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I. Information provided by the national human rights
institution of the State under review accredited in full
compliance with the Paris principles

A. Background and framework

1. Indonesian Human Rights Commission (Komnas-HAKgported that the
Government had not met the recommendations toyratiiumber of international human
rights treaties and recommended that the Governrmantediately ratify therh and
ICRMW.?

2. Komnas-HAM stated that education and training hioman rights for law
enforcement officials, if any, had not demonstrateslilts. This was evident from human
rights abuses committed by security forces, espeqmlice. In 2009, there were 4926
complaints. 890 cases were of citizens concernsitaihe process of police investigation
and 177 complaints questioned the legality of desanby the policé. The draft Penal
Code did not refer to CAT as a whél&omnas-Ham asked that its education and training
programmes be a condition met by all law enforceroéficers®

B. Cooperation with human rights mechanisms

3. According to Komnas-HAM, the consultation pracégtween the Government and
stakeholders was more temporary (just before artemubmission) rather than continuous
and long term. It recommended a more permanent iastitutionalized consultation
particularly in the process of formulating and hanizing national legislation with ratified
international treaties.

C. Implementation of international human rights obligations, taking into
account applicableinternational humanitarian law

4, Komnas-HAM reported that its inquiry revealedtthrimes against humanity were
likely committed in five identified cases: May 1988ts; Semanggi and Clover Il in 1998;
forced disappearances 1997-8; Talangsari; WasM&amena. The Attorney General was
informed of these findings but had not acted uplent. Komnas-Ham recommended
immediate follow-up of the Commission’s investigais?

5. The absence of the right to security guaranf@eluman rights defenders (HRDs)
led to the birth of the draft “Law on Human Rigldefenders” and the Government was
recommended to speed up Parliament’s endorseméme éfct®

6. During the last four years there had been aeseof steps backward in the
implementation of state obligations to respecfjlfahd protect human rights, mainly in the
following issues: Freedom of Religion or Belief,oRiction of Migrant Worker&, and
Corporate Responsibility in respecting human rights

7. Freedom of religion suffered a set-back, asectdld in the attack on Jemaah
Ahmadiyah followers in Cikeusik and the deterreatdemaah Christians from worshiping
in the Church of Yasmin, Bog&rKomnas-Ham recommended the formation of a new law
that guarantees the protection of freedom of refigor belief and a shift in managing
religious plurality from repressive and discrimioigt practices to fair treatment of all
religions and belief&
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8. Regarding issues relating to freedom of expoessKomnas-Ham reported on 44
cases of violence against journalists in 2010; ardhinalization of opinions on the
internet!* The international community was asked to suppafbhesia in ensuring security
and protection for the journalistic professian.

9. Concerning violence against Papuans, Komnas-téaorted that the Government’s
handling of the Papuan People’s Congress (KRPdll19 October 2011 resulting in 3
persons killed, others wounded and the arrest d?IKReaders for treason was not in line
with the principles of human rights and democra€gmnas-HAM recommended that
Indonesia accelerate human rights-based developtonitfill and restore the rights and
freedoms of the people of Papfa.

10. There were 4.5 million Indonesian migrant woskabroad often experiencing abuse
and physical and sexual violence. They faced lagslies, with over 300 allegedly
threatened with the death sentence, in a neighiguountry’” Komnas-Ham
recommended that Indonesia take diplomatic acti@h@ovide legal assistance to protect
them?®

I nfor mation provided by other accredited national human
rightsinstitutions and other stakeholders

Background and framework

Scope of international obligations

11.  According to Joint Submission 11 (JS11), redifion plans® had encountered a
number of obstacles. First, the lack of coordimat@nd support among government
institutions. For example, the rejections by théditary and the Ministry of Labour of the
ratification of the Rome Statute and the ICRMW, pexdively. Second, the lack of
initiative, consistency, and political will withithe Government and the Parliaméht.
Komnas Perempuan (Komnas-Perempuan) encouragedaernment to promptly fulfil
its commitment to ratify these legal framewofks.

