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Abstract
The existence of Papua in the Republic of Indonésia long political and historical stories,starfeoim
international political fights among European coigs in economics realm to fight between the Néamels and
Indonesia after the independence of Indonesia ayustul7, 1945... Indonesia’s efforts to control izap area
and establish Papua as part of Indonesia are leieguted seriously. This can be seen through foreig
diplomacy effort which performed by government antkrnal effort (domestic) such as establishingesalv
legal provisions in local government.
Keywords:. political dynamic, status of special autonomy

1. Introduction

The existence of Papliin the Republic of Indonesia has long politicad aistorical stories,started from

international political fights among European coigs in economics realm to fight between the Né#meis and

Indonesia after the independence of Indonesia aqusiul 7, 1945. There were several motives whichedishe

Netherlands to constitute its government in Newn®ai The motives were to prevent foreign intergentn

New Guinea; to secure the Netherlands’ interest¥lafuccas; to support Bible’'s message; to managerala

resources and crub Tugeri tribe which had done malnlgeries and intrusions in English’s colonialearén East

New Guinea

Indonesia’s efforts to control Papua’s area andbdish Papua as part of Indonesia are being exg¢:catgously.

This can be seen through foreign diplomacy effotticlv performed by government and internal effort

(domestic) such as establishing several legal piavs in local government. Besides internationplathacy,

another effort performed in Indonesia to show timatonesia still controlled West Papua’s area asationg

several laws in implementation of local governmantwhich it regulates Papua and enforces to legitém

Indonesian government activities in Papua. Sevavad are createdhter alia:

1. The Law No 15 of 1956 on the Establishment of thetoAomous Region of West Irian
Province;

2. The Law No 23 of 1958 on the Determination of trep&blic of Indonesia Exigent Law No 20 of 1957 on
the Interpelation of the Establishment of WestiRafiutonomous Region Level | Laws;

3. The Presidential Decree No 1 of 1962 on the Estlatsient of New Formation of West Papua Province;

4. The Presidential Decree No 1 of 1963 on the Goventrim West Irian Region soon after Submitted ® th
Republic of Indonesia; and

5. The Presidential Decree No 57 of 1963.

Indonesian independence which proclaimed on Audligt 1945, had not fully obtained. Indonesian

independence fully recognized on December 27, 1846n the Dutch government recognized Indonesian

independence by RIS state form, except for the Medands (West Papia) Thus, West Irian was not part of

Indonesia of which exercised RIS constitution beeatlne dispute between the Netherlands and Indooesr

the West Papua region had not been completed. Arayust 23 to November 2, 1949, Round Table Confaren

(RTC) being held between Indonesia and Netherlam@®en Haag, to finish the dispute regarding Newn@a.

The conference mediated by a UN comission whiciméat for United Nations Commission of Indonesia

(UNCI). Until the closing of RTC on November 2, 94t didn’t reach the agremeent regarding thetjgcali

status of New Guinea and it was decided to prodtetednext yeaf. From March 25 to April 1, 1950, was held

an Indonesia Netherlands negotiation in Jakartake several steps in completing New Guinea disgtri@m

The Name of Papua for the natives, for the firsetigiven by Jorge de Menezes, Portuguese Goveriméetnate,
who landed in Waigeo Island and lived for severahths in Warsai, Bird Head, from 1526 t01527. Héeclthe area “llhas
dos Papuas”. Hernan Cortez a conqueror, Spanisbnadity, sent Alvaro de Saavreda Ceron to relegSgaaish post which
controlled by Portuguese in Tidore. During thatej he had a chance to live for one month in Samlgland (perhaps
Biak) and called it as“ Isla de Oro”. On June 20435Ynigo Ortiz de Retes, a captain of Spanish shih based in
Mexico, sticked Spanish flag in a place in eastériMamberamo outfall thus, he claimed Papua’s aasgsroperty of King
of Spanish of which called “Nueva Guinea”. See A§usule, 2013, p. 47.

