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EDITORIAL
No more complacency

he Ring of Fire raged once again on Dec. 3 as Mount
Marapi in West Sumatra erupted, spewing a tow-
er of ash taller than the volcano itself into the sky
without visible warning.

For locals, such events might be routine, as Mara-
pi, the most active volcano in Sumatra, erupts every two to
four years. But this time was a tragic departure from the typi-
cal; the eruption claimed the lives of 23 hikers who were on
the volcano when it suddenly awoke.

We are sending our thoughts and prayers to the victims and
their families, and we believe the authorities should be held
accountable for the deaths. The hikers would have dropped
their plans if the authorities had prohibited scaling the vol-
cano, but in fact, officials continued to issue hiking permits
despite warnings from vulcanologists.

At least 75 hikers were climbing Marapi the day of the di-
saster. They had been allowed to ascend as far as the volcano’s
peak, even though the Center for Vulcanology and Geologi-
cal Hazard Mitigation (PVMBG) had asked local authorities to
stay away from the peak for their safety.

Before the deadly disaster, the volcano was at the second-
highest alert level of the PVMBG’s four-tiered system, a desig-
nation that was supposed to bar any activities within a 3-kilo-
meter radius of the crater, as Marapi has a history of phreatic
eruptions, ones that occur without advance signals.

The vulcanology center could only provide recommenda-
tions to the local Natural Resources Conservation Agency
(BKSDA), and it was up to its parent, the Environment and
Forestry Ministry, and local offices to enforce it, the PVMBG’s
chief said recently.

Local officials in Marapi were not lacking in lessons. In 2017,
16 hikers were trapped on the volcano when it suddenly erupt-
ed. Fortunately, they were all evacuated safely, and this luck
continued into the beginning of this year, when Marapi under-
went several phreatic eruptions without any casualties.

Responding to the fatal disaster last week, PVMBG head
Hendra Gunawan was furious, saying authorities “should’ve
learned from the 2017 incident, but instead, they’ve let it hap-
pen again”.

The BKSDA claimed it had issued hiking permits after get-
ting the green light from local authorities, including the West
Sumatra provincial administration, the Padang search and
rescue agency and the National Disaster Mitigation Agency
(BNPB). The BKSDA also said it had warned hikers to avoid
the crater.

Later, the BKSDA’s acting head, Dian Indriati, acknowledged
to the media that the agency had taken factors other than
safety into account in its issuance of the climbing permits, in-
cluding “the positive impact on the local economy”.

We appreciate tourism’s importance for the well-being of
people in the region, but material gain must not come at the
cost of human lives.

Marapi’s deadly eruption should serve as a wake-up call
for the government not to leave volcano disaster mitiga-
tion up to mere luck. More than 200 million people are living
along the Pacific Ring of Fire, with 5 million living next to ac-
tive volcanoes that, like Marapi, can erupt anytime without
any prior signs.

It is time for the authorities to prioritize lives over cash in
the nation’s volcano management. They can start by halting
hiking permits for 18 dangerously active volcanoes that could
erupt anytime.

Further, they should invest more in disaster mitigation,
such as early warning systems and public education on evacu-
ation procedures. The PVMBG claimed the alarm for Marapi
had been stolen several times throughout the year, hindering
the monitoring of the volcano.

It is, sadly, too late to save the lives of the deceased Dec. 3
hikers, but given the pervasiveness of volcanic activity in In-
donesia, we can be assured that serious preparation now will

save lives in the future. We cannot say we weren’t warned.
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Indonesia’s defense: Toward
regional power by 2045

onstitutionally, Indo-
nesia has not acknowl-
edged a legal conceptu-
al definition of national
defense, but rather one of state
defense that is anchored in its
experience as a former colony.
Within this context, the military
was formed by citizen soldiers
with an initial role as a counterin-
surgency force against the Dutch
and Japanese colonial powers.

It is within this logic that the
ontological focus of the Indone-
sian military’s existence since its
inception has its roots in defend-
ing the internal homeland.

Furthermore, post-1945, Indo-
nesia has been growing as a non-
alliance, non-nuclear and non-
expansive independent state that
is now becoming a middle power.

Correspondingly, Indonesia’s
national defense and military
must consistently adjust to this
state of affairs taking into account
the country’s future aspirations.

