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“DERADICALISATION” AND INDONESIAN PRISONS 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Indonesia, like many countries where Islamic jihadi cells 
have been uncovered, has been experimenting over the 
last three years with “deradicalisation” programs. While 
the term is poorly defined and means different things to 
different people, at its most basic it involves the process 
of persuading extremists to abandon the use of violence. It 
can also refer to the process of creating an environment that 
discourages the growth of radical movements by addressing 
the basic issues fuelling them, but in general, the broader 
the definition, the less focused the program created around 
it. Experience suggests that deradicalisation efforts in 
Indonesia, however creative, cannot be evaluated in 
isolation and they are likely to founder unless incorporated 
into a broader program of prison reform.  

One Indonesian initiative, focused on prisoners involved 
in terrorism, has won praise for its success in persuading 
about two dozen members of Jemaah Islamiyah (JI) and 
a few members of other jihadi organisations to cooperate 
with the police. Key elements are getting to know individual 
prisoners and responding to their specific concerns, often 
relating to economic needs of their families, as well as 
constant communication and attention. One premise is that 
if through kindness, police can change the jihadi assumption 
that government officials are by definition thoghut (anti-
Islamic), the prisoners may begin to question other deeply-
held tenets.  

Once prisoners show a willingness to accept police 
assistance, they are exposed to religious arguments 
against some forms of jihad by scholars whose credentials 
within the movement are unimpeachable. Some have then 
accepted that attacks on civilians, such as the first and 
second Bali bombings and the Australian embassy bombing, 
were wrong. The economic aid, however, is ultimately 
more important than religious arguments in changing 
prisoner attitudes.  

The Indonesian program until now has largely been viewed 
in isolation from other developments and without much 
questioning about cause and effect. There has been little 
attempt, for example, to assess whether more people are 
leaving jihadi organisations than joining them; whether the 
men joining the program were already disposed to reject 
bombing as a tactic; or whether the initiative has created 
any backlash in jihadi ranks. There has been almost no 

public discussion about where the appropriate balance 
should be between leniency toward perpetrators, in an 
effort to prevent future attacks, and justice for victims.  

There has also been insufficient attention to the relationship 
between the deradicalisation program and the Indonesian 
corrections system – and the gains of the one can be 
undermined by the poor performance of the other. Indonesia 
has some 170 men (no women) currently incarcerated for 
involvement in jihadi crimes, less than half JI members. 
About 150 men and one woman have been released after 
serving sentences for crimes related to terrorist acts, more 
than 60 in 2006-2007 alone.  

Ultimately, the police initiative is aimed at using ex-
prisoners as a vanguard for change within their own 
communities after their release but the task is made 
infinitely harder by a lax prison regime where jihadi 
prisoners band together to protect themselves against 
inmate gangs; where hardcore ideologues can and do 
recruit ordinary criminals and prison wardens to their cause; 
and where corruption is so pervasive that it reinforces 
the idea of government officials as anti-Islamic. In fact, 
counter-terrorism police do their best to keep jihadi 
detainees in police holding cells, knowing that as soon 
as they are transferred to prison, the chances of keeping 
them on the right track plummet. 

Indonesian prison administrators have just begun to be 
included in counter-terrorism training programs. Their 
involvement should continue but the problem goes much 
deeper. Unless prison corruption is tackled, jihadis, like 
narcotics offenders, murderers, and big-time corruptors, will 
be able to communicate with anyone they want and get 
around any regulation designed to restrict their influence 
over other inmates. Unless prisons get more and better 
trained staff, they will not be able to address the problem of 
gangs and protection rackets among inmates that serve to 
strengthen jihadi solidarity. Unless prison administrators 
know more about the jihadis in their charge, they will not 
know what to look for in terms of recruitment – who 
among ordinary criminal inmates joins jihadi groups, why 
and for how long – or dissemination of radical teachings. 
Unless there is better coordination between prison 
authorities and the counter-terrorism police, they may 
end up working at cross-purposes.  
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Prison reform is urgently needed in Indonesia for many 
different reasons but helping buttress deradicalisation 
programs is one.  