12. JS13 urged Indonesia to accede to the Romet&taand ratify the recently signed
CED?2®JS11 urged the Government, through the Ministry@f and Human Rights, to
immediately proceed with preparations for ratifyi@dP-CEDAW ?* and OP-CAT* and
simultaneously improve the conditions of placesi@®ntior?® JS9 urged the ratification of
OP-CRC-SC¥* and OP-CRC-AE® JS11 urged the Government to ratify ILO Convention
189 as pledged by the President during the 2011 $eSsiort? JS12 recommended
ratification of ILO C. 169° International Commission of Jurists (ICJ) recomneshthat
Indonesia become a party to ICCPR- OP 1 and OP2|GBBCR, ICRMW and the
Convention on the Status of Refugees and immegliatgh with a view to ratification the
Third Optional Protocol to the CRE.

Constitutional and legidative framework

13.  JS7 stated that Indonesia ratified CAT in 1B@8did not criminalize torture in the
national military and civilian penal cod&sJS2 stated that the adoption of the draft
criminal code, which included the crime of tortuhad been pending for many years and
was unlikely to occur in the near future, as it wad being treated as a high priorify
Given delays in the adoption of the criminal cottejonesia should consider passing a
stand-alone criminal law that punishes torturdrie Wwith the provisions of CAT*

14.  Amnesty International (Al) reported on otheorsbomings in the Criminal Code. It
retained the death penalty in law; criminalized sofierms of peaceful expression,
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including in Articles 106 and 110 for “rebellion”gainst the state (makar); and
discriminated against women and religious minasitié did not meet the requirements of
international human rights law in other aréas.

3. Institutional and human rightsinfrastructure and policy measures

15.  Christian Solidarity Worldwide (CSW) stated ttHadonesia should ensure the
impartiality and independence of Komnas-HZmMS3 recommended the establishment of a
protection unit for human rights defenders undemikas-Hant!

16. JS13 stated that an entire section on accailitytdbr gross human rights violations
in the 2004-2009 National Human Rights Action Ptanlonger existed in the current one.
That omission reflected a step backward in Ind@iggpolitical commitment to combat
impunity 38

B. Cooperation with human rights mechanisms

17.  For the second UPR cycle, ICJ recommendednidanesia present to the Council,
during adoption of its UPR outcome document, a omali plan of action for the
implementation of accepted recommendations andntaty pledges and commitmerits;
and two years after adoption of the outcome doctn@mid-term progress report on the
status of implementation of recommendations andntaly pledges and commitmefits.

18. Komnas-Perempuan reminded the Government toowolup on the
recommendations of CEDAW and the Special Rappodauwiolence against woméh.

1. Cooperation with treaty bodies

19.  AMAN recommended that Indonesia implement CERBtommendatiorfs.

2. Cooperation with special procedures

20. CSW urged Indonesia to extend a standing itiwitato the Special Procedurs.
Komnas-Perempuan recommended that the Governmealdshccept the requests of the
UN Special Procedures, including on freedom ofgiehi, to visit Indonesi& Similar
recommendations were made in nine other submis$iod$12 recommended that
Indonesia invite other special procedures relating transnational corporations and
business enterprises, right to food and on indigemeople&®

C. Implementation of international human rights obligations, taking into
account applicableinternational humanitarian law

1. Equality and non-discrimination

21. JS11 noted that there were 154 discriminatgtgvis against women in 2009 and
189 in 20107 Komnas-Perempuan recorded in August 2011 thatetheere 207
discriminatory policies in the name of religion amarality, 78 were specifically targeting
women?® The majority of those policies (200 of 207 polidiesxisted at district and
provincial levels. At the national level discrimtoay policies included: Law No. 44 of
2008 on Pornography; and Ministry  of Health Redatat No.
1636/MENKES/PER/X1/2010 regarding Female Circunumig?

22. Komnas-Perempuan recommended the governmenaroul any regulations that
prescribe flogging and stoning to death or othemfo of corporal punishment; seriously
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examine the regulations on khalwat (intimacy) addltery in the provincial regions so that
they do not contradict human rights principies.

23. JS11 reported that conflicts between indigemmaples and peasants and palm oil
plantation companies were persistent. There we@ecdSes in 2010 and around 240 cases
in 2009. Criminalisation of those taking part ie ttonflicts increased from 112 in 2009 to
more than 130 people in 2010. The increase in itwflallegedly resulted from the
issuance of rights to cultivate to palm oil plaitatcompanies, allowing the confiscation of
peoples’ land§!