2 Rosmaida Sinag®utch’s Authority Times in Papua 1898 — 198Bmunitas Bambu, Jakarta, 2013, p. 47.

3 Agus A. Alua,West Papua from Lap to Lap- A Cronological Summé&gpua Political Education Series No, 1
Presidium Secretary of Papua Council and ResearclaB@EFT East Fajar, Jayapura, 2002, p. 37.

“Ibid, pp. 36-37
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the negotiation, it agreed to create a combinedngission to observe New Guinea. Indonesian reprateas
in that comission were J. Latuharhary, Muh. Yamid &PHS Makaliwy, whilst Netherlands representatiaee
Prof. Dr. GH van der Kolf, Prof. Dr. JM. Pietersi@tof. Dr. R. van Dijk

On December 14, 1961, Indonesian government crehiedHighest Command on West Papua Liberation
located in Makassar — South Sulawesi. On DecemBerl261, President Soekarno declaied Komando
Rakya(TRIKORA)- People’s Triple Commands released in Yogyakartdefeat Papua State Establishment.
The contents of the TRIKORA are to:

1. Defeat establishment of Papua Puppet State by titehTolony.;

2. Flut the Red White in West Papua;

3. Prepare general mobilization to defend the unied | water, and statés.

Although People’s Triple Commands had been implastnpolitical status of Papua still in internatibn
political dispute between the Netherlands and led@ had not been a final decision. A strugglevben the
Netherlands and Indonesia regarding New Guinea é@mtinuing (the writer didn’t elaborate furthethen the
signing of “Agreement between the government of@léch Kingdom and Indonesia regarding West Pajpua”
known as “New York Agreement” on August 15, 196BeTagreement signed by the Netherlands and Indonesi
(New York Agreement), did not include Papudns.

Under the UN, it held théct of Free Choick The discussion of the result Pepera became a @igussion in
the XXIV UN General Assembly Session in New Yor&rfr November 7 to13, 1969. It was therefore deffered
several times and in the end it had never beerodméit?. On August 16, 1969, President Soeharto repohied t
result of Pepera tothe Cooperation of People’s &eptative Council (DPR-GR)in Jakarta through DPER-

Rl meeting. The content of the report tended tooana Indonesia’s triumph in Pepera over West Pamuoh
inform development plan in the future. In his sgeeeresident announced given status of West Papua a
“Level | Region Province with Rill and Wide Autondrand also to give Legal Draft on the Establishmeht
West Papua Autonomous Province and Autonomous Regeim West Papua, to be discussed as Law in the
next council meetiny

2. The Dwindling of Reformation and L ocal Political Dynamic in Papua in Responding the Refor mation

The Establishment and Determination of the Law Nb df 1969 on the Establishment of West Papua
Autonomous Province and Autonomous Regencies int\WWapua Province, was the first step of Regional
Government performance in Papua, (next shortenéaealsaw of Province and Regency Establishment stV
Irian). This law made as the follow up of Peperhick determined West Irian still part of Indonesia.

After West Irian Autonomous Province establishedcal Government performance in Provincial and Regen
level ran according to the Law concerning Local &ownent. Until 1999, there were such laws conceritire
Local Governemnet, as followings: (i). The Law N@H1974 on Local Government; dan (ii), Law No 22 o
1999 on Local Government. In addition to those latie Law No 5 of 1979 on Village which also apglie
nationally.

The application of those several laws in Local Goweent did not give significant influence in humaghts
protection, realization of justice and welfare f@apuans in local government performance in Papha. T
sentralized of the New Order Government by usiagpawer in performing state government includingdlo
Government in Papua had ruined the native Papuares in the form of human rights, civil, political
economic, social, and cultural violation, and expkion on Papua’s natural resources.