RECOMMENDATIONS 

To the Government of Indonesia: 

1. Encourage more donors to support an independent 
needs assessment for Indonesian prisons starting 
with the major prisons in Jakarta, Surabaya, Medan, 
Bandung, Semarang, Bali and Makassar, and with 
particular attention to staff training needs, corruption 
controls and information management; those 
undertaking the assessment should make a point 
of interviewing wardens outside the prison, so 
they feel less constrained about talking freely, 
and former inmates.  

2. Make reducing corruption in prisons a high priority 
and in particular: 

(a) encourage independent and technically 
proficient audits of the prisons mentioned 
above, with publication and public discussion 
of the results;  

(b) develop an incentive system for whistle-
blowers to report on corruption of prison 
officials and a strict system of sanctions for 
those found to be skimming from prison 
contracts or imposing illegal levies on 
inmates and their families; and  

(c) work with the University of Indonesia’s 
Criminology Institute and other academic 
institutes to conduct confidential interviews 
with inmates and ex-inmates about corrupt 
practices in a way that can feed into reform 
programs. 

3. Establish an on-the-job training program for prison 
administrators designed to improve management 
practices, supervision of wardens and knowledge 
of problem inmates.  

4. Improve coordination between corrections officials, 
the courts and the police, particularly in cases 
of those arrested for terrorism and related crimes, 
in terms of sharing background information 
on prisoners and tailoring prison programs and 
supervision to meet individual needs.  

To the Corrections Directorate: 

5. Set realistic performance goals for prison 
administrators and an incentive structure for 
meeting those goals in the following areas: 

(a) reducing corruption, including in the 
appointment of prisoner supervisors (pemuka) 
and their assistants (tamping);  

(b) improving reporting and analysis of inmate 
activities, including meetings and discussions, 
gang organisation, and businesses activities;  

(c) inspecting visitors, including searches not 
just for narcotics, weapons and cash but 
also for unauthorised printed materials and 
computer disks;  

(d) setting up vocational training programs; and  

(e) enforcing prison regulations including the 
bans on use of handphones and circulation 
of cash inside prisons. 

6. Develop a manual for prison administrators 
on dealing with specific categories of prisoners, 
including those convicted of terrorism and related 
crimes, and describing what to look for to ensure that 
prisons do not become bases of jihadi recruitment.  

To the Police: 

7. Define what goals and benchmarks for success 
should be for the prisoner-based deradicalisation 
program and what is needed to achieve them; also 
conduct an internal evaluation to understand the 
strengths and weaknesses of the program, why some 
individuals have refused to join and what impact, 
if any, the program has had on the overall security 
threat. 

8. Define more clearly, even if only for internal 
purposes, how the “deradicalised” vanguard can 
take their message to JI schools and other known 
places of recruitment. 

9. Have a frank discussion, closed if necessary for 
security purposes but with outsiders present who 
can offer independent commentary, on the costs 
of the program, the perceived trade-offs between 
justice and conflict prevention and whether it is 
possible to go beyond the highly personal approach 
taken thus far to institutionalise the program.  

10. Pay more attention to the criminal prisoners who 
become militant jihadis in prison and ensure that 
they are monitored in the same way as long-term 
members of jihadi organisations. 

Jakarta/Brussels, 19 November 2007 
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“DERADICALISATION” AND INDONESIAN PRISONS 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Governments around the world are grappling with how 
to handle prisoners convicted of terrorism. As the British 
know from Northern Ireland, the choices made can have 
long-term effects on the political movement the prisoners 
represent.1 No country has found the perfect formula. The 
U.S. has become the poster child of prison abuse and 
an example of what not to do. France, Spain, Malaysia, 
Australia, Singapore and some other countries are offering 
their own models for emulation but it is not clear that 
they are readily exportable, or in all aspects desirable. 

There are two major sets of issues. One relates to prison 
management. Should terrorists be isolated in a separate 
block or integrated with other prisoners, and what are 
the consequences of that choice? What is the appropriate 
balance between punishment and rehabilitation, between 
controls strict enough to prevent further recruiting and 
humane enough to prevent further radicalisation?  

