hlest Papua and to subject the Papuans
are 1)transmigration of Javanese into our country, 2)militarization, and 3)intimi-
dation and brutal violation of human rights.
For many Papuans the only way to safeguard Lhemselves from an oppressive regime
they do not recognize as legitimat.e, is to abandone their homelands and seek
refuge in Papua New Guinea.

1. TRANSMIGRATION

TransmigraLion is the name of Indonesiars ambitious project to resettle millions
of people from the crowded fnner Islands of Java, Madura, Lombok and Bali, to the
more sparsely populated Outer Islands.
0fficially sponsored Transmigration into our country commenced in 1966, even
before the 'tAct of Free Choicett.
The Jakarta government no longer gives overpopulation as the principal reason
behind Transmigration. The government lists 7 goals for its Transmigration program:
to promote naLional unity, national securitÿr ân equal distribution of the population,
national development, Lhe preservation of naEure, help to the farming classes, and
improvement of the condition of 1oca1 peoples (Survival International Bu11eLin,
March 2,1985).
nlihat Transmigration has actuaTTy acconplished is very different:
The spread of povertyi forced displacenent of indigenous popuTations fron their
homesç cornfiunities and Tands; deforestation and soiT damage at the rate of sone
2001000 hectares per yeari destruction of 7oca7 governments' economies, neans of
sustainabTe resource use; forced assiniTation programs; widespread use of miTitary
force to opacifyn areas and to break 7oca7 resistance by bombing and massacres of
civiTians. ' (Bernard Nietschmann, Fourth World Journal Vo1.1, No 2, 1985)

In our view Transmigration is an invasion program. The Papuans are
forced to leave their ancestral homelands to make room for the transmi grants.
Tn alienating us from our traditional 1ands, it is not only undermining our
economies, but jeopardising our entire cultural identity, which is built up on
the relation bet\./een our society and our ancestral lands.
fn many cases our people are threatened, and when they agree to hand over their
land it is out of fear rather than desire. For instance, in Arso the people \^/ere
told that those not releasing their lands would be considered as members of the
Organi-sasi Papua Merdeka - OPM, the armed resistance force of \{est Papua
fn Tembagapura a part of the Amungme tribe was forcibly relocated by the militqry
tnto the malaria-infested 1owlands. Those who fled back to their ancestral lands
\^Iere arrested and again the military transported them to the 1ow1ands. As a result
of malaria and starvation \{omen and children h/ere the first to die.
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The Irian Jaya Community Development Foundation has carried out two detailed
studies of transmlgration sites which are incorporated inLo the Smallholder
Nucleus Estate Program:
l, rt"No provisions have been nade for those 7oca7 people who are not accepted for the
progran and yet whose Tands have been expropriated by the projects; jnsufficient
Tand renains in the hands of the 7oca7 tribaT peopTe to a77ow them to practise
their traditionaT system of shifting cuTtivation.' (G.J. Aditjondro, No.3 LLAp/ypMD/
rv /1986)

Moreoveriob opportunities outside the traditional Papua communities are scarce for
the Papuans. Employers, whether it be the government or private business, prefer
fndonesians above Papuans. Thus where the Transmigration may bring new economicactivities to our country, rde the original inhabitants of West Papua, loose our
1and, loose our cultural identity, are about to become a minority 1n our own country,
and on top of this all: kre are being marginal ized in a society we did not choose for.

But how can \4/e expect the rndonesian government to bother about us , not to mention
our involvement and say in the settlin g of foreigners in our country, when it isevident that the Transmi ation Proqram has a mi1 itarv aspect. In his book theformer eastern region territorial commander Lt. -Gen. Kaphi writes:oThus the governnent must pTan transmigration nore carefufT y remenbering the great
inportance that the progran has in overalT deveTopnent in rrian Jaya. EspecialTy instrategic areas such as the border regions, it is obvious that ex-soTdiers or
soTdiers be settTed as transnigrants as a 'buffer-zone' . ' (Kahpi, The challenge
and the struggle in the land of the bird of paradise, 1985)