Right tolife, liberty and security of the person

24. JS2 stated that eleven national laws and régo$a including the penal code and
subversion and corruption laws, prescribe the dpatialty>> JS1 stated that there were
reportedly approximately 100 people on death ro®8-of them for drug offencés.Al
reported on heightened concerns with the 2010 amentl of the Clemency Law (No.
22/2002), restricting those sentenced to deathhéo submission of only one plea for
clemency to the President within a year of the io¢fd Calls were made for the abolition
of capital drug laws by JS1 and for the death pggnahd the commutation of death
sentences to prison terms byAl.

25. JS3 alleged that in October 2011, two HRDsraethbers of the labour union SPSI
(All Indonesia Labour Federation), working at theéport McMoran gold and coppermine,
Petrus Ayamiseba and Leo Wangdagau, were shot loegueblice when taking part in a
strike and rally calling for improved labour corndits at the miné®JS7 stated that on 19
October 2011, military and police forces violendigpersed indigenous participants at the
3rd Papuan People’s Congress, a peaceful gathehiitdy had been held at a football field
of the Catholic Church in Abepura, Jayapura Citgpia Provincé’ Noting that the new
standard operating procedures regarding crowd aloatiowed for the use of firearms by
police against unarmed civilians, JS2 recommenkbatithey should be reviewed to ensure
the prevention of human rights abuses.

26. JS2 alleged that hundreds of cases of tortueee weported every year, mostly
concerning the police in order to obtain informatiar confession. The use of torture was
widespread during interrogatiéh. The police required resourced capacity building
programmes concerning investigation and interrogatchnique&

27. Human Rights Watch (HRW) stated that its redeagvealed a pattern of arbitrary

detention and ill-treatment, particularly in theopinces of Papua and West Pafua.

According to JS3, political prisoners were gengrattated badly and denied access to
health services, such as in the case of Filep KaanthKimanus Wenda, who had been
suffering from serious illnessés.

28.  Global Initiative to End All Corporal Punishntesf Children (GIEACPC) stated
that since the review, Indonesia has made no psegneprohibiting corporal punishment of
children and it remained lawful in the home, scBp@enal institutions and care settings,
and in some cases may be imposed as a senteraénferunder Islamic lak?

29.  VIVAT International (VIVATI) alleged that violece was carried out by the military
in the context of Territorial Military Operation aamps for internally displaced people, at
the border of Papua. Reportedly, common types olerce committed by military and

police included rapes, sexual slavery, human thkifig for sexual exploitation and sexual
abusé® JS9 stated that Ahmadi women often experiencedatsrof rape and sexual
violence resulting in prolonged depression andagypctive disorders?

30. According to Komnas-Perempuan stated that flata the past four years showed
that VAW was still a huge problem and measureseta dith it remained limite® Of the
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303,114 cases handled, approximately 95% occuriginwthe personal domafid.JS7
indicated that domestic violence was largely takmtain indigenous cultur®.JS9 stated
that traditional practices harmful to girls stiltaurred in Indonesia and were rooted in
discrimination and control of the sexuality of wamfeom a young age and reflected in the
practice of female genital mutilatiéhJS10 reported that the latest census in 2010 showe
the average age of marriage was now 15 year® d8iL0 reported that restrictive abortion
laws combined with stigma associated with pregnaogiside of marriage meant that
unmarried adolescent girls who become pregnant oiea forced into marriage.Orchid
Project (OP) recommended immediate repeal of tH 2@inistry of Health Regulation
regarding female circumcisio® and the adoption and implementation of the WHO
guidelines on stopping healthcare professionals fperforming FGM/C and promoting the
abandonment of FGM/C.

31. JS5 stated that the legal framework failedrtmioalize individuals or companies

that advertised, promoted or arranged child sexstddS5 recommended that the
implementation of Indonesia’s National Plan of Adti(on the eradication of the criminal

act of trafficking in persons and sexual explo@atdf children) should be coordinated and
monitored by task forces at the national and lteadls’®

32. JS1 recommended that treatment for drug depeerdshould be consensual.
Compulsory treatment should be abolished and deypgiadant people in detention should
have access to opioid substitution ther&#yegarding harm reduction services, JS1 stated
that needle and syringe programmes were condubtedigh outreach. However, many
outreach workers had been arresfed.