A second revolves around deradicalisation, a poorly 
defined concept but at its most basic, an effort to persuade 
terrorists and their supporters to abandon the use of violence. 
Like public diplomacy efforts aimed at “winning hearts 
and minds”, deradicalisation often seems to be an exercise 
in wishful thinking, backed by large amounts of funding 
and a poor knowledge of the networks targeted. It is also 
a term that can be used to cover everything from inmate 
counselling to development aid for Islamic schools. The 
starting point, however, is often prison-based, because 
prisoners convicted of terrorism are a finite group, a 
captive audience for different approaches, and once 
released, a potential vanguard for changing their own 
organisations and communities from within. 

Where innovative deradicalisation initiatives with prisoners 
are underway, and there are some, they can be undermined 
by failures of prison management. Indonesia is a particularly 
interesting case study. It has deeply-rooted home-grown 
extremist organisations, of which Jemaah Islamiyah (JI) 
is only the best known.2 Some 170 men are in custody on 

 
 
1 See Section III below. 
2 For more on Jemaah Islamiyah see among other Crisis Group 
publications, Asia Briefing N°63, Indonesia: Jemaah Islamiyah’s 

terrorism charges or lesser crimes related to jihadi activity, 
spread across more than twenty prisons and detention 
centres. More than 150 men and one woman have been 
released since 1999 after completing sentences, over 
60 in 2006 and 2007 alone; and many others will return 
home over the next few years.3 Carefully thought-
through, prison-based programs could have real payoffs, 
and the counter-terrorism units of the police have been 
experimenting with different approaches.4  

This report is based on interviews with corrections officials, 
police and former inmates as well as extensive 
documentary material.  

 
 
Current Status, 3 May 2007; Asia Report N°114, Terrorism in 
Indonesia: Noordin’s Networks, 5 May 2006; Asia Report N°92, 
Recycling Militants in Indonesia: Darul Islam and the Australian 
Embassy Bombing, 22 February 2005; and Asia Report N°83, 
Indonesia Backgrounder: Why Salafism and Terrorism Mostly 
Don’t Mix, 13 September 2004. 
3 It is sometimes assumed that Indonesia only began arresting 
terrorist suspects after the October 2002 Bali bombs but in fact 
several members of a Darul Islam-linked group called AMIN 
were arrested in 1999 for a series of attacks in Jakarta; several 
JI members were arrested and tried for the December 2000 
Christmas Eve bombings and Atrium shopping mall bombing 
in 2001; and members of the Ring Banten group, linked to 
Imam Samudra, were arrested in 2001 for conducting military 
training with illegal weapons in West Java. 
4 There are two such units. Detachment 88, known by its 
Indonesian acronym as Densus 88, is part of the formal police 
structure as a separate directorate (Directorate VI) within the 
police criminal investigation agency (Badan Reserse Kriminal, 
Bareskrim). It is led by Bekto Suprapto. The Bomb Task Force, 
now led by Surya Darma, was set up after the first Bali bombs 
outside the formal structure, reporting directly to the national 
police commander. Many arrests of JI leaders, including in March 
and June 2007, were carried out by the Task Force, though 
Detachment 88 got the credit. Relations between the two are 
sometimes strained.  
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APPENDIX D 
 

ABOUT THE INTERNATIONAL CRISIS GROUP 
 

 

The International Crisis Group (Crisis Group) is an 
independent, non-profit, non-governmental organisation, 
with some 145 staff members on five continents, working 
through field-based analysis and high-level advocacy to 
prevent and resolve deadly conflict. 

Crisis Group’s approach is grounded in field research. 
Teams of political analysts are located within or close by 
countries at risk of outbreak, escalation or recurrence of 
violent conflict. Based on information and assessments from 
the field, it produces analytical reports containing practical 
recommendations targeted at key international decision-
takers. Crisis Group also publishes CrisisWatch, a twelve-
page monthly bulletin, providing a succinct regular update 
on the state of play in all the most significant situations of 
conflict or potential conflict around the world. 