So, the next question is wheth-
er Indonesia is aiming to become
a democratic regional power by
2045 and if so, how does its na-
tional defense need to be built up
and adjusted?

The 1945 Constitution called
for a new category of armed cit-
izens whose mission was to up-
hold law and order. Simply speak-
ing, while the military was given
the task of state defense, this new
category was tasked with restor-
ing and assuring the law and or-
der of the newly independent
state of Indonesia.

The first was later called the In-
donesian Military (TNI) and the
latter the National Police. The two
are the main instruments of na-
tional power to secure Indonesia’s
jurisdiction, and they have a sig-
nificant overlap in the responsibil-
ities regarding domestic security.

Is this classical realist-based
and simplified concept that was
created for a newly independent
state in 1945 still relevant to Indo-
nesia’s future destiny as a demo-
cratic regional power in 2045?

One way to view this phenom-
enon is by looking at the strate-
gic logic behind the world’s great
powers’ national defense con-
cepts, including the Roman Em-
pire, the Mongolian Empire, the
British Empire and the United
States with its Pax-Americana
global implications.

Their strategic logic is very
straightforward and can be di-
vided into three layers: The mil-
itary is the leading instrument
for the homeland defense to de-
ter and punish conventional and
unconventional forms of foreign
intrusion; the military is the sup-
porting instrument for civilian
authorities within the state juris-
diction mainly during peacetime;
and military along with inter-
agency-based foreign policy en-

Vo

k. - By Hotmangaradja Pandjaitan
gl i and Wibawanto Nugroho Widodo

- Jakarta

&

Hotmangaradja Pandjaitan is the president at Democracy and
Integrity for Peace (DIP) Institute and special assistant to the
defense minister. Wibawanto Nugroho Widodo is the director for
International Engagement at DIP and deputy head of defense and
security at National Resilience Institute (Lemhannas) Alumni. The
view expressed are their own.

. tara/Di ur on
International duty: Indonesian Navy personnel grouped under the

Maritime Task Force (MTF) KONGA XXVIII-O/UNIFIL TA 2023 at-
tend a send-off ceremony on Dec. 6 at the Second Fleet Command

headquarters in Surabaya. They will join the international peace-

keeping force in Lebanon.

gagements is present overseas to
secure the state’s national inter-
ests at the global level beyond the
state’s jurisdictional space.

Subsequently, 20 years from
now, we will live in a more global-
ized and interconnected world,
with cyberspace as the fifth stra-
tegic and war domain alongside
the land, sea, air and space do-
mains. In this sense, national
defense must be adjusted con-
ceptually, strategically and op-
erationally by synthesizing both
the assumptions and premises of
realist, liberalist, institutional-
ist and constructivist schools of
thought.

Today, within the systemic
global system, the state is not the
only dominant actor in interna-
tional security, as other individ-
ual, non-state actors have gained
influence, and international gov-
ernance is becoming more signif-
icant in their direct and indirect
roles toward national defense,
therefore requiring the state to
be much more flexible in its en-
gagement with governmental
and non-state counterparts both
at the domestic and international
levels in dealing with contempo-
rary security challenges.

Indonesia’s national defense
and military must stay up to date
with the spectrum of contingen-
cies of not only black-and-white
conventional foreign military in-

trusion and invasion, but also
with the current reality of applied
irregular warfare.

In this regard, two People’s
Liberation Army Air Force colo-
nels, Qiao Liang and Wang Xiang-
sui, postulate a widened defini-
tion of “unrestricted war”, while
Russian general Valery Gersimov
coined “the new generation war-
fare”, which can take place any-
time within the full spectrum of
international politics, including
during times of peace, competi-
tion and war.

Modern warfare has trans-
formed into a layered and in-
terminable campaign that uses
armed forces, non-armed forces,
military and non-military facets
and lethal and non-lethal means
to compel the enemy to accept
one’s interests, thus blurring the
lines between the states of war
and peace. This reality bears sev-
eral consequences.

First, the military’s actions in
this strategic sense must never
take place within a vacuum, but
must be proportionally executed
alongside other instruments of
national power, including infor-
mation, diplomacy, economy, in-
telligence, law enforcement and
financial national instruments
of power. Indonesia needs a clear
strategic objective to transform
into an exemplary democratic,
law-abiding, civilized and pros-

perous state.