3. Administration of justice, including impunity, and therule of law

33. JS2 reported that the new 2009 police intemagiilations were not being enforced
effectively’® A lack of professionalism, command responsibiind enforcement of human
rights principles, allowed for violations by the lige to continue with impunity®
Prosecutors often refrained from initiating crimipaocedures in cases where the police’s
division for profession and security (PROPAM) commoed examination of complaints.
However, PROPAM did not provide judicial remedi23S2 recommended that a vetting
mechanism should ensure that violations of polegulations such as the use of torture
feature in personnel promotion or transferal decisi*

34. HRW alleged that despite significant reformsth@ military in recent years,
members of Indonesia's security forces —in padicDletachment 88 and the special forces,
Kopassus— continued to engage in serious abusésneir-total impunity? JS11 drew
attention to the lack of a vetting mechanism i thilitary (TNI) and the application of the
unrevised Law No. 31 Year 1997 on Military Coéitas affecting the settlement of past
human rights violations’ cases and made recommamdato address theffi.

35. According to JS2, Indonesia’s State intelligenagency had frequently been
involved in human rights violations and allegedbykperpetrators of the 2004 murder of
human rights defender Munir were members of thenay. The agency was criticised for
its politicisation, lack of civilian oversight arttie impunity that its members enjoyed for
human rights abuses and criminal &&t«CJ stated that the State Intelligence Law enacted
on 11 October 2011 was vague, in contraventiorhefprinciple of legality, which could
lead to misinterpretation and abuse, and lackeduaatability measures that presented the
danger of greater impunity on the part of inteltige agencie¥.

36. JS2 stated that while the President of Indenesipressed his commitment to
support victims’ struggles for justice and ensune punishment of all perpetrators of
serious human rights violations under the Suhagipnme, there was no judicial progress in
that regard?” Similar concerns were raised by Komnas-Perempfua®13 highlighted little
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progress in removing people implicated in humahtegiolations from public office, and
referred to some who had been appointed to seniitigns®®

37. JS13 stated that during the review periode liftogress was made in mediating an
impasse between Komnas-Ham and the Attorney Gésefiite (AGO). The commission
found that crimes against humanity were committedivie major case® that were then
referred to the AGO. According to JS13, the AGOimt that the dossiers were
incomplete, they could not investigate retroactiases without the establishment of an ad
hoc court (which required a parliamentary recomna¢éinod and a presidential decree), and
double jeopardy existed for cases in which low-lgverpetrators were already tried in
military courts®*

38. According to JS13, the previous human right®aglan targeted the drafting of a
new law and establishment of a national truth cossimon by 2009. A draft law was
registered for discussion in Parliament. There littks political support for it. This failure
had resulted in indefinite delays in establishinght commissions for Papua and Aceh that
were legally mandated by their respective specimrmomy laws?

39. JS2 indicated that the “Witnesses and Victinge#y” was unable to protect

victims, witnesses and whistle blowers, due tock taf resources; the “Criminal Procedure
Code” did not specifically provide for the protexctiof victims and witnesses; and the lack
of effective witness protection allowed for confiimy impunity®

40 .JS2 stated that corruption in the judiciary veasnajor cause of impunity for
perpetrators of religious violence, arbitrary détem torture, or land and mining disputes.
Despite the work of the Anti-Corruption Commissid¢PK), judicial corruption remained
rampant. The Judicial Mafia Task Force set up lyrefein 2009 had acted in several cases
of bribery, but allegedly continued to face resis& from the police, prosecution and
judiciary, which it had been set up to oversee. KR& had allegedly faced repeated stand-
offs with the National Police and Parliament conggy cases of corruption in those
institutions?*

Right to privacy, marriage and family life

41. JS9 reported that the protection and fulfilmehthe rights of children of female
inmate$® remained disturbing. They can only be taken cdrbyotheir mothers for two
years, after which they must be handed over foptoio or temporary treatmefft.JS9
made recommendations to increase support for ttakiren; and to repeal the prohibition
of marriage of different religion¥.