Crisis Group’s reports and briefing papers are distributed 
widely by email and printed copy to officials in foreign 
ministries and international organisations and made available 
simultaneously on the website, www.crisisgroup.org. 
Crisis Group works closely with governments and those who 
influence them, including the media, to highlight its crisis 
analyses and to generate support for its policy prescriptions. 

The Crisis Group Board – which includes prominent 
figures from the fields of politics, diplomacy, business 
and the media – is directly involved in helping to bring the 
reports and recommendations to the attention of senior policy-
makers around the world. Crisis Group is co-chaired by the 
former European Commissioner for External Relations 
Christopher Patten and former U.S. Ambassador Thomas 
Pickering. Its President and Chief Executive since January 
2000 has been former Australian Foreign Minister Gareth 
Evans. 

Crisis Group’s international headquarters are in Brussels, with 
advocacy offices in Washington DC (where it is based 
as a legal entity), New York, London and Moscow. The 
organisation currently operates twelve regional offices 
(in Amman, Bishkek, Bogotá, Cairo, Dakar, Islamabad, 
Istanbul, Jakarta, Nairobi, Pristina, Seoul and Tbilisi) and 
has local field representation in sixteen additional locations 
(Abuja, Baku, Beirut, Belgrade, Colombo, Damascus, 
Dili, Dushanbe, Jerusalem, Kabul, Kampala, Kathmandu, 
Kinshasa, Port-au-Prince, Pretoria and Yerevan). Crisis 
Group currently covers some 60 areas of actual or potential 
conflict across four continents. In Africa, this includes 
Burundi, Central African Republic, Chad, Côte d’Ivoire, 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Eritrea, Ethiopia, 

Guinea, Liberia, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sudan, 
Uganda, Western Sahara and Zimbabwe; in Asia, 
Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Indonesia, Kashmir, Kazakhstan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Myanmar/Burma, Nepal, North Korea, Pakistan, 
Phillipines, Sri Lanka, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, 
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan; in Europe, Armenia, 
Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Cyprus, Georgia, 
Kosovo and Serbia; in the Middle East, the whole region 
from North Africa to Iran; and in Latin America, Colombia, 
the rest of the Andean region and Haiti. 

Crisis Group raises funds from governments, charitable 
foundations, companies and individual donors. The 
following governmental departments and agencies currently 
provide funding: Australian Agency for International 
Development, Austrian Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
Belgian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Canadian Department 
of Foreign Affairs and International Trade, Canadian 
International Development Agency, Canadian International 
Development Research Centre, Czech Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Finnish Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs, French Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
German Foreign Office, Irish Department of Foreign Affairs, 
Japanese International Cooperation Agency, Principality of 
Liechtenstein Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Luxembourg 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, New Zealand Agency for 
International Development, Royal Danish Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs, Royal Norwegian Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Swiss Federal 
Department of Foreign Affairs, Turkish Ministry of Foreign 
affairs, United Kingdom Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office, United Kingdom Department for International 
Development, U.S. Agency for International Development.  

Foundation and private sector donors include Carnegie 
Corporation of New York, Carso Foundation, Compton 
Foundation, Ford Foundation, Fundación DARA 
Internacional, Iara Lee and George Gund III Foundation, 
William & Flora Hewlett Foundation, Hunt Alternatives 
Fund, Kimsey Foundation, Korea Foundation, John D. & 
Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation, Charles Stewart Mott 
Foundation, Open Society Institute, Pierre and Pamela 
Omidyar Fund, Victor Pinchuk Foundation, Ploughshares 
Fund, Provictimis Foundation, Radcliffe Foundation, Sigrid 
Rausing Trust, Rockefeller Philanthropy Advisors and Viva 
Trust. 