Second, there must be new and
clearly defined concepts of what
constitutes national security, na-
tional defense, domestic security
and state defense, in addition to
the other concepts of foreign en-
gagement and domestic civil sup-
port by the military element in
the domestic security context.

Third, from the national de-
fense point of view, the formu-
la can be constructed as follows:
1) Domestic security consists of
state defense in wartime plus civ-
il support by the military toward
civilian authorities in peacetime;
2) National defense consists of
military roles in state defense in
wartime plus civil support toward
civilian authorities in peace-
time and military overseas en-
gagements mostly in peacetime
(e.g., United Nations peacekeep-
ing forces and in other overseas
unconventional/irregular ~ war-
fare contexts as directed by the
President) alongside interagen-
cy-based foreign policy engage-
ments on the global level. Overall,
the accumulation of homeland
defense, homeland security, na-
tional defense and interagen-
cy-based foreign policy engage-
ments constitute Indonesian
national security.

Fourth, national defense must
be consistently assessed based
on Indonesia’s national security
roots and global strategic objec-
tives toward 2045, the world sys-
tem, global trends and when and
how to prepare, build, deploy and
employ military forces.

In this sense, despite wheth-
er Indonesia wants to remain a
non-nuclear power, the nation-
al defense system must be pre-
pared with deterrence capabili-
ties, including for conventional
warfare and irregular warfare
with an emphasis on unrestrict-
ed warfare and new generation
warfare that can even occur dur-
ing times of peace.

To do so, Indonesia must con-
sider the establishment of a na-
tional defense council to routine-
ly review and update the existence
of the national defense establish-
ment and its military element as
a tool of statecraft instruments
of national power in dealing with
complex strategic security chal-
lenges and to make sure that In-
donesia’s national defense and its
military are ready to sustain the
country to become a democratic
regional power in 2045.

Lastly, as the mind and spirit
are always the winning ingredi-
ents in geopolitics, all these efforts
must surely be sustained along the
way by the expedited transforma-
tion of national defense academ-
ic centers of excellence, including
the National Resilience Institute
(Lemhannas) and the Indonesian
Defense University.
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US veto: Double standards at the

s usual, on the occasion
Aof International Human

Rights Day on Sunday, with
the theme of “Freedom, Equality,
and Justice for All”, global leaders
conveyed lofty messages, pledg-
ing their commitment to uphold-
ing human rights and safeguard-
ing the inherent dignity of each
individual.

However, the disconcerting
reality on the ground presents
a stark contrast to these procla-
mations. Those who assert them-
selves as champions of human
rights often navigate decisions
motivated by convenience, align-
ing with oppressors rather than
the oppressed.

The true nature of those pur-
porting to champion human
rights was revealed two days ear-
lier on Dec. 8 when, owing to a
United States veto, the United
Nations Security Council failed to
call for a humanitarian ceasefire
in Gaza.

This critical juncture exposed
the harsh reality faced by the
people of Palestine, caught in
the crossfire, as they are system-
atically denied their fundamental
rights and subjected to egregious
acts of state terrorism and ethnic
cleansing by Israel.

In the face of blatant viola-
tions, the international commu-
nity has regrettably fallen short of
taking decisive action against Is-
rael, thereby perpetuating an on-
going genocide against the Pales-
tinian people.

The crimes committed against
the inhabitants of Gaza defy de-
scription, prompting global con-
demnation from voices dedicated
to humanitarian causes.

Blatantly defying appeals
from both its Arab allies and the
UN secretary-general, the US re-
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jected a call for an immediate
humanitarian cease-fire in Gaza,
arguing that such a move would
only set the stage for the next
conflict. The US exercised its veto
power, blocking a UN resolution
on Friday.

UN Secretary-General Anténio
Guterres had issued a stark warn-
ing, emphasizing the breakdown
of civil order and the escalating
risk of a mass exodus into Egypt,
with unpredictable consequences
for the broader region.

The vote in the 15-member
council stood at 13-1, with the
United Kingdom abstaining. Rep-
resenting the US at the Security
Council, Robert Wood asserted
that the US remained committed
to removing Hamas, stating, “We
want to break the cycle of unceas-
ing violence so that history does
not keep repeating itself.”