Suffering and oppression which experienced as altre$ the use of arbitrary power during the Newdér
Government era under President Soeharto’s leagevgdiie hardly to perform opposition because lavesrss
helpless and respect to human rights was not aortant thing in performing a government. Papuarégdom
to express became bridled because state did notsgaee for democracy to Papuan. The oppositioarttsithe

bid, p. 39

?|bid, p. 50.

3Ibid, p. 51.

“In Papuan’s point of view, People Determination d@ss-Penentuan Pendapat Rak{REPERA Act of Free
Choicg, did not go well according to New York Agreemembwever, there was a manipulation process. Tinesresult of
Pepera still in debate until present. For Indondbia result of Pepera is final, in the other htorxdhe native Papua, Pepera
is not final yet.

®Ibid, p. 79.

®Ibid, p. 81.
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New Order Government in Papua would be seen agaepamovement which going to seperate from the
Republic of Indonesia and perform opposition towatite state’s power. Each of Papuan movementtinecar
protest towards government performance in Papuayalgave separatist stigma by making laws as tegié
tools for authoritiy’s acts.

Reformation movement marked by the cessation oh&oe as President on May 21, 1998, was a newfstep
Papuan to express their suffer and voice over #pai® integration political fake to the Republidradonesia by
Indonesian government. As the dwindling of reforioratit gave influence in one side, but it was aschance
for Papuan to protest, critize, and give opiniorthesreal form of actualization of human rights aleinocracy
in other side. The cessation of Soeharto from bisitipn as the President of Republic of Indonesid the
increase of reformation movement gave a chanc®émuan either in Papua or Jakarta to express diverde
their opinion and will, which performed in many veay
a) Human Rights Violation Demonstration in Papua.
This demonstration was moved by Human Rights Caioeis-Kelompok Peduli Hak Asasi ManugidPHAM)
led by George S. Abrauw, a university student asldnteer of ELSAM Irian Jaya. This group performbcee
times big demonstrations. First demonstration waMay 25, 1998 at Papua’s House of RepresentdliP&RD)
Office Level | (now Papua’s House of RepresentdifRRD). The second demonstration was held on June 5
1998, and the third demonstration was held on 1dnd 998. Those demonstrations insisted respoitgifsibm
Indonesian National Army (TNI) and Indonesian goveent on all the human rights violation in Papua
b) Demonstration in Responding the Letter of Ameri€amgress and RFK Memorial.
One of the driving factors of Papua revival actioras the letter of Amerian Congress on May 22, 1@98 day
after B.J Habibie appointed as President of Indiahesd a letter from Robert F. Kennedy MemoriaFKR to
President on May 27, 1998 (a week after B.J Habdipigointed as President of Indonesia). In therldtten
American Congress which was signed by fifteen cesgrmembers related Indonesia’s political situatind
gave support to President B.J Habibie in executatgpnal plan regarding reformation in democracg human
rights realm.
Whilst letter from RFK related to human rights watibn in Papua which signed by two organizers. The
congress’ letter contained eight points and neddeabtain attention soon on both of the realms. @hthe
main points and became an encouragement for Papuenthe fourth element said that “initiating aedirand
good intend dialog with the people of Easter Tiraad Irian Jaya concerned on human rights protectiah
initiating fair solution related to political stauoth regions". Political movement in Papua becafeewhen
President B.J Habibie announced a referendum tpled East Timor to finish political status in thagiorf.
¢) The Raising of Papuan Flag Action in Regency
The revival spirit of Papuan applied by raising Bing Star Flag in all Papua’s land.Since July 198Bthe
regencies in Papua were raising Evening Star Flaghnapproved as nationality flag. The result dbitseveral
regencies were finished by intimidation, violenargd bloodshed from safety officer to Papuans.
d) Demonstration by Papua Student Alliance in Jakarta
This demonstration executed on July 20, 1998 iradak Papuan students in Jawa, Bali, and Sulawbei w
gathered in Papua Student Alliance held demonsirati front of UN Representative Office in Jakaiftaey did
not flatter Papuan Flag but they brought it in hémgether with other banners. In that demonstrat®nodent
Alliances proposed three charges to UN:
a. UN must return West Papua Independence which preethon December 1, 1961;
b. Urging International Court side to accuse Indonegjavernment who intendly eliminated national rigtit
land and Papuan nationality for 35 years; and
c. Giving full power to UN and USA to immediately rpen West Papua State case for international
settlement, regarding political and legal statug/fgeneral in September 1998 session
e) Formation of Irian Jaya People Reconciliation FoO(lHORERI)
Foreri was initiated by church organization, etfigure, woman figure, youth and students who gaitien
Papua ELS-Human Rights office on July 24, 1998. meeting which was held in ELS-Human Rights office
performed to response physical fights and founeésdwictims on Papuans from Papua independenganact
The formation of the FORERI aimed to monitor, cclland deliver the real voice of heart of Iriana@gople to
Local Government, Government, and other relatetigsar