November 2007 

Further information about Crisis Group can be obtained from our website: www.crisisgroup.org 

http://www.crisisgroup.org/
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APPENDIX E 
 

INTERNATIONAL CRISIS GROUP REPORTS AND BRIEFINGS ON ASIA SINCE 2004 
 
 

CENTRAL ASIA 

The Failure of Reform in Uzbekistan: Ways Forward for the 
International Community, Asia Report N°76, 11 March 2004 
(also available in Russian) 
Tajikistan’s Politics: Confrontation or Consolidation?, Asia 
Briefing Nº33, 19 May 2004 
Political Transition in Kyrgyzstan: Problems and Prospects, 
Asia Report N°81, 11 August 2004 (also available in Russian) 
Repression and Regression in Turkmenistan: A New International 
Strategy, Asia Report N°85, 4 November 2004 (also available in 
Russian) 
The Curse of Cotton: Central Asia’s Destructive Monoculture, 
Asia Report N°93, 28 February 2005 (also available in Russian) 
Kyrgyzstan: After the Revolution, Asia Report N°97, 4 May 
2005 (also available in Russian) 
Uzbekistan: The Andijon Uprising, Asia Briefing N°38, 25 May 
2005 (also available in Russian) 
Kyrgyzstan: A Faltering State, Asia Report N°109, 16 December 
2005 (also available in Russian) 
Uzbekistan: In for the Long Haul, Asia Briefing N°45, 16 
February 2006 (also available in Russian) 
Central Asia: What Role for the European Union?, Asia Report 
N°113, 10 April 2006 
Kyrgyzstan’s Prison System Nightmare, Asia Report N°118, 
16 August 2006 (also available in Russian) 
Uzbekistan: Europe’s Sanctions Matter, Asia Briefing N°54, 
6 November 2006 
Kyrgyzstan on the Edge, Asia Briefing N°55, 9 November 2006 
(also available in Russian) 
Turkmenistan after Niyazov, Asia Briefing N°60, 12 February 
2007 
Central Asia’s Energy Risks, Asia Report N°133, 24 May 2007 
(also available in Russian) 
Uzbekistan: Stagnation and Uncertainty, Asia Briefing N°67, 
22 August 2007 

NORTH EAST ASIA 

Taiwan Strait IV: How an Ultimate Political Settlement Might 
Look, Asia Report N°75, 26 February 2004 
North Korea: Where Next for the Nuclear Talks?, Asia Report 
N°87, 15 November 2004 (also available in Korean and Russian) 
Korea Backgrounder: How the South Views its Brother from 
Another Planet, Asia Report N°89, 14 December 2004 (also 
available in Korean and Russian) 
North Korea: Can the Iron Fist Accept the Invisible Hand?, 
Asia Report N°96, 25 April 2005 (also available in Korean and 
Russian) 
Japan and North Korea: Bones of Contention, Asia Report 
Nº100, 27 June 2005 (also available in Korean) 
China and Taiwan: Uneasy Détente, Asia Briefing N°42, 21 
September 2005 

North East Asia’s Undercurrents of Conflict, Asia Report N°108, 
15 December 2005 (also available in Korean and Russian) 
China and North Korea: Comrades Forever?, Asia Report 
N°112, 1 February 2006 (also available in Korean) 
After North Korea’s Missile Launch: Are the Nuclear Talks 
Dead?, Asia Briefing N°52, 9 August 2006 (also available in 
Korean and Russian) 
Perilous Journeys: The Plight of North Koreans in China and 
Beyond, Asia Report N°122, 26 October 2006 (also available in 
Korean and Russian) 
North Korea’s Nuclear Test: The Fallout, Asia Briefing N°56, 13 
November 2006 (also available in Korean and Russian) 
After the North Korean Nuclear Breakthrough: Compliance 
or Confrontation?, Asia Briefing N°62, 30 April 2007 (also 
available in Korean) 