2. THE WAR AGAINST WEST PAPUA

The oppresgion of the t{est Papuan people started immediately after the Dutchleft,in L962. The then-governor Eliezàr Bonay, who is also with our delegation,recalls that the prisons everywhere h/ere ful1. UN officials reported, discretely,thatthe'1oca1peop1ewere''treatedbad1yl'.__-r
After 1962 the conflict between the new rulers and the Papuans only increased.
The Indonesian authorities, having failed. to subj".t us=rrithin a âhort periodof time, are increasing their milltary activities and i-n a more brutal way, inan effort to gain control by sheer military force.
1.: :l,example the latest Indonesian militaiy offensive will be described.

fn the last quarter of 1986, under the code-name "Operasi Saté" (Operation SkeweredMeat), an offensive was launched to wipe out the Organisasi papua Merdeka (OpM).During this offensive the Indonesian ,ilitr.y executed aerial tombardments, raiclsand house-to-house searches, gunfire attacks from naval vessels...(rÀpoi,-n".lliggol.*Because of aerial bombaldments around the tr{isse1 Lakes,-in the well-populatedcentral highlinds in wagete and Enarotari districts, many houses, churches andschools were destroyed; many people were kil1ed and the survivors fled into thebush.
rrRaids and house-to-house searches along the north coastal strip, from 6rmuthrough Sarmi to the Memberame River, have bàen accompanied by arrests, disappear-ances, beatings and rapes.

Because the Papuans have to make room for the transmigrantg and logging and miningoperations, the fndonesians use brutal force against Prpu.n civilians.
The military actions against the people of wesl Papua are the last desperaLe effortsof a regime that in the eyes of the people ahs no iegitimacy. I]nable to get hold ofthe organized resistance, the fndoneàians resort to àttacking whole ,i11;À;s ;;à



k111ing unarmed civilians.
Like in Opersi Saté, the targets of the military attacks are quite deliberate.
People are scared because they do not know whether they will be the next victim.
Being a Papuan seems to be a reason to be treated as a dangeroud ennemy.

3. HTMAN RIGIITS VIOLATIONS

The human rights situation in our country is a matter of grave concern.
Amnesty fnternati-onal, the Anti-Slavery Society, TAPOL etc. continue to receive
reports on violations of the human rights. The following examples, as reported by
Amnesty International, reflect the alarmlng increase i-n extra-judicial executions,
torture and ill-treatment and detention without charge or tria1.
Extra- udicial ki11i
Arnold Ap, a distinguished anthropologlst who was very popular among us because
he promoted our culture. h,as arrested on 30 November 1983. He was held and tortured
in the notorious Panorama Bar in Jayapura. Medio April 1984 the military staged
an escape for Arnold Ap and his companion Eduard Mofu. Few days after, on the beach
of Base-G both of them were subjected to severe tortures before they were murdered.

After having reportecl back to the headquarters as the only survivor of an attack on
a military post by the OPM, l{i-1he1mus Inday, a Papuan sergant hrith the 753-
batallion of the fndonesian army, Lras ki11ed by the military.

Because of the killing of 2 Indonesian soldiers in Waena by the OPM, the fndonesian
military conducted a house-to-house search on 14 April 1986. I{antonless they choose
Martin Sani and his wive Sarinah Zoani to blame; the couple was killed.

Torture and i-1l-treatment of prisoners
The 12 refugees who were forcibly deported from PNG to l{est Papua in October 1985,
have been imprisoned and subjected Lo torture.One of them, Elias Kareni, had a
nail driven trough his toe during interrogation. fsak LTaromi, who was suffering
from gastric ailments and fluld in his lungs did not receive any medical attention.

Prisoners held incommunicado
17 Papuan prisoners who were held in the Abepura prison near Jayapua, are reported
!9 bg missing. Eyewitnesses declared that, in ttre:night of- 26;27 Januari 1986,
11 of them were whlsked away in a Hercules airplane. It is believed that they areheld incommunicado in the Kali-soso prison near surabaya on Java.
About the disappearance of the other 6 prisoners is no information at all.

4. REFUGEES*

Because of the events mentioned above (transmigration, military cccupation and violation
of human rights) many Papuans are foçced to flee to seek refuge in pNG. i
Since \962, the escalation between nationalist Papuans and thà'Indonesian army has
caused a steady stream of refugees to leave West Papua. By 1979 an estimated 1O,OOO
West Papuans had crossed into PNG.