1 Agus A. Alua,Papua and Indonesia National Dialog February, 26 @9Beturn sovereignty of West Papua, Back
and Ponder: Papua Political Education Serius SeriZNPapuan Council Presidium Secretary andSTIST [Egar Research
Bureau, Jayapura, 2002, p. 2.

?|bid, p. 5.

3bid, p. 6.

‘Ibid, p. 14.

®Ibid, p. 16.
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f) National Dialog between Papuan Representative TaxahPresident B.J Habibie

Papuan representative team consisted of 100 tezathsd as 100 Team). After preparation, these tiedinfrom

Jayapura to Jakarta to meet President B.J Hal@imid=ebruary 26, 1999, 100 Team met President Bhibldan

Bali Room State Palace. In that meeting, 100 Tealinated political statement of West Papua Nattmough

the pointed speaker of 100 Team. Mr Toam Beanalestahe conversation by delivering the writtenitoel

statement followed by Mr Heman Wayoi and Mr AgusAdua and stressed by the other speakers vocdilg. T

content of the written political statement by 1088 as resumed by Agus A. Alurer alia:

a. We went out from Republic of Indonesia to form ipdedent state and fully sovereign and stand equally
with other nations;

b. Immediately formed intermediete governance at lealstarch 1999;

c. As political following act is to held immediate dission among Indonesian Government,West Papuan,
and United Nations; and

d. We, the West Papuans do not participate in 199&tiGle

e. Thatin State Law on the Status and Power of Law eixistence of West Irian in Indonesia is notoidfly
recognized. West Papua is still colonized areamdbhesia

g) Great Discussion of the Papuans

Initiative to hold Great Discussion was the follogriacts on dialog with President B.J Habibie wHieltd on

February 26, 1999. The discussion was held becthesdndonesian government did not respond political

demand seriously which delivered through 100 tedmviich was a decision of the Papuans when they met

President B.J Habibie. The aim of this was to discand formulate the necessity of Papuan Congress a

democracy discourse to urge Indonesian governneehate a dialog with Papuans to follow up aspiratid

national dialog which had been delivered to Presfdelt was held on February 23-26, 2000. This great

discussion produced several provisianger alia :

a. Straightening the historical politic of Papua;

b. Papua Political Agenda;

c. Papua Consolidation Component;

d. The Establishment of Political Struggle Ride of @aphat is Papuan Council Panel and Papuan Council
Presidium; and

e. Political Legal Announcement of Pagua
h) Papuan Congress Il

Implementation of Papuan Congress held on May 2&-3y 2000. The general aims of the Papuan Congress

were:

a. To give understanding to involved parties in intdigm process on how important the rectification of
history;

b. To open wider, equal, fair, and aspirational demmogrspace which allows aspirations and peopleipalit
demands naturally, democratically, peacefully, eodstitutionally;

c. To strenghten position and role (vision and actiengry component of Papuan struggle accordingeardr
ideology “one nation-one soul”; and

d. To hold responsibility of vision, mission and stgligg movement of Papua to people and history