SOUTH ASIA 

Unfulfilled Promises: Pakistan’s Failure to Tackle Extremism, 
Asia Report N°73, 16 January 2004  
Nepal: Dangerous Plans for Village Militias, Asia Briefing Nº30, 
17 February 2004 (also available in Nepali) 
Devolution in Pakistan: Reform or Regression?, Asia Report 
N°77, 22 March 2004 
Elections and Security in Afghanistan, Asia Briefing Nº31, 30 
March 2004 
India/Pakistan Relations and Kashmir: Steps toward Peace, Asia 
Report Nº79, 24 June 2004 
Pakistan: Reforming the Education Sector, Asia Report N°84, 
7 October 2004 
Building Judicial Independence in Pakistan, Asia Report 
N°86, 10 November 2004 
Afghanistan: From Presidential to Parliamentary Elections, 
Asia Report N°88, 23 November 2004 
Nepal’s Royal Coup: Making a Bad Situation Worse, Asia 
Report N°91, 9 February 2005 
Afghanistan: Getting Disarmament Back on Track, Asia Briefing 
N°35, 23 February 2005 
Nepal: Responding to the Royal Coup, Asia Briefing N°35, 
24 February 2005 
Nepal: Dealing with a Human Rights Crisis, Asia Report N°94, 
24 March 2005 
The State of Sectarianism in Pakistan, Asia Report N°95, 18 
April 2005 
Political Parties in Afghanistan, Asia Briefing N°39, 2 June 2005 
Towards a Lasting Peace in Nepal: The Constitutional Issues, 
Asia Report N°99, 15 June 2005 
Afghanistan Elections: Endgame or New Beginning?, Asia 
Report N°101, 21 July 2005 
Nepal: Beyond Royal Rule, Asia Briefing N°41, 15 September 2005 
Authoritarianism and Political Party Reform in Pakistan¸ 
Asia Report N°102, 28 September 2005 

http://www.crisisweb.org/home/index.cfm?id=2549&l=1


“Deradicalisation” and Indonesian Prisons 
Crisis Group Asia Report N°142, 19 November 2007 Page 28 

 

Nepal’s Maoists: Their Aims, Structure and Strategy, Asia 
Report N°104, 27 October 2005 
Pakistan’s Local Polls: Shoring Up Military Rule, Asia Briefing 
N°43, 22 November 2005 
Nepal’s New Alliance: The Mainstream Parties and the Maoists, 
Asia Report 106, 28 November 2005  
Rebuilding the Afghan State: The European Union’s Role, 
Asia Report N°107, 30 November 2005 
Nepal: Electing Chaos, Asia Report N°111, 31 January 2006 
Pakistan: Political Impact of the Earthquake, Asia Briefing 
N°46, 15 March 2006 
Nepal’s Crisis: Mobilising International Influence, Asia Briefing 
N°49, 19 April 2006 
Nepal: From People Power to Peace?, Asia Report N°115, 10 
May 2006 
Afghanistan’s New Legislature: Making Democracy Work, Asia 
Report N°116, 15 May 2006 
India, Pakistan and Kashmir: Stabilising a Cold Peace, Asia 
Briefing N°51, 15 June 2006 
Pakistan: the Worsening Conflict in Balochistan, Asia Report 
N°119, 14 September 2006 
Bangladesh Today, Asia Report N°121, 23 October 2006 
Countering Afghanistan’s Insurgency: No Quick Fixes, Asia 
Report N°123, 2 November 2006 
Sri Lanka: The Failure of the Peace Process, Asia Report 
N°124, 28 November 2006 
Pakistan’s Tribal Areas: Appeasing the Militants, Asia Report 
N°125, 11 December 2006 
Nepal’s Peace Agreement: Making it Work, Asia Report Nº126, 
15 December 2006 
Afghanistan’s Endangered Compact, Asia Briefing Nº59, 29 
January 2007  
Nepal’s Constitutional Process, Asia Report N°128, 26 February 
2007 
Pakistan: Karachi’s Madrasas and Violent Extremism, Asia 
Report N°130, 29 March 2007 
Discord in Pakistan’s Northern Areas, Asia Report N°131, 2 
April 2007 
Nepal's Maoists: Purists or Pragmatists?, Asia Report N°132, 
19 May 2007 
Sri Lanka’s Muslims: Caught in the Crossfire, Asia Report 
N°134, 29 May 2007 
Sri Lanka’s Human Rights Crisis, Asia Report N°135, 14 June 
2007 
Nepal’s Troubled Tarai Region, Asia Report N°136, 9 July 2007 
Elections, Democracy and Stability in Pakistan, Asia Report 
N°137, 31 July 2007 
Reforming Afghanistan’s Police, Asia Report N°138, 30 August 
2007 
Nepal’s Fragile Peace Process, Asia Briefing N°68, 28 September 
2007 
Pakistan: The Forgotten Conflict in Balochistan, Asia Briefing 
N°69, 22 October 2007 
Sri Lanka: Sinhala Nationalism and the Elusive Southern 
Consensus, Asia Report N°141, 7 November 2007 
Winding Back Martial Law in Pakistan, Asia Briefing N°70, 
12 November 2007 