Freedom of religion or belief, expression, association and peaceful assembly, and right
to participate in public and palitical life

42.  Issues relating to freedom of religion anddfelere raised in about 17 submissions
including® by the Centre for Human Rights and Democracy (CHRB®uropean Centre
for Law and Justice (ECLJY° Equal Rights Trust (ERTf* Human Rights First (HRFY?
Jubilee Committee (JCY® IS8 OpenDoors (ODj% Pax Christi International (PC1§®
Particular reference was made to violations affigcthe Ahmadiyah in Cisué&k and the
Indonesia Christian Church Taman Yasmin Bodbr.

43. HRW stated that since 2008, the situation étigious minorities had significantly
worsened? HRW reported that attacks increased from 135 awiigl in 2007, to 216 in
2010 and 184 for the first nine months of 28%1JS4 stated that Indonesia had
institutionalised inequality and hierarchy betweegligious beliefs, with religious
minorities at the bottorft! ERT's research indicated that there was a stromgextion
between the continued existence of laws whichiostt religious freedom, and the rising
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influence of extremist factions which promote amgjage in discrimination and violence
against religious minorities? JS3 drew attention to the spreading of hatred and
intimidation™® According to JS8, the 3 Ministries Joint Decree2id08 triggered the
increase of violence against Ahmadiyya congregafpenpetrated by vigilante groups
(Islamic-radical)® HRW stated that longstanding impunity for religiouiolence had
fostered larger and more brutal attacks by Islammiitants against religious minorities,
particularly against Christians and the Ahmadi{dh.According to JS2, youth
unemployment and poverty had allowed Islamist lemde gain support and spread
fundamentalist views that violated Indonesian dtutstnal values of diversity and
religious freedoni!®

44. ERTYJ)S8%and Komnas-Perempuan drew attention to the disgaitioin faced by
adherents of indigenous faiths regarding their trigh equality before the law and
government!® JS8 indicated that the Government was in the pma& generating
electronic ID cards (E-KTP) which, when applied Wbmake the rehabilitation of victims’
identities more complicated® JS8 urged the Government to revise legislation @olity
such as Law No. 23/2006 (Population Administratighand revise Law No. 1/PNPS/1965
concerning the “Prevention of the Misuse and/ordb&ition of Religion” and declare the
law inapplicable?

45.  JS4 stated that Parliament in 2011 was presdevith the Religious Tolerance Bill
and considered that its restrictions on proseiyjzibuilding places of worship and
religious education were incompatible with artiti of ICCPR* According to PCI, many
religious leaders in Indonesia had objected tobilieraising the fear that it would further
entrench discrimination against religious minostand strengthen support for the extremist
fringe*

46. JS3 stated that the past four years had se@rci@ase in violations towards press
workers and journalists with 17 cases in 2008 carghdo 69, 66 and 87 cases in 2009,
2010 and up to November 2011, respectiv@lyS4 expressed concern with Indonesia’s use
of the Criminal Code to regulate media contentieiad of the more progressive Press Law
No. 40/1999% JS4 alleged that vague terminology in the Crimi@ade and the 2008
Electronic Information and Transaction Law allowmdblic officials to use defamation as a
means to criminalise critical voic&$.JS4 stated that the government has drafted new law
and amendments to existing ones that would furtoetrol the media and expressigh.
JS4 indicated that the Law on Public Informatiorsdlosure, enacted on 4 April 2008,
which guaranteed citizens the legal right to acctssinformation held by public
institutions, had not been effectively implement&according to JS4, the passage of the
State Intelligence Law, with its provisions on etaecrets, posed serious threats to the
effective and just implementation of the Law on Rulmformation Disclosuré®

47. JS3 stated that very little progress had beesmdemin response to the
recommendations made by the United Nations SpeR&gdporteur on Human Rights
Defenders in 2007 and the 2008 recommendationdufiesia’s first UPR* Al stated that
Indonesia’s Parliament failed to pass a law togmoHuman Rights Defenders (HRB)J.
JS3 emphasized that threats towards those deferslingonmental and land rights
continued:* Specific alleged cases were referred to by KonRerempuali*and JS¥°in
North Sumatra and Central Sulawesi. According 8, 3$2010 alone, at least four HRDs
working as journalists exposing corruption werdekif-*®