Whilst the particular aims of the Congress were:

a. To follow up the mandate of Great Discussion ofuigap000;

b. Toinaugurate nationalism, vision, focus, strateb@d agenda of Papua fight;

c. Tointernationalize rectification of Indonesiantbiy;

d. To educate history of Papua Nation; and

e. To conduct resolutions of Congréss

After the congress, the commitees which contenfexven members and led by Mr Theys Hiyo Eluay (@iu

Presidium Leader of Papua), announced the resuthefCongress Il execution to President Abdulrahman

Wahid, in his place, Jl. Irian No. 7, Central Jaka

3. TheResponsto the Central Government on Regional Political Dynamic in Papua

Political dynamic that developed in Papua as ektldrabove was performed to respon reformatiorgardan

impact on the state’s disturbed stability and lagaternment performance in Papua. Observing sgpoiiical

condition that developed in Papua, thus, PeopleissGltative Assembly meeting (MPR) of Indonesiagany

bid, pp. 70-71.

2 Agus A. Alua,Papua Great Discussion 2000 : Historical and Triftiy, Political Education Seri of No. 3, Papuan
Council Presidium Secretary andSTFT East Fajar Rels@&arreau, Jayapura, 2002, p. 42.

3lbid, pp. 64-104.

4 Agus A. Alua,Papua Congress 2000: Let Us Straight the Historyebt PapuaPolitical Education Seri of No. 3,
Papuan Council Presidium Secretary andSTFT Eaat Rajsearch Bureau, Jayapura, 2002, p. 18.

®Ibid, pp. 18-19.
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session 1999 in its MPR Provision No IV/MPR/1999tbe Outline of State Policy (GBHN) 1999-2004, fz t

development aspectfromGBHN appointed draft, coptaiparticular aspects for Aceh, Irian Jaya, and émb

Particularly for Irian Jaya (now Papua), GBHN detimed that :

a. Defending integration of nation in Republic of Imésia by respecting equality and diversity of dooias
of Irian Jaya through the establishment of pardicautonomous region which governed in laws.

b. Finishing human rights violation in Irian Jaya thgh fair and dignified judicial process.

Through the provisions of People’s Consultativeehsly of Indonesia No. IV/IMPR/1999, Papua was gitren
particular autonomous region status which goverineldws. In terms of human rights aspects, thepkRen
Consultative Assembly of Indonesia provision maedato the President of High State Institutions itosh
human rights violation in Papua through fair andndfied judicial process. Even though the People’'s
Consultative Assembly had determined that Papualdhiwave been given the particular autonomous stayu
laws, political dynamic in Papua still increasedeTdevelopment of regional politic in Papua Indejesr
Movement kept performing through: (i), Papua Giemcussion on February, 23 — 26, 2000 ; and @pu
Congress May 21— June 4, 2000.
MPR Provision No. IV/IMPR/1999 did not reduce pgthiti escalation in Papua. The intensity of Papua
Independent Movement kept increasing by societg iffipact of expression actualization and opinioliveey
gave an impact on the increasing of political esttah in Papua. This condition became a main conoér
central government. In People’s Consultative Asdgrob Indonesia Yearly Session on August 7 — 18)®0
resulted nine provisions. From those, there wem wovisions that became referral to special autondor
Aceh and Papua:

a) MPR RI Provision No. IV/IMPR/2000 on Policy Recomrdation in Performing Autonomous

Region.