SOUTH EAST ASIA 

Indonesia Backgrounder: Jihad in Central Sulawesi, Asia 
Report N°74, 3 February 2004 
Myanmar: Sanctions, Engagement or Another Way Forward?, 
Asia Report N°78, 26 April 2004 
Indonesia: Violence Erupts Again in Ambon, Asia Briefing 
N°32, 17 May 2004 
Southern Philippines Backgrounder: Terrorism and the Peace 
Process, Asia Report N°80, 13 July 2004 (also available in 
Indonesian) 
Myanmar: Aid to the Border Areas, Asia Report N°82, 9 
September 2004 
Indonesia Backgrounder: Why Salafism and Terrorism Mostly 
Don’t Mix, Asia Report N°83, 13 September 2004 
Burma/Myanmar: Update on HIV/AIDS policy, Asia Briefing 
Nº34, 16 December 2004 
Indonesia: Rethinking Internal Security Strategy, Asia Report 
N°90, 20 December 2004 
Recycling Militants in Indonesia: Darul Islam and the Australian 
Embassy Bombing, Asia Report N°92, 22 February 2005 (also 
available in Indonesian) 
Decentralisation and Conflict in Indonesia: The Mamasa 
Case, Asia Briefing N°37, 3 May 2005 
Southern Thailand: Insurgency, Not Jihad, Asia Report N°98, 
18 May 2005 (also available in Thai) 
Aceh: A New Chance for Peace, Asia Briefing N°40, 15 August 2005 
Weakening Indonesia’s Mujahidin Networks: Lessons from 
Maluku and Poso, Asia Report N°103, 13 October 2005 (also 
available in Indonesian) 
Thailand’s Emergency Decree: No Solution, Asia Report N°105, 
18 November 2005 (also available in Thai) 
Aceh: So far, So Good, Asia Update Briefing N°44, 13 December 
2005 (also available in Indonesian) 
Philippines Terrorism: The Role of Militant Islamic Converts, 
Asia Report Nº110, 19 December 2005 
Papua: The Dangers of Shutting Down Dialogue, Asia Briefing 
N°47, 23 March 2006 (also available in Indonesian) 
Aceh: Now for the Hard Part, Asia Briefing N°48, 29 March 2006 
Managing Tensions on the Timor-Leste/Indonesia Border, 
Asia Briefing N°50, 4 May 2006 
Terrorism in Indonesia: Noordin’s Networks, Asia Report N°114, 
5 May 2006 (also available in Indonesian) 
Islamic Law and Criminal Justice in Aceh, Asia Report N°117, 
31 July 2006 (also available in Indonesian) 
Papua: Answers to Frequently Asked Questions, Asia Briefing 
N°53, 5 September 2006 
Resolving Timor-Leste’s Crisis, Asia Report N°120, 10 October 
2006 (also available in Indonesian) 
Aceh’s Local Elections: The Role of the Free Aceh Movement 
(GAM), Asia Briefing N°57, 29 November 2006 
Myanmar: New Threats to Humanitarian Aid, Asia Briefing 
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Jihadism in Indonesia: Poso on the Edge, Asia Report N°127, 
24 January 2007 
Southern Thailand: The Impact of the Coup, Asia Report 
N°129, 15 March 2007 (also available in Thai) 
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