48.  According to JS3, threats towards HRDs workimgoromote and defend rights of
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender and Inters&8(Ll) people had starkly increased in
recent years. Allegedly, this deterioration coutddscribed to a general rise in intolerance
and the strengthening of conservative Islamic gsopupcluding political parties, which
became part of the coalition cabinet after the d@steral elections in 2069. JS3 alleged
that fundamentalist groups used violence againstethdefending the rights of LGBTI
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people and that the National Police Chief had dtttat he would work more closely with
these groups to uphold “national morals” and préverral decline”, instead of promising

to guarantee the safety of all civiliat¥$.JS11 urged the Government prosecute those
committing violence against LGBTIQ and promote exgdor their rights

49. JS3 stated that increasingly difficult accasghe region for international human
rights workers and journalists had added to thdaimm of HRDs working in Papua,
increased their vulnerability and led to a declim@ccountability of security forces in the
two provinces’ Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre (IDMC) cefed that since

2009, the Government had banned ICRC, Cordaid aaddé®Brigades International from
the Papuan provincés.

50. Al had documented a significant increase iresisr after the authorities issued
Government Regulation No. 77/2007 and at least&ple were currently imprisoned for
peaceful political protests or for possessing,imgi®r waving the pro-independence flags
of Maluku and Papud? JS6 noted no significant change in the practicasirig makar to
criminalize peaceful political activitie¥® and called for the unconditional release of all
those in detention for non-violent political actigs as part of a comprehensive policy to
end punishment for free expression. Victims of taaloy detention should receive adequate
reparations and assistance to access servicesteedecovery and rehabilitatioft.

Right towork and to just and favourable conditions of work

51. HRW stated that Indonesia’s labour law excludednestic workers from basic
protections such as a minimum wage, limits to hoofrsvork, and weekly rest days.
Whether at home or abroad, domestic workers oftered months or years of unpaid
wages; long work hours without rest; confinementtie workplace; psychological,
physical, and sexual abuse; and in some casesdftabeur and trafficking?® Komnas-
Perempuan stated that protection for domestic werkeas urgently needed and
recommended prompt enactment of the Bill on Dornésrkers:*®

Right to social security and to an adequate standard of living

52. JS12 estimated that of 31.02 million peoplintivbelow the poverty line, almost
half lived inside and around forest areas. Accaydin JS12, communities that lived in
villages inside and around forest areas had beewsthii affected by forest destruction and
had gained little or no benefit from large-scatetised operatiorté’ Likewise, the highly
comparable promises propagated through REDD+ (Reg&missions from Deforestation
and Forest Degradation) scheme had not paid sesioursdepth attention to the fulfilment
of the economic, social and cultural rights of hw@mmunities and indigenous peopté&s.

Right to health

53.  World Vision (WV) recommended an allocationaofinimum health budget of 5%
from the National and 10% of the Province budgatsmandated in Article 171 of Law
No0.36/2009. The budget must be allocated to thogerventions for which there is
evidence of a reduction of maternal and child nidytand increase of maternal and child
nutrition .9

54. WV reported on findings that the wider gaprdfint and under-five mortality rates
occurred in Nusa Tenggara, Moluccas and Papua gobuglands’> According to Al,

Indonesia had one of the highest maternal mortaditios in the East Asia and Pacific
region with an estimated 228 maternal deaths p@r0D0 live births®* Al recommended

that Indonesia repeal all laws and regulationshah the central and local levels, that
violate sexual and reproductive rights; remove llemyad policy provisions on matters
related to sexual and reproductive health thatigigcate on the grounds of marital status;
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10

10.

11

12.

repeal legal provisions criminalizing abortion ioth the Criminal Code and the Health
Law.'??

55. JS9 reported on estimations of a future ineréadHlV prevalence in the 15 to 49
age group, and HIV infections in women and child@dS9 stated that female patients
with HIV/AIDS experienced rejection by health offits because of their status and, in
some cases, were subjected to forced removal df therus after delivery, without
counselling'®*

Right to education

56. JS10 stated that unmarried girls who becamgnaré continued to be threatened
with expulsion from school and married adolesceints gcontinued to leave school.
Indonesia had no policy or alternative educatiorpasfunities for girls in these
circumstance$® JS10 recommended that Indonesia involve civiletycand young people
in the process of drafting government regulatioms Rornography Law No. 44/2008
particularly its articles 13 and 14 to prevent sdity material for education purposes being
categorized as pornographic materiats.