One of the MPRI RI's consideration to create thevigion was:
“that the autonomous region has not been runnirijageexpected. It created many fails and did eath the
target. Those fails made unamusement and offengestise which causenter alia: charge to seperate and
urging charge to increase the performance of regiautonom.” First recommendation which deliverd by
People’s Consultative Assembly of Indonesia to iEezg and People’s Representative Council: “Law on
Particular Autonom for Particular Region of Acehddrnian Jaya, according to provision mandate ofpiRes
Consultative Assembly of Indonesia No. IV/IMPR/1988 the Outline of State Policy 1999 — 2004 was to
release at the latest on May 1, 2001 by consideggpnal people aspiration”.

b) MPR RI Provision No. VIII/IMPR/2000 on Yearly RepaftHigh State Institutions at Yearly Session of

People’s Consultative Assembly of Indonesia 2000
Towards the implementation of President Reporthen@utline of State Policy and MPR provision in jga
session, Assembly stated their opinions relategotiical and safety scope on disintegration thresafollows:
“President has not fully overcame separatism mowertieat threats Indonesia particularly in Aceh dnan
Jaya. The assembly assigned President: “ Presidest give real attention and be assertive towards a
separatism movement that can threat Indonesiaing legal base through human approach, welfare safety
integrally and to accelarate Particular Autonomooglementation in Aceh and Irian Jaya, accordingvieR
Provision No IV/MPR/1999 on the Outline of Stateli®d. The three of People’s Consultative Assembfy
Indonesia Provision as explained above becamégat basis for status grant of Special AutonomyHapua
Province which governed by law.
c) The Establishment and Determination of Legal Do&fPapua Special Autonomy

After being enacted, the MPR Provision No. 1V/MP¥®Q on the Outline of State Policy and the MPR
Provision No. IV/IMPR/2000 on Policy Recommendatimn Local Autonomy Performance and the MPR
provision on Yearly Report of High State Institutsoat Yearly Session 2000, and authorization otkrtPasal
18B as one of the subject of the second amandeafight 1945 Constitution were the legal basisliocal
government of Papua Province and society to sisectidsing the format and special autonomy of Papuozany
perspectives. Status determination of special aubgnstarted becoming attention and discussion imyma
parties. Whilst, before there was a policy fromtcargovernment to provide special autonomy stédufapua,
Papua NGO Cooperation ForurRerum Kerjasama LSM Papué-oker) had came up with a concept as
alternative solution on political dynamic of Papiie concept namely "Special Local Authority.” Tleigncept
was one of the concepts that inspired either thftidg team of Special Autonomy in Independent Gorreent
Formation or the assistance and review from Pamialtectuals actors.
The Governor of Papua, J.P Solossa and his Vicee@ov Constant Carma, whom elected on November 23,
2000 based on the direct election of House of Regmitatives (DPRD) of Irian Jaya Province, starteidting
communication with various society particular Ceawdasih University. Some of the Papua intellectuaisiv
were requested regarding model and content ofpheial autonomy of Papua which were going to arang
one legal draft. To respond the opportunity gibgrthe central government for Papua, the Goveoh®&apua
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released the Governor Decree N0.10 of 2001, Fepraa2001 on the Establishment of Committee on the

Papua’s Empowerment Role Seminar in Indonesiaregothe reason of the establishment of this coresnitt

were:

1. To find new format of conflict resolution in Papaad effort on the empowerment of Papuan society in
acceleration of local development towards the nedohesian society. It is therefore necessary tnge a
particular government concept in Irian Jaya.

2. To establish an implementation commitee on the lEnemt of Papuan’s Role in the new Indonesian
Society Seminaf.

The seminar held on March 28 and 29, 2001 locat&part center of Cendrawasih Jayapura Bu (calledRs

However, the seminar which aimed to obtain inputopiion from various society regarding format and

substance of Papua Particular Autonom was rejdntesbciety groups. While the seminar was on gdimdont

of GOR, the demonstration was continuing. Thereewadrout 150 people brought banners and exclainesd th

protest. However, they did not impede anyone wiolx tbpart in the meeting. They even gave warm shile

Before the governor established the seminar coreejithe Papuan intellectuals gathered in Jakatteeiend of
December 2000. According to the meeting, they abree mandate Rector of Cendrawasih University to
establish a team that consists of several Papualtetrtuals to start the process of Papua legdt dfeSpecial
Autonomy of Papuh The Cendrawasih University Team worked to prepheedraft through communication
from various society of Papua either in Jayapuna&gency or town.