Wood argued against an imme-
diate cease-fire, contending that
it would only lay the groundwork
for the next war, given Hamas’s
lack of interest in a lasting peace.
This obstruction came amidst Is-
rael’s unyielding military cam-
paign against Hamas, triggered
by the latter’s lethal attack in ear-
ly October.

Guterres invoked the seldom-
used Article 99 of the UN Char-
ter, urgently summoning a Secu-
rity Council meeting to call for
an immediate halt to hostilities.
Guterres, advocating for peace,
called for the release of hostages
while emphasizing that “the bru-
tality perpetrated by Hamas can
never justify the collective punish-
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ment of the Palestinian people”.

Despite these pleas and warn-
ings from the international com-
munity, the UN and the World
Health Organization about the
dire situation in Gaza, the US, a
major military aid provider to Is-
rael, once again shamelessly re-
jected the resolution.

The recurring query looms
large: What prompts the US to
extend unwavering support to
Israel through all means, seem-
ingly contradicting its own es-
tablished international policies?

cost of humanity

itary assistance to Israel, a move
seemingly at odds with its well-
defined policies.

The US typically abides by le-
gal frameworks such as the Lea-
hy Law, Arms Export Control Act
(AECA), Foreign Assistance Act,
and the Carter Memorandum,
steering clear of supplying arms
to entities involved in human
rights transgressions.

However, the recent arms
transfer strategy of the Biden ad-
ministration suggests a departure
from established norms. Engag-
ing in clandestine negotiations
without proper oversight and ac-
countability, the administration
persists in supplying arms to Is-
rael, appearing to bypass its own
regulatory frameworks.

Blatantly defying appeals from both its
Arab allies and the UN secretary-general,
the US rejected a call for an immediate humanitarian
ceasefire in Gaza, arguing that such a move would
only set the stage for the next corflict.

This pattern of favoritism toward
Israel, transcending international
norms, stands out as a stark in-
fringement of global laws.

In the aftermath of the con-
Wict, the Biden administration
faces the imperative of address-
ing this inconsistency and over-
hauling the US-Israel relation-
ship. The key lies in ensuring a
uniform application of existing
laws and regulations governing
arms exports, even in dealings
with Israel.

Adding complexity to the sce-
nario is the stance of the Biden
administration, drawing interna-
tional censure for furnishing mil-

The two months of conflict
have left a trail of unprecedented
death and destruction, making an
immediate ceasefire an absolute
imperative.

Adopting a negative stance on
this issue is indefensible, and any
attempt to justify rejection rings
hollow. It is a glaring contradic-
tion to claim concern for the safe-
ty and humanitarian needs of the
people in Gaza while tolerating
the ongoing conflict.

To advocate for preventing the
spillover of the conflict while al-
lowing its continuation is a self-
deceptive stance.

The acceptance of the con-

flict, all the while outwardly ad-
vocating for the safeguarding of
human rights and the welfare of
women and children, is a glaring
display of profound hypocrisy.

This once again exposes the
glaring double standards at play.
As per international media re-
ports, the toll has been stagger-
ing, with over 18,000 Palestin-
ians, including more than 7,500
children, losing their lives.

This grim statistic underscores
the severity of the conflict, with
a particularly devastating im-
pact on children, making it one of
the deadliest wars for children in
modern times.

America’s refusal to entertain
calls for a permanent ceaseXre
only escalates tensions, exacer-
bating the human tragedy.

In an unprecedented move,
Guterres has invoked Article 99
for the first time since assuming
office in 2017.

The Israel-Palestine conflict,
intensifying over the past two
months, has witnessed a deep-
ening humanitarian crisis, even
amidst a fleeting, temporary
cease-fire. The UN’s capacity to
foster peace has been hindered,
largely attributed to US inter-
ference, rendering its functions
seemingly voiceless in the ongo-
ing turmoil.

Invoking Article 99 by the UN
chief signals a desire for a more
proactive role in compelling the
Security Council to confront es-
calating security challenges.
But it looks like the US is bent
upon sabotaging all peace ef-
forts to buy time for Israel to
achieve its immediate objective
of “flattening Gaza and eradicat-
ing Hamas completely”—another
glaring example of double stan-
dard and hypocrisy.