Per sons with disabilities

57. As follow-up to the ratification of CRPD, KowrmtPerempuan urged the
Government to ensure revision to the Marriage Tavinclude the elimination of
discriminatory treatment against women with disgébg, to develop monitoring on the
vulnerability of women with disabilities to violeacand the difficulties they face in
accessing justicé?®

Indigenous peoples

58. AMAN stated that between 2008 and 2011, inddgsnpeoples continuously
experienced various forms of discrimination, cogmciand exploitation of their lands,
territories and resourcé®. Specific allegation§® related to the development of the
Merauke Integrated Food and Energy Estate (MIFBE)West Papua, affecting the
indigenous of Malind®* the occupation of lands of indigenous in north Stera by a
state-owned plantation (oil palm and sugar cane)pamy (PTPN 11)#? the occupation of
Koronsi'e Dongi community land in south Sulawesi BY Inco, a nickel mining
company:®® and the loss of land and forest resources to fmggiompanies for Dayak
Punan communities in Kalimantd¥. JS12 highlighted the lack of respect for Free Prio
and Informed Consent (FPIE¥. VIVATI alleged that islands such as Flores, Timor,
Lembata and Sumba had been mined by force by lgocatrnment with multinational
corporationg®® AMAN recommended scheduling discussion of the Ditafw on the
Recognition and Protection of the Rights of Indigas People&’

Migrants, refugees and asylum-seekers

59. JS9 stated that despite the 2004 law and #wtion of the National Agency, the
problems experienced by Indonesians working abrommained® HRW stated that
Indonesia’s diplomatic efforts to address abusaigfants abroad, such as bans on sending
domestic workers had been largely ineffectiein 2011, Indonesia revised a
Memorandum of Understanding with Malaysia with imygments for a weekly day off for
domestic workers and the ability to hold on to thehssports, which lacked other key
labour and monitoring protectioh¥. Komnas-Perempuan recommended developing a
comprehensive case-handling system for the problefmmigrant workers, especially
domestic worker$™
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Notes

13.

14.

15.

Internally displaced persons

60. IDMC provided information that in some areasewh reconciliation and peace-
building efforts had been insufficient, episodesvimience between segregated ethnic or
religious communities had continued to cause digpteent. During 2010 and 2011, tens of
thousands of people were temporarily displacechbgriethnic violence in East Kalimantan
and Papud? Province. In September 2011, inter-communal vicdeim Maluku provincg?
displaced at least 4,000 people in Ambon, soméeitlosing their home for the fourth
time in twelve years. As of early 2011, IDMC estteththat between 170,000 and 180,000
people remained displaced in Indonesia or haddadieachieve durable solutiohs.

Right to development and environmental issues

61. According to JS12, Indonesia’s reservation rticla 1 of ICCPR and ICESCR
contributed to the continued neglect of the rightéands, territories and natural resources
of rural communities, particularly indigenous pessif®

62. JS12 highlighted the importance of integratingman rights into policies and
practices relating to the natural resources, deweémt and climate change impact
mitigation sectors’®

Situation in or in relation to specific regionsor territories

63. JS7 reported that Papua was a highly militdriaeea with an estimated 14,842
troops whose primary mission was to secure the stgainst the threat of separati€m.
The military was however also engaged in economtiwities in the resource rich regioff.
CSW alleged that on 17 June 2010 the Papuan Psopésembly formally handed back
the special autonomy status known as ‘OTSUS’, cuoed in 2001, as this status has not
delivered anything meaningful for their peopfle.

64. JSH* and Komnas-Perempuan urged the Government, iniar #: place
importance on dialogue with the people of Papulaerathan taking a security approach in
addressing the problems of Papua; adopt a develupphen according to the needs and
voices of the indigenous people of Papua and facushe solutions to the roots of the
problems of injustice, discrimination, and violericePapua; reallocate monies from the
exploitation of natural resources in Papua to thtfare of Papuad® Komnas-Perempuan
urged the Aceh government to use its special aitghtir establish a special independent
mechanism for fulfilling women’s human rights in &'
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