The legal drafting of the law did not run smoottdamell. It was because there were some objectiom fr
Papuan groups who did not agree with the Speciabrfamy. The rejection towards the effort on materia
substances of the legal draft of the law was adgected by Papuans during the seminar and workah&port
Building of Cendrawasih Jayapura. Although, it aled many rejections, Cendrawasih University togetkith
society’s groups kept compiling the concept of #pecial autonomy of Papua. Besides the committee, t
Governer established Asisstance Team of Speciabrfumy of Irian Jaya Province. The reasons of the
establishment of the assistance team were:

1. To find a new format of conflict resolution Rapua and its effort on the empowement of Papueaietgan
acceleration of local development towards the nedohesian society. The Government of Irian Jaya
Province therefore had drafted a local governmentept in order to implement the legal draft of Sale
Autonmy in Irian Jaya Province.

2. To support the discussion process of the dnathé national level ( the House of representativ&PR), it
was necessary to establish an Asisstance Teanetboafakarta.

The tasks of the Assistance Team were:

1. To prepare materials and data in the context o€iting and discussing Legal Draft of Special Autano
Irian Jaya Province;

2. To conduct consultation or discussion, expert mgetand elaboration with DPR’s fractions in order t
streghtening material of Legal Draft of Special @utmy Irian Jaya Province.

This decision was decided on March 1, 2001, howeatethe fifth dictum, it stated that this decisiocould be

applied retroactive since March 1, 2001. Accordiaghe dictum, it could be concluded that the Asisse

Team basically had been appointed by Governor aedber 6, 2001.

The Cendrawish University Team by obtaining supfiann the Papua Government, the Papua’s intelléctua
and severeal society’s groups including NGOs cotegdl¢he legal draft until the 14th legal draft whtitled:
“Special Autonomy for Papua Province in Independ8niernment Region Form”. On the first weekend of
April, the Rector of University of Cenderawsih stitied the Final Draft and Academic paper to the &oor®
The Governor then decided that the involvement wifsersity of Cenderawasih and the other intellelstuaust
proceed to help discussion in Jakarta. FurthermomeApril 16, 2001 one of the delegations which d
Governor and two of Local House of Representativies Jaya Province submitted the Legal Draft oéSal
Autonomy to the President and the House of Reptates of Indonesia.

In addition to the draft which proposed by the Goee, the Ministry of Internal Affairs on behalf dfie

! Agus Sumule (Editor)Finding the Middle Way of Particular Autonom of RapPT. Gramedia Pustaka Utama,
Jakarta, 2003, pp. 613-614.

2|bid, pp. 29-30.

3lbid, p. 17.

“bid, pp. 623-625.

®Ibid, p. 31.
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Indonesian Government also submitted its own varsggarding the Draft to the House of Represergabis
Indonesia. However, from both drafts, on the secerdk of July 2001, the Minister of Internationaffairs,
Surjadi Soedirdja, revoked its own draft and sumgabthe Draft submiited by the governor. After pagsan
intense and long discussion, on November 21, 2@ Special Autonomy Draft was signed by President,
Megawati Soekarno Putri, and it was enacted akdhe

4. Conclusion

The Indonesian Government basically has perforneeidiss effort to oversee Papua’s area and madeaPapu
part of Indonesia. In its effort to make Papua ag pf Indonesia, it has seriously performed itts agther
through an international diplomacy as its exterefibrt or an internal effort by establishing sevelegal
provisions in Local Government. Those efforts cansken clearly in some laws regarding Papua asopart
political-legal dinamics of the establishment o&8jal Automy of Papua.
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