*Initially our delegation should be accompanied by two countrymen who recently fled
away from West Papua and who are now residing in a refugee camp in PNG. Unfortunately,

it appeared impossible to get permission from the PNG authorities Lo 1et them have
the necessary travel documents.
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Since early 1984 the situation in our country has detoriarated markedly. Followlngan attempted uprising in Jayapura by Papuan nationalists in Februari 1ô84, andsubsequent repressive actions by the fndonesian military, a flood of refugees haspoured across the border. By mid '86 there were about 12,000 refuge"s in-i6-Iu*p"along the border; they fled their homes because of fndonesi-an atrocities. fnAugust 1986 some 750 new refugees_arrived. They had come from the border villageof Kivirok, 2 days walk from the PNG village oi Yapsi. The refugees told that theIndonesian troops had beheaded Tuberius Uràpdane a catholic cathecist in Lheirvi11age. Others reported the rape of a numbàr of women, arrests and beatings of menin their village (PNG Times, 5 Sepr.'86).
Not all of those reaching PNG are just from the border region. Some refugees spentup to 5 weeks trekking to reach the frontier. Many of the refugees have sufferedseverely on the way and some even died while on trek

The refugee population has at a time peaked at approximately 14,000 people. gver
the past 12 months the figure declineà because.ài,rg"u" retürned to ir,"i. country.As a result opf the trdiscouragement policyrr of the ÈNG go.r.rnment several groupsof refugees returned "voluntarily" under the auspic.s oi the Unitea uationl HigtrCommissioner on Refugees (UNHCR). .For the refugees the situation in the camps is\'ÿithout any perspective: they are not allowed Èo participate in the pNG society,in the camps food provision and medical care are insufficient (more than 180 peoplehave died of hunger and hunger re1ated diseases), and the children cannot go toschool (some already since 1984).
According to the IINHCR 2000 people have gone back to l,rtest papua, mainly to Meraukeand Mindiptanah regions in the south. Thày were Lransported in aerplanâs and put inso-ca11ed relocation camps. Reports have been coming io pNG of I^/esL papuan ..irg"""who repatriated 

_and were subsequently tortured to dàath by the military. In Seotember1986, Ancelmus Katua, headmastér of Mindiptana highschool, and Clemens Andomenen,community school teacher of Inko vi11age, v/ere arresLed by the military KODIM 1707and subjected to electric shock torLure until they died.

once they are back-in hlest Papua the refugees are no longer a case for Lhe UNHCR.But since the UNHCR is worried about theii fate, the chuiches are asked to monitorand he1p.

The siLuation of the refugees, whether they are repat.riated or not, is serious.hle are grateful to the UNHCR, the International Reà Cross and others for bringingsome relief. However, when nothing is changed in hlest Papua itself, people wiî1continue to cross the border, risking an uncertain livin! in refugee camps.
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5. CONCLUSION

fn Aprl1 1961, the New Guinea Council, partly elected by the West papuan people,
was installed - The first deed of the council was to declare that they wouid work
towards independence. The council came out with proposals how the process of self-determinati-on should be execuLed in accordance with point 2 of the decolonisationresolution 1514(XV) and Article 73 of. the Charter of the Unired Nations.ft was 1n this period that political consciuosness develop among the l^/est papuans
on a national level: the l/est Papuans should determine their orn frtu.e as a freeand independent nati-on.
The shift of colonial rule from the Netherlands to Indonesia, however, abruptlybroke off the fulfilment ouf our inspirations.
By means of harsh measures the Indonesian government is sti11 trying to subjectthe people of I'{est Papua. Transmigration, Àilitary occupation, human right violationsand the exodus of refugees: these are all sings of the lack of legitimacy of thefndonesians among the l,rtest papuan people
hle are determined to continue our resistance against fndonesian domination.
The Indonesian i-mposed regime is becoming more and more brutal in order to imposecolonial ru1e.
If this proce is not stopped, a gênocide may be cbmpleted:
THE OBLITERATION OF THE I4TEST PAPUANS AS A PEOPLE.

6. DEMANDS

0n the above mentioned grounds, we the people of hlest Papua demand that it isacknowledgde that our country 1s administered and occupiàd as a neo-co1ony.
As with the people of Namibia and the people of Lrlest"., S"hu.a, hre do not consentto foreign occupation and foreign rule.

[le, the people of l,n/est Papua, are fighting for our right to determine our ownfuture, a future without foreign dominatiàn and oppression.

I4IE DEMAND OUR RIGHT TO EXERCISE SELF_DETERMINATION.


